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Introduction

Israel is a product of Zionism. The Jewish state originates in Jewish nationalism
that emerged in the second half of the nineteenth century in Europe. In the course
of the secularization and formation of national states that was taking place in
Western Europe, the religiously hued, old Christian hatred towards Jews assumed
racist features, turning into virulent anti-Semitism. At the same time, efforts to
achieve real emancipation for European Jews were failing. Consequently, as new
approaches to a resolution seemed to be called for, the Jewish people themselves
took up the “Jewish question.”

Theodor Herzl’s 1896 pamphlet The Jewish State (Der Judenstaat) was fol-
lowed in 1897 by the First Zionist Congress in Basel. With the founding of the
World Zionist Organization the political goal was promptly proclaimed: the estab-
lishment of a Jewish state for the Jewish people outside of Europe. The hostility
towards Jewish life in Europe turned into the Zionist principle of the “negation of
the diaspora,” with Zionist-motivated Jewish emigration starting as early as 1882,
first from Eastern and later also from Western Europe. And it was the old-new
land of Israel — Eretz Israel — that in the beginning of the twentieth century was
chosen as the appropriate territory.

Half a century later — but only after millions of European Jews had been mur-
dered by Germany’s Nazi regime — the Jewish national movement won an import-
ant victory in the proclamation of the Jewish state. Apart from 1945, the year
1948 represents the decisive turning point in contemporary Jewish history. With
the founding of Israel so soon after the Shoah, the Zionist project in Eretz Israel
appeared to be a matter of bitter urgency. More than anything else, the extermina-
tion of the intended citizens of the to-be-founded Jewish state solidified Zionism
as the ultimate answer to the “Jewish question,” not only among Jews but also on
the international political-diplomatic stage.

These two historical momentums set into motion a historic process, namely
the nationalization of the Jews in the second half of the twentieth century. Jewish
national statehood was established as a manifest way of life, with political sover-
eignty and military strength becoming the cornerstones of the new Jewish-Israeli
self-image. To wit, in the Zionist understanding of history, national statehood is
seen as the normal state of the to-be-nationalized Jewish people — a state that
needs to be actively fought for. At the beginning of the twenty-first century, the
Jewish self-concept has a markedly Zionist orientation: Eretz Israel is in Jewish
hands, the majority of the Jewish people live in the old-new country, and the
Jewish nation state is the reason d’étre of Israeli polity.

But Zionist Israel is neither a self-evident nor a natural state of affairs. Israel
does not have an internationally accepted state territory, a large part of the coun-
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BBegeHvie

MN3pannb — NpoayKT crmoHm3ma. EBpeiickoe rocysapcTBo 6epeT cBoe Hayaso B eBpelickoM
HaLMoHann3me, BO3HMKLLEM BO BTopoli nonosunHe XIX Beka B EBpone. B xoge
cekynspmsaumm n GopMrMpoBaHNSA HaLMOHabHbIX FOCYAapCTB, MPONCXOANBLLMX B 3anagHow
EBpone, pennrnosHas, ctapas XpucTmaHckas HeHaBUCTb K eBpesM nprobpena pacncrckme
YepTbl, NPEBPATMBLLMCE B APOCTHbIM aHTUCEMUTU3M. B TO e Bpems MonbITKN A06UTLCA
peanbHOM 3MaHCUNaLMM eBponeiickx eBpees Tepnenn Heyaady. CnefoBatensHo, Korga
BO3HWK/1a HEOBXOAMMOCTb B HOBbIX MOAX0AAX K PeLLeHuto NpobieMbl, eBpeicknii Hapog cam
B35/1CSA 38 «€BPENCKNI BOMPOC».

Bpolutopa Teogopa lepunsi 1896 rogaEspevickoe rocygapcreol(lpaBute/ibcTBEHHOE
rocygapcrao)B 1897 rogy nocnegoan NepBbili CMOHUCTCKNIA KOHrpecc B basene. C
OCHOBaHMeM BceMMpPHO CMOHMCTCKOW OpraHmn3aumm cpasy xe 6bli1a NpoBo3raalleHa
nonuTMyeckas Lesb: Co3jaHne eBperickoro rocyaapcrea Ans eBperickoro Hapoaa 3a
npeaenamu EBponel. BpaxaebHoCTb K eBpelickoli Xn3Hn B EBpone nepepocna B
CUOHWCTCKNI MPUHLMN «OTPULL@HMSA AMACMOPbI», Y CUOHMUCTCKA MOTVMBUPOBaHHas eBpelickas
aMuUrpauma Hadanace yxxe B 1882 rogy, cHa4ana 13 BoctouHoli, a 3atem 1 13 3anagHom
EBponbl. M 370 6bi1a cTapas-HoBas 3eMns Vispanns -3pey V3paun/ib -4TO B Havane
ZBajLaToro Beka 6bl10 BbI6paHO B KauecTBe NOAXOASALLEl TeppuUTOpUN.

CnycTs monBeKa - HO TO/IbKO MOC/1e TOro, Kak MUIIMOHBI eBPONelicknx espees 6bl1n
y6UTbl HALMCTCKUM pexrnMoM F'epMaHnn - eBperickoe HaLMoHabHOe ABMKEHME OAepXKano
Ba)kKHYt0 nobesy, MPoBO3rnac/Be esperickoe rocygapctso. Mommumo 1945 roga, 1948 rog
npeAcTaBasieT coboli peLLakoLnii MOBOPOTHbIE MOMEHT B COBPEMEHHOI eBPecKo
ncropumn. C ocHoBaHmeM V3panns Bckope nocne XonoKocTa, CMOHNCTCKUY NPoekT B3pey
U3paunib ITO Ka3anocb BOMPOCOM KpaliHel HeobxoanmocTu. bonee Toro, nctpebneHuve
npeAnosiiaraeMbIx rpaxaaH 6yayLLiero eBpeickoro rocyjapcrea yKpenuao CMOHN3M Kak
OKOHYaTe/bHbI OTBET Ha «eBPENCKMIA BONPOC» He TO/IbKO CPeAn eBpeeB, HO U Ha
MeXAyHapoAHOI NOANTUKO-ANMIOMaTNYECKOl apeHe.

3t™n ABa NCTOpUNYeCKUX nMnynbca Aann ToN4oK NCTopmnyeckomy rnpoueccy, a UMeHHO
HaunoHannsauumn eespeeB BO BTOpOIZ nososuHe XX Beka. EBpeVICKaﬂ HauMoHanbHaa rocyjapcTBeHHOCTb
6blna ycTaHOB/IEHa Kak caMo CO60Vi pasymeroLmiica 06pas X13HN, a NONNTUYECKUIA CyBepeHNTEeT 1
BO€HHasaA MoLb CTann KpaeyrobHbIMN KaMHAMW HOBOTIO eBpeﬁCKo-mapamanKoro CaMOCO3HaHWs. VIHbIMKn
cnoBamu, B CMOHUCTCKOM MOHUMaHUN NCTOPUKN HaLMOHaNbHasaA rocyAapCcTBEHHOCTb pacCMaTpuBaeTCa Kak
HOpMa/ibHOe COCTosAHNE eBpeﬁCKOrO HapozAa, nojnexatiero HaunoHanmsaunmu, - COCToaHMeE, 3a KOTopoe
Heo6X0AMMO aKTUBHO 60poTbCst. B Hauane XXI Beka eBpeiickoe caMoCO3HaHWe Nprobpeno spko
BbIPaXXEHHYH CMOHWCTCKYHO HanpaBneHHOCTb: 3pey M3pan/ibHaxoAnTca B pykax eBpees, 60bLLIMHCTBO
eBpeI‘/’ICKOI’O Hapoza NpoxXunBaeT B CTapOﬁ Y HOBOM CTpaHe, n eBpe|7|CKOe HaunoHanbHOEe rocyAapcTeo
AsnaeTcareason d'étren3pannbCkoi NOANTUYECKON CUCTEMBI.

Ho cnoHmnctcknin I/I3pamnb He IBNIIeTCA HW camo coboli pasymMerLmnmcs, HM eCTeCTBeHHbIM MOoJIoXeHeM Aen.

Y U3paunns HeT MexayHapOAHO NPr3HaHHOV rocyAapCTBEHHOM TeppUTOpKK, 60bLLAs HacTb CTPaHbI...
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2 —— |Introduction

try’s population is made up of non-Jews, and above all it has been in nothing less
than a permanent state of war from the very time of its proclamation. The con-
flict over Palestine and its escalation into an irresolvable regional problem has
deeply impacted Israeli nationalism. The fight for national statehood is de facto
still continuing, thus dominating the policy, society, military and political culture
of Israel. And so “security” has become a key code of Israeli society.

The history of Israel may be mapped in terms of this tension between, on the
one hand, the perception of national statehood as a Jewish way of life to which
there is really no alternative and, on the other hand, the given conditions for the
realization of the Zionist project. The history of the Zionist undertaking is charac-
terized by the conflict between Zionist self-image in Eretz Israel and the reality in
Palestine, the place where that self-image is lived. This is where the key to under-
standing Israel’s history and the Middle East conflict may be found.

In this book, I am addressing the following questions: How did Zionist Israel
come into existence? What does the Zionist ideology, which forms the basis for the
Israeli state, actually imply, and what does it mean for the realization of Zionism
in a de facto bi-national Palestine? What kind of political order has emerged over
the years in the face of this discrepancy between the prevailing notion of the
state and the demographic and geopolitical reality? And also: How can political
culture, the relationship between the state, politics, military and society in Israel,
be characterized?

This book comprises five thematic clusters, in the first of which I discuss
the origin and ideology of Zionism. From there, in the second section, I go on to
examine the view of the enemy that has emerged in the course of Israeli history,
taking a closer look at the way the opponent, who is identified as nemesis, is
treated. A third chapter addresses Israeli democracy, and especially the dichot-
omy present in the self-imposed standard according to which the Israeli state can
be not only “Jewish” but also “democratic.” The subject matter of my account is
the demographical contradiction between a Jewish state in Eretz Israel and the
bi-national reality in Palestine. As well it covers the meaning for Israeli democ-
racy of a political culture that has been so strongly shaped by security-political
aspects in the course of its historical development. The key question is whether
Israeli democracy can be sustained in the face of a permanent state of war.

The subsequent fourth part explores the role and significance of war in the
creation and consolidation of Jewish national statehood. Here, the reasons for
and also the form and understanding of military action as an indispensable
instrument for ensuring the security and national statehood of Israel are inves-
tigated with a view to their consequences. And finally, the fifth chapter deals
with the question of whether a peaceful settlement of the Middle East conflict is



2 —— BaegeHue

HaceneHue M3panns cocToNT 13 HeeBpees, 1, Mpex/e BCero, CTpaHa HaxoANTCA B COCTOAHUN
nepMaHeHTHOW BOHbLI C MOMEHTa NPOBO3r/aLleHNs He3aBUCUMOCTU. KOHGANKT BOKpYr ManecTuHbl 1 ero
3CKanaums B HepaspeLuvMyto PermoHanbHy Npobaemy rnyboko NOBANANN Ha N3PanbCKAT
HaumoHanun3m. bopb6a 3a HaLWOHabHYHO roCYAAPCTBEHHOCTb...4e-PakTo ITO MPOAOIKALTCS U MO Cei
AeHb, AOMVHVPYSi TAKUM 06pa3oM B NOINTUKE, 06LLECTBE, BOGHHOV 1 NONTUYECKON KynbType V3pauns.
Taknm 06pa3om, «6e30MacHOCTb» CTana K/ItYeBbIM KOAEKCOM 13PanabCKoro obLecTsa.

NcTopus M3panns MOXeT 6bITb OMrcaHa Yepes Npu3mMy 3TOro HanpsXkeHns Mexay, ¢ 04HoN
CTOPOHbI, BOCMPUATUEM HALMOHANLHOW rocyapcTBEHHOCTM Kak eBpeiickoro obpasa XusHu,
KOTOPOMY Ha CaMOM Jiefie HeT aibTepHaTMBbI, U, C APYroi CTOPOHbI, CyLLECTBYHOLLMMN YCA0BUAMUN
AN peanusaumm CUOHUCTCKOro npoekTa. ICTopmsa CMOHNCTCKOro HauHaHWS XapakTepusyeTtcs
KOHPANKTOM MeXAy CUOHUCTCKMM caMoBOCMpusATUeM n3pew M3pan/isn peanbHocTb B ManectuHe,
MecTe, rAe 3TOT 06pa3 cebs BOMIOLWAETCS B XN3Hb. VIMEHHO 34eCb MOXET ObITb HallgeH KoY K

MOHVMaHWUIO NCTOPUN I/I3pa|/|n$| 1 6ANXKHEBOCTOYHOIO KOHq)}'II/IKTa‘

B 37Ol KHUre 51 paccMaTpmBato ciedytoLLie Bonpochkl: Kak BO3HMK CMOHUCTCKUIA M3pannb? YTo Ha
caMoM fiene nojpasymeBaeT CUOHWCTCKas WAEOMONS, Nexalliast B OCHOBE U3PaunibCKoro
rocyfapcTBa, U YTO OHa O3Ha4aeT A/ peanvs3almn CIOHN3Ma B COBPEMEHHOM MUpe?4e-pakTo
JlByHauvnoHanbHas ManectHa? Kakoi nomtuyeckmii Nopsgok chopMmpoBascs 3a 3TV rojbl B
YC/IOBUSIX 3TOrO HECOOTBETCTBUSA MeXy rOCMOACTBYOLMM NpeACTaBleHNEM O FoCyAapcTBe U
Aemorpadunyeckoi 1 reononMTUHecKoli peasbHOCTLIO? U eLLe: kak MOXHO OXxapakTepu3oBaTb
NOANTUYECKYIO KyNbTypy, B3aMIMOOTHOLLIEHUSI MeX/Y FoCyAapCcTBOM, MOAUTUKOW, apMumeli 1
obLectsoM B V3panne?

3Ta KHUra COCTOUT U3 NATU TeMaTUYeCcKnX pa3zenos, B NepBOM U3 KOTOPLIX A paccMaTpvBaro
npouncxoxaeHue n naeonorno CMoHm3ma. .qanee, BO BTOPOM pa3jene, A4 nepexoxy K n3y4yeHunro 06pa3a
Bpara, copMIMpoBaBLLEroCcsi B X0A€e U3pannbCKoli nctopum, 6onee NogpobHO paccMaTpmBas OTHOLLEHME K
MPOTUBHKKY, KOTOPOro OTOXAECTBNAAKOT C 3aKNATbIM Bparom. TpeTbﬂ rnaea nocesduleHa |/|3pa|/|nbc1<0|7|
AEMOKpaTUn, n 0co6eHHO AnxotTomunn, HpMCyTCTByIOU.leﬁ B CaMmonpoBo3rnaweHHoM CTaHAapTe, cornacHo
KOTOPOMY U3panibCKoe rocylapcTBo MOXeT 6bITb He TONbKO «eBpelZcmm», HO U «AeMOKpaTU4YeCcKnm».
MpeAMEeTOM MOEro UccnesjoBaHns ABISETCa AemMorpaduyeckoe NpoTMBoOpeUne Mexzay eBpenckum
rocyAapCcTBOM npew M3pansiba Takxke AByHaLMOHaNbHYO peasbHOCTb B MNanecTnHe. Kpome Toro,
paccMmaTprBaeTcd 3HavYeHne Anqa mzpamanKoﬁ AeMoKpaTnn MoANTNYECKON KyNbTypbl, KOTOpas B Xoje
CBOEro NCTopn4yeckoro passmnTna B 3HaAUNTENIbHOW CTeneHn ¢0pMI/IpoBaJ'IaCb acnekTamMmu NnoAnNTUKnN
6e30nacHocTU. Kntouesoii BOMPOC 3aKN04YaeTca B TOM, MOXET I N3pan/ibCKaa 4eMOKPATUA COXPaHNTBCA B
YCNI0BUAX NEePMaHEHTHOW BOViHBbI.

B ueTBepTOl YacTN paccMaTpUBaeTCs PoJib U 3Ha4eHMe BOVHbI B CO34aHNN 1
yKpenneHun eBperickol HaLoHanbHOW rocyJapCTBEHHOCTU. 34eCh NCCeAyoTCa NPUYNHBI,
a TaKxe popma 1 NOHVMaHMe BOEHHbIX AeViCTBUA KaK HE3aMEeHVIMOro HCTPYMEeHTa
obecneyeHnss 6e30MacHOCTU N HaLMOHaNbHOW rocyfapcTBeHHOCTU 3panns ¢ yueTom mx
nocneacTenii. M HakoHeLl, NsATas rnasa MNOCBsLLEeHa BOMPOCY O TOM, ABSETCA I MUPHOe

yperynvMpoBaHue 6MKXHeBOCTOUHOTO KOHGANKTA LieNecoo6pasHbIM.



Introduction =— 3

compatible with Israel’s reason of state. In other words, is Zionist Israel actually
capable of reconciling with its neighbors?

For it is especially with regard to the old-Zionist question of Palestine — which
is, however, still being denied in the political culture of the country — that today’s
political Israel stands with its back against the wall. As the pressure from the
international community to resolve the problems of state and international law
by political means is dramatically increasing, the country is poised in its tradi-
tional position of obstinate defiance. This “destructive” ethos calls for an expla-
nation. It may be found in the history of Zionist Israel that is related in this book
- in a way that is critical without being accusing, differentiated without seeking
to expose, and sober without being detached.

The present volume is a translation of a research book that was published in
2012 with the German Publisher Ferdinand Schoningh, Paderborn. The strong
responses and excellent reviews it received in the academic world as well as from
the general public suggested its great interest also for an international audience,
and thus the present translation now makes it accessible to the global readership.

My very special thanks go to the remarkable devoted translators and editors
of this volume: Olga Thierbach-McLean, Ph.D. and Aram McLean.



BegeHne =—— 3

3TO COrNacyeTes € rocyAapCTBEHHON N0TMKOM N3panas. VHbIMU C10BaMU, CNOCO6EH /I CUOHUCTCKWIA V3paunb Ha
caMoM Jesie NpUMUPUTBLCA CO CBOVMIN COCEASIMVI?

VIMEHHO B OTHOLLIEHMM CTAapOro CMOHUCTCKOro Bomnpoca o ManectnHe, KOTOPLINA, 04HAKO, A0 CUX
nop oTpULAETCS B NOANTUNYECKOWN KyNbType CTPaHbl, CEroAHALLHNA NOANTNYeCKN Vi3pannb
OKa3blBaeTCA B 6€3BbIXOAHOM NOAOXKeHNW. MOCKObKY AaBeHNe CO CTOPOHbI MeX/AyHapOoAHOro
coobLLecTBa C LieNblo peLleHsi TpobaeM rocyapCcTBEHHOIO U MeX/AyHapoAHOro npasa
NOANTNYECKMMW CPeACTBaMMN PE3KO BO3pacTaeT, CTpaHa 3aHMMAaeT CBOK TPaANLIMOHHYIO MO3ULMIO0
YMpPsIMOro HEMOBVHOBEHUS. DTOT «AeCTPYKTUBHbIV» AyX TpebyeT 06bACHEHNs. Ero MOXHO HaliTv B
NCTOPUMN CUOHUCTCKOTO M3panns, N3N0XeHHO B 3TOW KHure.

- KpUTnyecknm, Ho He O6BI/IHF|I'OLLI|I/IM, 06'beKTI/IBHbIM, HO He CTpeMAnMCaA K
pa306naquV|ro, Tpe3BbIM, HO HE OTCTPaHEHHbIM.

HacTosAwmii Tom NpeacTaBnseT cobo nepeBos NCcCief0BaTeNbCKON KHUMM, Ony6/1IMKOBaHHOW B
2012 rogy Hemeuknm nsaatenscteom Ferdinand Schéningh B Magep6opHe. MonoXxnTenbHbIN
OTK/IVK W OTAIYHBIE OT3bIBbI, MO/lyUYeHHbIE €10 B akaJeMUYeCckoM MUPE, a TakKe OT LUMPOKOIA
nyéanku, cBUAETENLCTBOBAIN O 6ONBLLLOM MHTEpece K Heldl U CO CTOPOHbI MeXAyHapoAHON
ayAMTOpUK, 1 MO3TOMY HaCTOSILLMIA NepeBoy AenaeT eé JOCTYNHOW AN unTaTeneri no Bcemy Mupy.
Bblpa)Kal'O 0C05y}0 6]'Ia|'0,qapHOCTb 3amMedaTesibHbIM 1 NpeaaHHbIM CBOEMY ey nepeBojynKamM 1 pegaktopam

3Toro Toma: Onbre Tupb6ax-MaknuH, gokTopy ¢punocodun, n Apamy MakanHy.



1 Zionism and the Ideology of the Jewish State

The Jewish Diaspora and its Negation

Zionism emerged in Europe in the middle of the nineteenth century with the
defined goal of terminating the “abnormal” political situation of the Jewish
diaspora, that is, statelessness of the Jews, and of creating a mode of collective
life based on a national state. Arising from the emergency situation posed by an
increasingly rampant racist anti-Semitism in Europe, Jewish nationalism was
funneled into a movement, with the “negation of the diaspora” forming the core
of its ideology and the starting point of its politics. Thus, Shimon Peres (1923—
2016), a Zionist statesman and Israeli politician of many years who himself was
born in an Eastern European shtetl and emigrated to Palestine as an adolescent,
described the Jewish diaspora from the vantage point of an already achieved
national statehood:

[..], a famous Jewish philosopher by the name of Yankelewitz said once that Jewish life in
the diaspora was similar to a voyage in a subway — you travel underground, you don’t see
the scenery, and nobody sees you in the train. It’s only now, in modern times, that Jewish
life is being conducted as if it were a voyage in a bus; you can see from within the outside
scenery, and you can see from the outside that people are sitting in the bus. A shtetl in many
ways was the subway of Jewish life; it was totally disconnected from the outside world. Let’s
have a good look at it — I mean, in a way, it was a dream and in a way it was a pleasure. It
was a pleasure because it was disconnected from the rest of life. It wasn’t a normal place to
live. And a dream because we weren't living there mentally. Our hearts were in Israel. The
shtetl was like a passing station.*

Two thousand years of Jewish diaspora as a historical transitional phase to the
long awaited “normal” form of the national state? Apart from this Zionist one,
there are various other Jewish interpretations of the diaspora. For instance, in his
1931 essay Diaspora, the Jewish historian Simon Dubnow (1860-1941) points out
that from the religious perspective, the diaspora is considered to be God’s pun-
ishment: “The hope for a return to Zion and for the coming of the Messiah has
always remained alive in the hearts of Orthodox Jews and has constituted one of
the thirteen tenets of Jewish religion as formulated by Maimonides.” In response
to the resignation that was setting in after more than two thousand years of futile
waiting for the return to Zion, Jews “have found solace in the idea that the dias-
pora was not God’s curse, but rather His blessing [of the Jewish people].” In this

1 Peres and Littell 1998: 3-4.
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1. CUOHM3M U NAeoNIorusa eBpeincKoro rocyaapcrea

EBpelickas gnacnopa v eé oTpulaHme

CroHM3M BO3HMK B EBpone B cepeanHe XIX Beka C YeTKO onpegeneHHON Lenbio MoNoXNTb
KOHeL, «aHOMaIbHOMY» MOANTUYECKOMY MOJIOXKEHUIO eBPeCKON Anacnopbl, TO eCTb
6e3rocyapCTBEHHOCTY eBpeeB, 1 CO34aTb 06pa3 KONEKTUBHOW XN3HW, OCHOBaHHBIV Ha
HaLMOHaNbHOM rocyAapcTae. BO3HVKHYB B yCI0BUAX Ype3Bbl4aiHOM CMTyaunm, Bbi3BaHHOM
BCe 60/siee pacnpoCcTpaHeHHbIM PAaCUCTCKMM aHTUCEMUT3MOM B EBpone, eBperickuii
HaLMOHaNN3M NpeBpaTuiICs B ABMXEHME, B OCHOBE UAEO0I0rMN KOTOPOro, Kak 1 B
NOJINTMNYECKOV MOBECTKE AHS, IeXXano «oTpuLaHme gruacnopbl». Tak, LLnmoH MNepec (1923-
2016), CMOHUCTCKWIA TOCyAapCTBEHHbIN AesATeNb 1 MHOTONETHUIM N3panabCKUi NOIUTUK, CaM
POAMVBLLNIACA B BOCTOYHOEBPOMENCKOM LUTeTNe U SMUTPUPOBaBLUNIA B ManectuHy B
NoApPOCTKOBOM BO3pacTe, ONMUCbIBaA €BPENCKYHO ANACMOPY C TOUKMN 3peHIs yXXe JOCTUMHYTOM

HaLI,I/IOHaﬂbHOIZ rocyfapCTBEHHOCTN

[...], U3BeCTHBbI eBpelickunii prnocod AHKeNeBUL, Of4HaXAbI CKa3as, YTo eBpelickas Xu3Hb B grnacrnope
MoxoXa Ha Nnoes/Ky B MeTPO: Tbl e/iellib MO/ 3eMeld, He BUAWLLb Neii3axa, N HUKTO He BUAWT Tebs B
noesze. ToNbKo ceiiuac, B COBPeMeHHY!O 3MoXy, eBpeiickas Xn3Hb NpoTekaeT Tak, kak 6yATo 370
noes/ka Ha aBTobyce: 3HYTPW BUAMLLL Neii3ax, a CHapyXu BUAULLb, YTO AV CUAAT B aBTobyce.
LTeT/IBO MHOrOM 3TO 6bI/10 CBOETO POAa METPO €BPEiCKOV XMN3HU; OHO BbIN0 MOAHOCTLIO OTOPBAHO
OT BHellIHero Mupa. /laBaiite MOCMOTPVM Ha 3TO BHMMaTeNbHO - 1 UMEIO B BUJY, B KAKOM-TO CMbIC/ie
3T0 6blNa MeYTa, a B KaKOM-TO - Y/0BO/LCTBYE. Y0BO/ILCTBIE 6bI10 MOTOMY, YTO OHO 6bI710 OTOPBAHO
OT OCTaIbHOW XM3HW. 3TO 6bIN0 He 06bIYHOE MECTO ANIS XKM3HW. VI MeuTa MoTOMY, YTO Mbl He XUn
TaM MeHTanbHo. Haluwm cepaua 6binn B Vi3panne. wrer/idTo 66110 NOXOXKe Ha NepeBanoYHbIl MyHKT.

JlBe ThICAUN NeT eBPeiCckon Anacnopbl Kak MCTOPUYECKUI NepexoHbIi 3Tan K
[AONrOXAAHHOW «HOPManbHOM» popMe HauMOoHaNbLHOro rocygapctaa? MoMMMO CMOHNCTCKOW
VHTeprpeTauunu, CyLLecTBYIOT 1 Apyre eBperickme ToNKoBaHWs guacnopsbl. Hanpumep, B ero
acce 1931 ropaduacriopa,EBpeiicknin nctopmk CumoH yéHoB (1860-1941) ykasbiBaeT, 4To 13
penruo3HeIiC TOUKN 3peHNst MepcnekTuBbI, Anacrnopa paccMaTpuBaeTcs Kakboxse
HakaszaHne<Hapexpaa Ha Bo3spalleHue B CMOH 1 Ha nNpullecTBre Meccum Bcerja octaBanacb
XMBOI B cepALlax OPTOAOKCaNbHbIX eBPeeB 1 COCTaB/ANa O4NH U3 TPUHAALATY JOrMaToB
nyzeickon peanrnm, chopMynnpoBaHHbIX MariMOHNAOM». B OTBET Ha cMUpeHMe,
HacTynasLUee nocse 6oee Yem ABYX ThICAY /1eT TLLETHOMO 0XungaHnsa Bo3spalleHns B C1OoH,
eBpeu «HaLIV yTelleHne B MbICAW, YTO Anacrnopa bbina He npoknsaTuem boxbum, a Ero
6narocnoseHvem [eBpelickoro Hapoaal». B atom

1Mepec n fluttenn 1998: 3-4.
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The Jewish Diaspora and its Negation = 5

context, Dubnow quotes an explanation put forward by the medieval Torah com-
mentator Rashi who argues that the diaspora is a blessing in consideration of the
fact that a scattered people cannot be completely exterminated at the same time.
At least under the religious aspect, a universally beneficent effect is ascribed to
the Jews’ way of life as a “scattered people”: “God did not ‘scatter’ the Jews, but
sowed them among the peoples like seeds from which the true world religion of
monotheism would grow.”?

The diverging perspectives on life in the diaspora have all found their way
into Jewish political movements. The modern Jewish reform movement or reli-
gious liberalism accepts assimilation, i.e., the absorption into the majority popu-
lation, as something to which there is no alternative, thus embracing life in exile
as a kind of universal task. Then there were the so-called diaspora nationalists
who held that neither the assimilation nor the categorical rejection of the dias-
pora offered a solution. As they saw it, Jewish identity and national autonomy
were being preserved just as well in the diaspora, namely by their own cultural
institutions and organized communities on the one hand and assimilation to the
new political and cultural environment on the other. By contrast, the Zionists
deemed the diaspora a way of life that is dangerous for Jews and Jewish identity,
since they saw assimilation and the consequential deracination as the inevitable
result of the ever-present fierce anti-Semitism. By taking the political approach
of radically rejecting the diaspora, Zionists brought to life “the messianic teach-
ings in a modernized political form.”? On this point, the Israeli historian Amnon
Raz-Krakotzkin (1958-) offers the observation that

‘negation of exile’ refers to the consciousness that deems the present Jewish settlement in,
and sovereignty over, Palestine as the ‘return’ of the Jews to the land believed to be their
home, and imagined, prior to its ‘redemption,” as empty. The negation of exile appeared
to be the ‘fulfillment’ of Jewish history and the realization of Jewish prayers and messi-
anic expectations. According to this perspective, the cultural framework that the Zionists
wished to actualize and uncover was the ‘authentic,” original Jewish culture, as opposed
to the exilic culture, described in blatant orientalist terms as stagnant, unproductive, and
irrational.*

Further, Raz-Krakotzkin points out that Zionist-Israeli historians such as Yitzhak
Baer (1888-1980), Chaim Hillel Ben-Sasson (1914-1977), Gershom Scholem (1897—
1982), Ben-Zion Dinur (1884-1973) - all of whom played a central role in the cre-

2 Dubnow 1931/2003: 176-177.
3 Ibid.
4 Raz-Krakotzkin 2005: 167.
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B KOHTEKCTe 3TOro nccneoBanHus lyb6HoB LUTUPYET 06bsICHEHWE CpeAHEBEKOBOro KOMMeHTaTopa
Topbl PaLum, KOTOPbIA YyTBEPXKAAET, UTO AMacropa sABAseTcs 61aroc/IoBeHVEM, yUunTbIBas TOT GakT,
UYTO paccesiHHbIN HapoA He MOXeT 6bITb MONHOCTBIO UCTPebeH of4HOBPEMeHHO. Mo kpaiiHeli mepe,
B Pe/IMMMO3HOM acrekTe, 06pa3sy XN3HN eBpeeB Kak «paccesstHHOro Hapoza» NPUMMcLIBaeTCcs
obLenpr3HaHHO 61aroTBopHOe BANsIHKE: «bor He ,paccesin” eBpees, a MOCeAN X CPesn HapOA0B,

KaK ceMeHa, 13 KOTOPbIX A0J1IXKHa 6blna BbIpacTn NCTHHaA MUpPoBas peanrmnsa MOHOTen3Ma».2

PasnunyHble B3rNsiAbl Ha XM3Hb B AMacriope HaLLAM OTpaXeHre B eBPeickKnX MOANTUYECKIMX
ABuxeHusax. CoBpeMeHHoe eBpelickoe pepopMUCTCKOe ABUXKEHME UK PENUTNO3HBIN nbepanmsm
NPVHMMAIOT aCCUMUAALMIO, TO €CTb MOrNoLeHne 60NbLUNHCTBOM HaceNeHWs, Kak HeYTo, YeMy HeT
anbTepHAaTUBbI, TEM CaMbIM paccMaTprBas XM3Hb B U3rHaHMM Kak CBOEro pojAa yHVBEPCabHYHO
3aady. 3aTeM 6bIIM Tak Ha3biBaeMble AVaCcnopHbIe HAaLMOHANNCTbI, KOTOPbIe CYUTANN, UTO HI
accUMUNALMSA, HU KaTeropryeckoe HenpursTre gnacnopbl He npeAnaratoT pelueHus. Mo nx
MHeHWt0, eBpelickas MAEHTUYHOCTb U HaLMOoHanbHas aBTOHOMMS COXPaHAIOTCA B Anacriope Tak xe
XOPOLLIO, @ UMEHHO, C OHO CTOPOHBI, 61aroAapst CO6CTBEHHbIM KYbTYPHbIM UHCTUTYTaM 1
OpraHM3oBaHHbIM 06LLMHAM, a C ApYror — 6narofaps accMMUAALMY B HOBYHO MOAUTUYECKYHO U
KyNbTYpPHYO cpeay. B MpoT1BOMONOXHOCTL 3TOMY, CUOHUCTbI CHUTAAN AMACNIOPY 06PA3OM XUN3HMY,
OMacHbIM AN eBpeeB 1 eBPeliCko NAEHTUYHOCTI, MOCKOIbKY OHV BUAEAN B aCCUMUAALIN 1
BbITeKaloLLeM 13 Heé OTUYXAEeHNN HeU36eXHbIN pe3ynbTaT Be3jecyLLero ApocTHOro
aHTMCeMnTM3Ma. MPUMEHVB NOANTUYECKNIA NOAXOA, PaAMKaNbHO OTBepratoLwuii gnacrnopy,
CUOHWCTbI BOMIOTWAMN B XM3Hb «MeCCMaHCKne yHeHUs B MOAePHU3MPOBaHHOM NOAUTMYeCKol

dopme».> B 3TOM OTHOLLEHNIN U3PaUILCKUL MCTOPUK AMHOH Pa3-KpakoukiH (1958-) oTMeuaer, uTo

«OTpULaHNe N3rHaHVsA» OTHOCWTCS K CO3HaHWIO, KOTOPOe PacCMaTPUBAET HblHelLHee eBpelickoe noceneHve B
ManecTuHe 1 cyBepeHWTET Haj Hell Kak «BO3BPaLLEHe» eBpeeB Ha 3eMJ10, KOTOPYH OHU CUUTaNN CBOVUM
ZOMOM U KOTOpas A0 «VCKYMNAEHWs» NPeACTaBAsNaCk UM NYCTOR. OTpULaHNe U3rHaHUSA NPeACTaBAsN0Ch
«UCMONHEHVIEM» eBPeCKO NCTOPUM N BOMAOLLLEHNEM eBPeicK1X MONNTB N MeCCUaHCKUX OXUAAHIA.
CornacHo 3Toii nepcnekTnBe, KyNbTypHasi OCHOBA, KOTOPYO CUOHUCTbI CTPEMUINCE Peann30BaTh U PackpbITh,
npeAcTaBnsna cobow «NoAANHHYHO», NepBOHaYabHYH0 €BPECKyIo KyNbTypy, B MPOTVBOMONOXHOCTL KyNbType
N3rHaHWUA, OMUCLIBAEMOIA B OTKPOBEHHO OPUEHTANNCTCKMX TEPMUHAX Kak 3aCTOMHasA, HeNpoAyKTUBHAA U

vnppauunoHanbHasn.4

Kpome Toro, Pa3-KpakoLKMH yKa3blBaeT, YTO CMOHUCTCKO-U3Pan/ibCKMe NCTOPUKM, Takme Kak
Muxak baep (1888-1980), Xanm Xunnens beH-CaccoH (1914-1977), l'epwiom LLlonem (1897-
1982), beH-LyoH AuHyp (1884-1973) - BCe OHW CbIrPany LIeHTPanbHY0 PoJb B CO3A4aHUMN...

2/ly6HoB 1931/2003: 176-177. 3
Tam xe.
4Pa3-KpakoTukuH 2005: 167.
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ation and shaping of a Zionist national history —, although they do expound the
problems of the complex national and territorial definition of the Jewish collec-
tive in the Zionist historical narrative, still maintain that not only did the general
“negation of exile” not call into question Zionist historiography, but that it actu-
ally firmly embedded it in Zionist culture as its very basis. In doing so, the Israeli
present is interpreted as the “fulfillment of Jewish history”: Jewish exile culture
is seen as the reflection of the “spirit of the nation” and the history of exile as an
integral part of a specifically Jewish national and territorial master narrative.

As is also noted by the American sociologist Rogers Brubaker (1956-), “nearly
every nationalist historiography is of a teleological nature: History is read in terms
of its outcome, it culminates in the nation state independence. This redemptive
point of culmination can either be projected into the future - as a state that has
to be fought for — or can be celebrated as something that has already become
reality.””

According to the Zionist-Israeli political scientist Shlomo Avineri (1933-),
for example, the Zionist way of life represents a “progression.” To him, the
Jewish national statehood has a moral-normative significance. Israel epitomizes
the “public of the Jewish people” by taking over the role of the traditional reli-
gious-communal diaspora centers that used to be responsible for the preserva-
tion of “collective Judaism.” In the face of modernization and secularization pro-
cesses, and hence the increasing assimilation of Jews into their respective society,
the Jewish state is attributed a normative function, namely the preservation of
the “collective existence of the Jewish people.” Avineri stresses that the state is
not to be seen as a substitute for Jewish religion, since the latter already has a
deeply collectively-existentialist meaning for the faithful. Rather, it represents an
adequate response to the danger posed by the assimilation that is brought in the
wake of the increasing secularization of Jewish life: “Only the Jewish state, and
not religion, can serve as a common denominator [...] for all the heterogeneous
factors of Jewish existence.”®

This approach, in which the core of Jewish identity is shifted from religion
towards nationalism, is naturally rejected by the Jewish orthodoxy. From the very
beginning, the majority in the orthodox camp staunchly opposed Zionism and
the idea that any “redemption of the Jews” can be brought about by the efforts of
men. A radical religious anti-Zionist movement, the Neturei Karta, which cham-
pions the dissolution of the State of Israel, dismisses Theodor Herzl’s idea of the
termination of the diaspora as a violation of divine law. The Torah

5 Brubaker 2002: 218-219.
6 Avineri 1999: 251-252.
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XoTa aABTOpPbI 1 U3nararoT I'Ip06ﬂeMbI C/I0O>KHOI0 HauMMOHaNbHOIo U TeppuTtopranbHOro
onpejeneHnsa eBpeI‘/'ICKOFO KONNnekTnea B CUOHUCTCKOM NCTOPUYECKOM NMOBECTBOBAHNN, OHN BCE Xe
YTBEPXKAAKT, UTO o6|_|_|,ee «OTpULAHNE N3THAHNA» HE TO/IbKO He CTaBWN1O NoJ COMHEeHMe
CUOHUCTCKYHO NcTopurorpaduto, HO 1 pakTUHeckn MPOYHO YKOPEHW/I0 eé B CMOHUCTCKOW KynbType
KakK eé OCHOBy..ﬂpI/I 3TOM M3pPanbCKOe HacTosILLee NHTePNpPeTnpyeTca Kak «MCcrnoiHeHne
eBpPeriCKo NCTOPUN»: KyNIbTypa eBPencKoro U3rHaHusa paccMaTprBaeTcs Kak OTpaxXeHue «ayxa
Haunm», a NCTopuna N3rHaHNA — KakK HeoTbeMeMasa 4acTb CI'IeLI,I/I(bI/Il-IECKOFO eBpeVICKOFO
HaLUMOHaNbHOro N TepprUTOpPUaNbHONo rocnoACTBYHOLLIErO HappaTuBa.

Kak oTmeuaeT amepukaHckunii counonor Pogxepc bpy6erikep (1956-), «nouTn BCs
HauMoHanMcTnyeckas NcTopnorpadus HOCUT TeIe0NOrYecKiA XapakTep: NCTopus
paccMaTpmBaeTCA C TOYKM 3peHNA ee pe3yNbTaToB, OHa 3aBepLUaeTcsd He3aBNCUMOCTbIO
HauMOHanbHOro rocyaapcrea. OTa Touka NCKynneHns Moxert 6bITb 60 cnpoeunpoBaHa B 6yAyu.|,ee
— KaK rocyiapctBo, 3a KOTOpoe HYXHO 60p0TbCf-|, — nnbo MOXeT B6bITb 0OTMeYeHa Kak He4vTo yxe
CTaBLUee peaanocn,ro».S

Hanpumep, No MHEHUIO CUOHMCTCKO-M3panbCkoro noauntonora LLinomo ABuHepwu
(1933-), CMOHWCTCKMNIA 06pas XN3HW NpesCcTaBnseT coboli «nporpecc». 18 Hero eBperickas
HaunoHanbHasda rocyapCctBeHHOCTb MeeT MOpPasibHO-HOPMaTUBHOE 3HaYeHune. I/I3pav|nb
oNMLeTBOPSET COBOI «0bLLeCTBEHHOCTL €BPeickoro Hapogax», MpMHMMas Ha cebs ponb
TPAANLIMOHHbIX PeINTMO03HO-06LLMHHbIX LIeHTPOB AMacropbl, KOTOPble paHee oTBeYanu 3a
COXpaHeHe «KONINIeKTMBHOro NyAan3mar. B ycnoBusix MogepHusaumm n cekynspmsaumu, a
cnefoBaTeNlbHO, 1 pacTyLLed acCUMUAALUN eBpeeB B X 06LLeCTBO, eBpelicCkoMy rocyapcTBy
OTBOAUTCS HOPMATUBHAsA YHKLIMSA, @ MIMEHHO COXPaHeHNe «KONEKTUBHOrO CyLLeCTBOBaHNS
eBpelickoro Hapoza». ABMHepY NoAYepKmnBaeT, YTO rocyapcTBo He cnejyeT paccMaTpuBaTh
KaK 3aMeHy eBpenCcKOol peanrim, MockonbKy NocaeAHss yXKe MMeeT ryboKo KONNeKTUBHO-
3K3UCTEHLMANNCTCKOe 3HayveHve Ans BepyoLwmx. Ckopee, 3TO ajeKkBaTHbIA OTBET Ha
OMacHOCTb, NCXOAALLYIO OT aCCUMUAALMN, KOTOpas MPOUCXOAUT BCIES 3@ yCUIMBaIOLLIeCs
cekynsipvsaLmeri eBpeickon Xn3HN: «ToNbKo eBperickoe rocyAapcTso, a He Penrns, MoxeT
CNY>XUTb 06LLMM 3HaMeHaTenieM [...] Ans Bcex PasHOPOAHbIX pakTOpPOB eBPerickoro
CyLLecTBOBaHMs».®

Takol NoAxos, Npu KOTOPOM AP0  €BPEeiCKON NAEHTUYHOCTU CMeLLaeTcs OT Penrmm K
HaLMOHaNN3My, eCTeCTBEHHO, OTBepraeTcs eBpenckoli opTogokcmein. C camoro Havana
60NbLUNHCTBO B OPTOAOKCa/IbHOM flarepe peLunTenbHO BbICTyMNano NpoTVB CUOHM3Ma 1 naen
0 TOM, UYTO Kakoe-IMbo «MCKyrIeHe eBpeeB» MOXET ObITb OCYLLLECTBEHO YCUANSAMU NHOLEN.
PagvkanbHoe pennrnosHoe aHTUCMOHUCTCKOE ABUXeHWe, HeTypesi KapTaOpraHusaums,
BbICTyMaroLas 3a pocnyck Focyaapctsa M3paunb, oteepraeTt ngeto Teogopa lepuns o

npekpaLLeHnn Anacropsbl Kak HapyLleHne 60XeCcTBEHHOro 3akoHa. Topa

5bpy6erikep 2002: 218-219. 6
AsuHepun 1999: 251-252.
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forbids [the Jews] to leave the diaspora of their own accord and found a state before God
brings final salvation to His people and to the entire world [...]. 2,000 years ago, God sent
the Jewish people into exile (diaspora), and it is also by God that they will be redeemed
from it. Until then, they must be patient, faithful and loyal to their host peoples, wherever
divine fate has cast them. This also extends to the Palestinians who live in the Holy Land
of Palestine according to divine will. This is unambiguously recorded in written form in the
Torah and by the prophets.”

Here, the categorical rejection of a Jewish state and of a cessation of the diaspora
is derived from an orthodox interpretation of Jewish religion. In a stance that is
in opposition to the religiously motivated anti-Zionist Judaism, the anti-religious
movement of the Canaanites proposes a new concept of a Hebrew state. This
movement, which was founded by Yonatan Ratosh (1908-1981) and was active in
the founding period, first and foremost aspired to the integration of the new state
into the culture of the Middle East, which would entail the total separation of the
Jews living in Palestine from Jewish history and thus from the diaspora Jews.?

But also the less radical, not necessarily anti-Zionist religious Jews were occu-
pied by the question as to what extent Israel as the Jewish state can really draw on
Jewish tradition and religion, or in how far Israel can represent the Jewish people
in the way envisioned by Avineri. The orthodox Israeli philosopher Yeshayahu
Leibowitz (1903-1994), a resolute advocate of the separation of state and religion,
aims his criticism not so much at the existence of the Jewish state but rather at the
usurpation of the Jewish people and the instrumentalization of Jewish religion
and tradition for Zionist purposes. As Leibowitz wrote in 1954:

The State of Israel does not dare disclose the true nature of its spirit, which is a rebellion
against the religious tradition of the Jewish nation. It cannot afford to be sincere because
the atheistic state at present does not know any other origin or any other source other than
the historic Jewish nation on which it could draw. The only way for the state to justify its
existence and create an ideological fundament is by falling back on Jewish history and tra-
dition. For this reason, this secular state is constantly forced to use symbols and terms of
traditional Judaism - in education as well as in propaganda, internally and externally —
although the meaning and content of these symbols and terms is of a religious nature. [...]
The effects on public morality are fatal: By utilizing wordings, names and symbols depleted
of their religious meaning, all values are destroyed and hypocrisy, cynicism and nihilism
are promoted.’

7 http://www.nkusa.org/Foreign_Language/German/062504ViennaGerman.cfm.
8 Brenner 2002: 90.
9 Leibowitz 1954/1997: 39.
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3anpeLyaet [eBpesiM] NOKMAATL AVAcnopy No cO6CTBEHHOW BOJIE U OCHOBbLIBATL FOCYAAaPCTBO A0 TOro, Kak bor
npuHeceT okoH4YaTenbHOe cnaceHve CBoeMy Hapoay 1 BceMy Mupy [...]. 2000 neT Ha3aa Bor oTnpasun
eBpeiicknii HapoA B U3rHaHve (4nacrnopy), 1 UMeHHO Borom oHu 6yayT 0cBO6OXAEHbI OT Hero. [Jo Tex Mop oHU
AOJIKHbI 6bITb TepnennebiMN, BEPHBIMW 1 NMPeAaHHBIMN NPUHNMAKLWNM X Hapoaam, Kyaa 6bl HU 3aBena nx
60xecTBeHHast Cyabba. 3TO Takke OTHOCUTCS K ManecTHLAaM, X1BYLLUMM Ha CBaToli 3emsie ManecTuHbl
cornacHo 60XecTBEHHOW Bose. 3TO HeABYCMbICIEHHO 3apUKCMPOBAHO B MUCbMeHHO dopme B Tope n
npopokamu.7

3A4ecb kKaTeropuyeckoe HenpusTe eBpelickoro rocyAapcTea 1 NpekpaLLeHns Anacnopbl BolTekaeT
13 OPTOAOKCANbHOM MHTeprpeTaL My eBpenckor penurnm. B nosnumm, npoTnBoCTosLLEN
PEeNUrmo3HO MOTUBNPOBAHHOMY aHTUCMOHUCTCKOMY NyAan3my, aHTUPENNTMO3HOe ABMKEHNE
XaHaHevTlpeanaraeTcs HoOBasi KOHLIEMLMS eBPeckoro rocyAapcrea. 1o fBMXKeHNe, OCHOBaHHOe
MoHaTaHoM PaToLuem (1908-1981) n akTVBHO fAecTBOBaBLLEE B Mepmnoj 0OCHOBaHWSA rocyapcrea,
npexJe BCero CTpemMunoch K MHTerpaLmy HoBOro rocyapcrea B KynbTypy bavxHero Boctoka, uto
nozpasymeBasio bbl NOHOE OTAeNeHe eBpeeB, MPOXMBaOLMX B ManecTnHe, oT eBpenckor
MCTOPUN W, CNleloBaTeNbHO, OT eBpeeB AMacnopbl.8

Ho n meHee paankanbHble, He 06s13aTeNbHO aHTUCUOHWUCTCKN HaCTpOeHHbIe pennrno3Hble espen
6b111 033604eHbI BOMPOCOM O TOM, B KaKOW cTeneHu M3pannb Kak eBpeiickoe rocysapcTBo MoXeT
[eCTBUTENIbHO OMMPAaTBLCA Ha eBperickne TPaALMK 1 PeNNTUIO, NN B KaKOV cTeneHn M3pannb moxeT
npeAcTaBATb eBPecknii Hapos Tak, kak 3To npeAcTaBnsn ABnHepu. OpToA0KCaNbHbIN N3panibCKmi
dunocod Mewwasry fleitbosuy, (1903-1994), ybexaeHHbI i CTOPOHHUK pa3jeneHust rocyAapcTBa U penurum,
HanpasAseT CBOKO KPUTKKY He CTONbKO Ha CyLLLeCTBOBaHMNE eBPerickoro rocyAapcrea, CKobKo Ha
y3ypraumio eBpernckoro Hapoaa v UHCTPYMEeHTaNM3aLumnio eBpeickor pennrum n Tpaauumii B CUOHNCTCKNX

uensix. Kak nucan fleri6osuy, B 1954 rogy:

FocyaapcTBO M3panib He CMeeT packpbiBaTb MCTUHHYHO MPUPOAY CBOEro AyxXa, KOTOPbI npeacTaBnsieT co6oii
6YHT NPOTUB PENTMO3HbIX TPaANLMIA eBpelickoro Hapoaa. OHO He MOXEeT Mo3BONTb cebe 6biTb MCKPEHHUM,
MOTOMY YTO aTenCTUYecKoe rocyAapcTBO B HAcTOsILLiee BPeMsi He 3HAaeT HMKAKOro ApYroro NpoucxoxaeHus
WM UCTOYHWKA, KPOME NCTOPUYECKOro eBpeiickoro HapoAa, Ha KOTOPbI OHO MOT/I0 6bl OMMPaTLCS.
EAVHCTBEHHBIN cnoco6 Ansi rocyaapcTsa onpaejaTh CBOe CyLLeCTBOBaHME 1 C034aTb WAEONOTNYeCKyo OCHOBY
— 3T0 06PaTUTLCA K €BPEICKOV CTOPUK 1 TPaAVLMAM. M0 3TOI NpUYMHE 3TO CBETCKOE roCyAapcTBO
MOCTOAHHO BbIHYXAEHO NCNONb30BaTk CUMBO/IbI 1 TEPMUHBI TPAAULUVOHHOIO Nyaan3mMa — Kak B
06pa3OBaHVII/I, Tak 1 B nponaraHAe, BHYTPUY 1 BHe CTPaHbl, — XOTHA CMbIC/1 1 COAep>KaHne 3TUX CUMBOJIOB
TEPMUHOB HOCAT PeNUTO3HbINA xapakTep. [...] MocneAcTBMA ANs 06LeCcTBEHHOR Mopany gaTanbHbI:
MCMoNb3ysa CNOBa, UMEHa 1 CYMBOJbI, NVLLIEHHbIE CBOETO PENVT1O3HOr0 CMbICNA, Pa3pyLLIAOTCA BCe LLeHHOCTN
1 NOOLLPSAIOTCA NLieMepue, LIMHU3M U HUTUAN3M.9

7http://www.nkusa.org/Foreign_Language/German/062504ViennaGerman.cfm. 8
BpeHHep 2002: 90. 9/1eri6oBuL, 1954/1997: 39.
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There is a current in Jewish thought, however, which is positioned between
secular Zionism and religious a-Zionism or anti-Zionism in which the two
momentums — the religious and the national one — are not only considered not
contradictory, but even jointly form the bedrock for the movement’s agitation.
That is religious Zionism, which shares the same basic idea with secular Zionism:
namely the negation of the diaspora and the assumption that the creation of a
Jewish national state is the only sustainable way of Jewish life. In contrast to the
Orthodox Jews, the early religious Zionists did not construe secular Zionism and
its goal of settling the Holy Land to be blasphemous in any way. Rather, they effec-
tively reconciled Jewish religion and national statehood by bringing questions of
culture and education center stage in their movement while shifting the more
controversial messianic dimension of Jewish Orthodoxy into the background.

Initially, the establishment of a religious state in keeping with the Jewish
Halacha law did not constitute a stated goal of religious Zionism. Only later, influ-
enced in the 1920s by the Jewish mystic Abraham Isaac Kook HaCohen (1865—
1935), did religious Zionism take on messianic features. These became manifest
after the Six-Day War of 1967, and formed the ideological basis for the national-re-
ligious settlement movement Gush Emunim (Hebrew for “block of the faithful”)
that was founded in 1974. It considered the creation of a secular Jewish state an
indispensable step on the way to “messianic redemption.” Especially following
the events of 1967, Gush Emunim and its advocates in the Knesset knew how to
effectively rope in the state apparatus for their goal of promoting Jewish settle-
ment in the Holy Land.*® It has to be stressed here, however, that when it comes to
the ideology of the “Judaization of the land of the forefathers,” there is barely any
difference between religious and secular Zionism. This may explain the settle-
ment policies adopted over the years by the various Zionist-oriented Israeli gov-
ernments. The implementation of the Zionist project in Eretz Israel is the work of
Zionist Israel, with Jewish nationalism asserting itself in the course of the second
half of the twentieth century as the central Jewish line of thought.

On Nationalism

Emerging as a reaction to anti-Semitism and the persecution of Jews in Europe,
Zionism was ultimately inspired by European nationalism. Nationalism — and
hence conceptions of nation, nationality and sense of national identity — has
occupied thinkers of Romanticism since the middle of the nineteenth century.

10 Zertal and Eldar 2004; Hagemann 2010.
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OfHaKo B eBPecKoli MbICAN CYLLLeCTBYET TeYeHre, 3aHMMaltoLLee NPOMeXyTOYHOe NoNoXeHMe
MeX/y CBETCKMM CMOHVU3MOM U PENNUTMO3HbLIM aCMOHN3MOM UAW @aHTUCUMOHU3MOM, B KOTOPOM 3TN
/\Ba HarnpaBs/IeHUs - PE/INTMO3HOE N HALMOHAJIbHOE - He TOJIbKO He CYUMTaKTCSA MPOTUBOPeYaLLMn
APYT APYTY, HO Jlaxe COBMECTHO COCTaB/AT OCHOBY armtaummn ABUXeHNS. 3TO pennrnosHblii
CVMOHW3M, KOTOPbIV pa3jensieT Ty ke OCHOBHYIO A€, UTO U CBETCKUIA CMOHU3M: @ UMEHHO,
OTpULIaHME ANAaCcnopbl U NPEAMNoIoKeHNe, YTO CO3JaHNe eBPenckoro HaUMoHalbHOro rocyapcTsea
ABNAETCA eANHCTBEHHBIM YCTONYMBbLIM CMOCO60M €BPEeNCKOl XN3HU. B oTanumne ot
OPTOAOKCaNIbHbIX eBpeeB, paHHME PENNTMO3HbIE CUOHUCTLI HEe CYUNTaNN CBETCKUA CUOHN3M U ero
Lenb 3aceneHmns CeaTon 3emnun 60roxynscTsom. HanpoTus, OHN 3GGeKTUBHO NPUMUPUAN
€BpeCKyo PeNNTMI0 N HaLMOHaNbHYO roCyAapCTBEHHOCTL, MOCTaBUB BOMPOCh! KYAbTypbl 1
06pa30BaHVIs B LIEHTP CBOErO ABVKEHWS, OTOABWNHYB Ha BTOPOU NJiaH 6o1ee CropHOe MeccaHcKoe
N3MepeHe eBperickoi OpTOA0KCUN.

MepBoHavanbHO NpeAnonaranoch Co3jaHne pesnrmo3Horo rocyapcTea B COOTBETCTBUN C
VyAeCKUMU TPaAVNLIMAMN. [a/1axa3aKoH He SBAANCA 3asB/IEHHO LIeNbo PeINTMO3HOIro CMOHN3Ma.
Jnwb no3xe, Nog BAVSHNEM eBpeiickoro MMcTka ABpaamMa Vcaaka Kyka XakosHa (1865-1935) B
1920-x rogax, Pennrno3Hblli CMOHM3M Nprobpen MeccnaHckne vepTbl. OHM NPOSBUANCE Nocne
LLlecTnaHeBHO BOViHbI 1967 roga 1 Nernn B NAe010rM4eckyto OCHOBY HaLMOHaNbHO-PENNTMIO3HOro
noceneH4eckoro ABvkeHus. yiw ImyHum(Ha nBpurTe «6N0K BEPYIOLLMX»), OCHOBaHHasA B 1974 rogy.
OHa cumnTana cosjaHune CBETCKOro eBPecKoro rocyjapcrea HeObXoAMMbIM LLIAroM Ha myTu K
«MeCCNaHCKOMY UCKyMaeHnto». OcobeHHO nocne cobbiTuii 1967 roaa./yiw SmyHyimM ero
CTOPOHHWKM B KHecceTe 3Hanu, kak 3¢p$peKTMBHO BOBNEYL FOCYAapCTBEHHbI annapar B
AOCTUXKEHME CBOE Lienn — COAeiCTBMS eBPpencknM noceneHmnam Ha Ceator 3emne.<sup>10</sup>
OfHako 34ech cnejyeT NoAYEPKHYTh, UTO KOrja peyb et 06 ngeonornm «myaansannm semnm
npeAKoB», MeXAy PeIMMMO3HbIM U CBETCKUM CMOHW3MOM NPaKTUYeCcKM HET pasHuLbl. 9TO MOXeT
06BACHUTL MONTUKY MNOCENEHWNIA, MPOBOAVMYIO Ha MPOTSXXEHUN MHOTVX €T Pa3/InYHbIMUN
V3pannbCKUMU MPaBUTENbCTBAMU, OPUEHTUPOBAHHBLIMU Ha CMOHW3M. Peannsaumns CMOHUCTCKOro
npoekTa B3pey V3pan/ibITo paboTa CMOHWUCTCKOro M3panns, rae eBpenckui HaumMoHanmsm

YTBEPAMACA BO BTOPOWA MoNoBMHe XX Beka Kak LieHTpanbHOe Harnpas/ieHye eBpeickoii MbICIN.

O HaunoHanusme

BO3HMKHYB Kak peakuusi Ha aHTUCEMUTU3M U Npec/ieoBaHNsA eBpees B EBpone, CMOHU3M B
KOHEeYHOM nTOre 6bI/1 BAOXHOB/IEH €BPONECKUM HaLMOHaAM3MOM. HaLumoHannsm — a
CnefoBaTeNbHO, U NPEACTABNEHNSA O HALMW, HALMOHAIbHOCTM 1 YyBCTBE HaLMOHaNbHOM

NAEHTUNYHOCTN — 3aHMan MblCUTenemn pomMaHTu3Ma ¢ cepefuHbl XIX Beka.

103epTane 1 dnbgap, 2004 r.; XaremaHH 2010.
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From the early 1980s on, the so-called “premoderns” dominated scientific under-
standing of nations and nationalism. They perceived nations as quasi-natural
units which have been developing since the Middle Ages, so that the first nations
were able to “blossom and fully unfold in an organic growth process.”**

The second assumption relates to the right of a nation to its own state. It is
from this premise that the right of self-determination of peoples, as evoked by
Woodrow Wilson (1856-1924) and Vladimir I. Lenin (1870-1924), was derived
after the First World War. Thirdly, it was assumed that each nation has its own
system of ideas and values which justifies the respective nation’s existence and
which can be referred to as national consciousness, patriotism or national senti-
ment. And fourthly, this understanding of the nation infers the existence of a pre-
defined political and linguistic “national foundation” that provides an ideational
“superstructure” in the form of nationalism.*

More recent studies on nationalism distance themselves from these funda-
mental assumptions. Instead, they draw on the constructivist idea according
to which historical phenomena can be interpreted as constructs of the human
mind.> Max Weber (1864-1920) was the first scholar to understand nationalism as
a historic-ideological phenomenon with a clearly definable beginning as well as
a possible end. Weber radically contested the basic attitudes towards nationalism
and nations that were prevailing in his own time. In doing so, he opened up the
possibilities of new, modern research on nationalism that is based on the under-
standing of a nation as a utopian concept or “imagined order.”*

In the words of the sociologist Ernest Gellner (1925-1995): “It is nationalism
which engenders nations, and not the other way around.”* For the British histo-
rian Eric J. Hobsbawm (1917-2012) “no serious historian [...] can be a committed
political nationalist [...] Nationalism requires too much belief in what is patently
not so. [...] Historians are professionally obliged not to get it [history] wrong, or at
least to make an effort not to.”®

But how is this comment to be understood? Does it mean that nationalism
does not really exist? Here one should keep in mind that just like “other people”
historians, too, are “trapped” inside their specific historical epochs and perform
their work within specific social, political and cultural structures. Accordingly,

11 Wehler 2007: 7.

12 Ibid. 8.

13 Cf.i.a. Gellner 1983; Anderson 1983; Hobshawm,1983; id. 1992.
14 Wehler 2007: 9.

15 Quoted from Wehler 2007: 9.

16 Hobsbawm 1992: 12-13.
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HaunHas c Hayana 1980-x rof0B, TaK Ha3blBaeMble «0COBPEMEHHUKN» JOMUHNPOBA/IN B HAyYHOM
NOHWUMaHUW HauuWi N HaumoHanmama. OHM BOCNPUHUMANN HaUMUN Kak KBasnecTeCTBeHHble
eAiNHLbI, pa3BuBaBLUMecs co BpeMeH CpeHeBEKOBbS, Tak YTO MepBble HaLMK CMOMIN «pacLBecT
M MONHOCTLIO PacKpbITLCA B NpoLiecce opraHnyeckoro pocta».11

BTopoe npeanonoxeHne kacaeTcs MpaBa HaLMM Ha COBCTBEHHOE rocyAapcTBo. MIMeHHo 13
3TOW NpeAnockINIKM BbITeKaeT MpaBo HapoAOB Ha camoornpejeneHue, kak ero otctansanun Bygpoy
YuncoH (1856-1924) n Bnagumup W. NleHunH (1870-1924) nocne MNMepBoii MMPOBOWA BOWHbI. B-
TpeTbuX, NPesnonaranock, YTo Kaxaas HaLMsa MMeeT CBOK COBCTBEHHYIO CUCTeMy Uael v
LleHHOCTel, KOTOopasi ONpaB/bIBaeT CyLLeCTBOBaHNE COOTBETCTBYHOLLIE HALMM 1 KOTOPYH MOXHO
Ha3BaTb HaLMOHa/IbHbIM CAMOCO3HaHMeEM, NaTPUOTUIMOM WV HaLMOHa/IbHbIM YyBCTBOM. U B-
YeTBepTbIX, TaKOe MOHVMaHMe HaLmn NoApasyMeBaeT CyLLecTBOBaHNe 3apaHee onpejeneHHou
NOANTNYECKOW N A3bIKOBOW «HaLIMOHAaNbHOM OCHOBbLI», KOTOpas obecrneyunBaeT NAenHyo
«HaACTPOWIKY» B popMe HauMoHannsma.<sup>12</sup>

Bonee nosgHne nccnefoBaHUS HaLMOHaAN3Ma ANCTAaHLMPYIOTCS OT 3TUX GyHAAMEHTaNbHbIX
npeAnonoXeHNi. BMecTo 3Toro oHM onNupParoTCs Ha KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKYHO UAEH, COrIacHO KOTOPOU
McToprnyeckme ABNeHNS MOXHO MHTEPNPEeTUPOBAaTb KakK KOHCTPYKLMW Ye0BeYecKoro
pasyma.<sup>13</sup> Makc Bebep (1864-1920) 6b11 NepBbIM yUYeHbIM, KOTOPbIA MOHSA
HaLMOHaIN3M KaK NCTOPUKO-e0N0rNYecKoe aB/ieHne C YeTKO onpeje/eHHbIM HauanoMm, a Takxe
BO3MOXHbIM KOHLIOM. Bebep paankansHO ocnapusan OCHOBHbIE B3Ikl Ha HaLMOHANAN3M 1
Haumn, NnpeobnagasLuve B ero Bpems. TemM caMbiM OH OTKPbIZ1 BO3MOXHOCTU A1 HOBbIX,
COBpPEeMeHHbIX UCCef0BaHNA HALMOHAaNM3Ma, OCHOBaHHbIX Ha MOHMMaHUN HaLmMKM Kak
YTOMNYECKOV KOHLIeNUMN Nan «BoobpaxkaemMoro nopsigka».<sup>14</sup>

Kak rosopun couuonor SpHect FennHep (1925-1995): «MIMeHHO HaLMOHaNM3M NopoXzaeT Hauun, a
He HaobopoT».15 BpuTaHckuiin nctopmk Ipurk . Xob6cbaym (1917-2012) cumTan, YTO «HN OAVH CEPbe3HbIN
NCTOPVIK [...] He MOXET BbITb Y6eXAeHHbIM NOANTUYECKUM HaLMoHanncToMm [...] HaunoHannsm Tpebyet
CNNLLKOM 60/1bLLIOVI Bepbl B TO, YTO ABHO He COOTBETCTBYET AecTBUTeNbHOCTW. [...] icTopukm
npodeccroHanbHO 06513aHbl He oWnbGaTbcst B [MCTOpUK], nan, No KpaliHel mepe, npunaraTe yCUNUs, YTobbl
3TOro He fenatb».16

Ho kak cnegyet noHMMaTb 3T0 3aMedaHme? O3HayaeT M 3TO, YTO HaLMOHaNM3Ma Ha CaMoOM
Aene He cylectByeT? 34ecb ciedyeT MOMHUTb, UTO, KaK U «Apyrne Hapoabl», NCTOPUKN TOXe
«3anepTbl» B PaMKax CBONX KOHKPETHbLIX NCTOPUYECKNX 3MOX U BbINMOIHSAIOT CBOK paboTy B paMKax

KOHKPETHbIX couManbHbIX, MOINTUYECKUX N KYNIbTYPHbIX CTPYKTYP. COOTBETCTBEHHO,

11Benep 2007:7.12

Tam xe, 8.

13Cm. Takxke Gellner 1983; Anderson 1983; Hobsbawm, 1983; Tam Xe,
1992. 14Benep 2007: 9.

15LwnTaTa 13 pabotel Benepa 2007

roga: 9. 16Xo6c6aym 1992: 12-13.
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societies shaped by nationalism tend to “produce” nationalistically oriented
historians. This is also true for other great ideologies. When it comes to Jewish
nationalism, Israel and the Jewish-Israeli society are steeped in Zionism, just as
are most of its historians. They write their history from their own, that is, authen-
tic, perspective. This fact has to be acknowledged, even if the approaches they
take may not appeal to non-Zionist or anti-Zionist readers, or are even completely
misunderstood by them. A historian cannot ignore the ideological constellation
of the figures he or she researches and seeks to understand, even if not sharing
their ideology.

As for Hobsbawm, he enquires into the attraction that nationalism exerts
on the population at large. Why is it that nationalism enjoyed and continues to
enjoy such an enormous degree of popularity? Where does the actual source for
this responsiveness to national ideas reside? For herein lies the weakness of the
constructivist view; it barely offers any answers to the question regarding the
ready absorption of nationalism by the broad population, which in turn allows
the inference that nationalism is not a completely foreign, “constructed” element
and hence not something that is entirely “invented.” Instead, it has to be a phe-
nomenon that is fed from an already existing reservoir of cultural and political
perceptions and notions.

It is this idea that the British sociologist Anthony D. Smith (1939-) focuses on
in his studies of nationalism. Smith is the main proponent of the older conven-
tional approach, which is highly significant for Zionist historiography. According
to Smith, nationalism appeals to a deeply ingrained human need to belong to a
group. The term “ethnic groups” plays a central role here, as it takes on the func-
tion of an essential unit. The nation, notes Smith, has endured across all historic,
economic and social developments since archaic times. Smith provides several
criteria for identifying ethnic groups: the name of the group, the common myth
of its origins, the actual common history and obviously a common culture, the
connection to a commonly shared territory as well as the existence of a feeling of
solidarity towards the group.”

Viewed in this light, nationalism is explained as a survival strategy of the
ethnic group against the threats that are posed to the group’s continued existence
by the oncoming modern era. As Smith sees it, although processes of the ethnic
group’s politization and secularization, of territorialization and of the appear-
ance of modern elites play an important role in all nationalisms, the ethnic roots
are not to be neglected in a historical analysis of nationalism. According to him,
this historic development of nationalism was based on the fact of a commonly

17 Smith 1991: 170; id. 1986.
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O6LecTBa, CGOPMUPOBAHHbIE HALMOHANM3MOM, Kak MpaB/o, «NMPOU3BOAAT» NCTOPUKOB
HaLMOHaNNCTNYECKO HanpaBNeHHOCTW. DTO CNpaBeA/VIBO 1 ANS APYTUX BEVKNX NAE0NOTNIA. YTo
KacaeTcs eBpelickoro HaLuMoHanM3ma, To Mi3panib 1 eBpericko-n3panibckoe 06LecTso ryboko
YKOpeHeHbl B CUOHN3ME, KakK 1 60/IbLUVHCTBO ero NCTOPUKOB. OHn nMwyT CBOK NCTOPULID, NCXOoAA 13
COBCTBEHHBIX B3M/ISI0B, TO €CTb...dyTeHTUYHbIM,NepcrekTBY. ITOT GakT HEO6XOANMO NPU3HATb, Aaxe
eCNN NCMo/b3yeMble MOAXOAbl MOTYT He MOHPaBUTLCA YNTATENSIM, He SIBASIOLLIMMCS CUOHUCTaMUN UAn
AHTUCMOHWCTaMK, MW Aaxe BbiTb MU COBEPLUEHHO HEMPaBUIbHO NOHSATLI. ICTOPUK He MOXeT
NrHOPUPOBAaTL UAEONOTNYECKYID CTPYKTYPY GUIyp, KOTOPbIX OH UCCAEAYET N CTPEMUTCS MOHATL, AaXe ecin
He pasgensiet nx NAeonoruto.

Yo KacaeTca Xobcbayma, OH nccnedyeT NpyBAeKaTeNbHOCTb HaLMOHaAM3Ma Ans
HaceneHus B LiesoM. [oYeMy HaLMOHaNM3M MoAb30BasCa N MPOAO/IKAET NOJb30BaTbLCSA
TaKO OrpoOMHOW NOMNYNSIPHOCTLIO? I'Ae Xe KPOoeTCs UCTUHHBIV NCTOUYHWK 3TOM
BOCMPUVMYMBOCTYN K HALNOHANbHBIM nAessM? VIMeHHO B 3TOM 3ak/iloHaeTcs cnabocTb
KOHCTPYKTUBWUCTCKOro NOAX0Aa; OH NPakTNYeCckn He JaeT OTBETOB Ha BOMPOC O IErKOCTU
YCBOEHMA HaLUMoHann3ma LWWMPOKNMIN CI0SMN HaceNleHns, YTo, B CBOKO oYepesb, Mo3BONsAeT
cAenatb BblBOJ, O TOM, YTO HaLMOHAaNN3M He ABMIAETCA NOSHOCTLIO YYXXEePOAHbIM,
«CKOHCTPYNPOBaHHbIM» 3/1eMEHTOM W, C/ieJ0BaTe/IbHO, He YeM-TO MOJIHOCTHIO
«M306peTeHHbIM». BMecTo 3Toro, 3To ABneHVe, NOANUTLIBAEMOE yiKe CyLLLeCTBYIOLLM
pe3epByapoM Ky/NbTYPHbIX 1 MOUTUYECKNX NMPeaCcTaBAeHNA 1 NAen.

VIMeHHO Ha 3Tol naee 6putaHcknin coumonor IHToHM . CMunT (1939-) cocpeaoTaumnBaeTcs B
CBOUX MCCNef0BaHMAX HaLmMoHanmsma. CMUT ABASETCA r1aBHbIM CTOPOHHUKOM 6onee cTaporo,
TPaANLMOHHOrO NOAX0Aa, MetoLLero 60/bLUIoe 3HaYeHMe 419 CUOHUCTCKOM nctopuorpadpun. Mo
MHeHuto CMUTa, HaUMOHaNN3M anennnpyeT K rnyboko yKopeHUBLLECS YeNloBeYeCcKol
noTpebHOCTN NpUHagnexaTb K rpynne. TepMUH «3THUYECKME FPYMMbl» UTpaeT 34eCk LeHTpaibHY
POAb, MOCKOABKY OH MPUHUMAET Ha ceba GYHKLMIO CYLLIHOCTHOV egnHuLbl. Haums, oTMevaeT CmuT,
CyLL,ecTBOBasa Ha MPOTAXKEHUN BCEX MCTOPUYECKMX, IKOHOMUYECKMX U COLMaNnbHbIX COBbLITUIA C
apxaunyeckunx spemeH. CMUT npejiaraeT HeCKOIbKO KpuUTepues A1 MAeHTUGMKaLUN STHUYECKNX
rpynn: Ha3BaHWe rpynmnbl, PacNpPoCTPaHeHHbI MUG O ee MPONCXOXAEHMI, 06LLas NCTOPUS 1,
04YeBUAHO, 06LLas KyNbTypa, CBA3b C 06LLE TeppuTOpUEl, a TakxKe Han4vme YyBCTBa
CONMNAAPHOCTM NO OTHOLLEHWUIO K rpynne.<sup>17</sup>

B aTOM CBeTe HaLMOHaNV3M 06 bACHAETCSA Kak CTpaTerns BbDKUBAHMA STHNYECKOW
rpynnbl nepej MLoM yrpos, KoTopble HaZBUratoLLasaca coBpeMeHHas anoxa npeacrasnser
AN ee ganbHelLwero cyLlecTBoBaHus. Kak cumtaet CMUT, XOTS NPOLLeCChl MOANTU3aLUM 1
cekynsipu3aLmm STHUYECKOR rpynnbl, TeppUTOpranm3aLnmn 1 NosiBAeHUs COBPEMEHHbIX INT
UrpatoT BaxKHYHo posib BO BCeX GOpPMax HaLMOHaNN3Ma, STHUYecKe KOPHU He ciesyeT
MrHOPWpPOBAaTbL B UCTOPNYECKOM aHann3e HaunoHanmsma. 1o ero MHeHuto, 3To

ncTopryeckoe passuTUe HaLMoHan3ma 6bi10 0CHOBaHO Ha dakTe obLiero

17CmunT 1991: 170; Tam Xxe, 1986.
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shared past, even if the nations’ historical narrative may be subject to manipula-
tion or may be re-interpreted in a more flattering manner in the process.*®

Thinkers and Critics of Zionism

Already early on, the initial, decidedly secular and assimilated thinkers of Zionism
such as Moshe Hess (1812-1875) and Theodor Herzl (1860-1904) recognized the
necessity of a “secular religion” for the Jews. When faced with a growing racist
anti-Semitism, these thinkers realized that the legal emancipation and assimila-
tion of Western European Jews as initiated in the nineteenth century had failed.
The Hungarian Jew Theodor Herzl referred to this problem in his work The Jewish
State, which was published 1896:

The Jewish question still exists. It would be foolish to deny it. It is a remnant of the Middle
Ages, which civilized nations do not even yet seem able to shake off, try as they will. They
certainly showed a generous desire to do so when they emancipated us. The Jewish question
exists wherever Jews live in perceptible numbers. Where it does not exist, it is carried by
Jews in the course of their migrations®®

Disappointed by unsuccessful attempts at assimilation and in a fatalistic state of
mind, Herzl developed a new understanding of the “Jewish question”:

I think the Jewish question is no more a social than a religious one, notwithstanding that it
sometimes takes these and other forms. It is a national question, which can only be solved
by making it a political world-question to be discussed and settled by the civilized nations
of the world in council. We are a people — one people.”®

Herzl’s main idea was to remedy the precarious situation of European Jews that
resulted from racist anti-Semitism by creating a politically sovereign state outside
of Europe. What was eventually aimed for was a complete termination of life in
the diaspora through a massive emigration of European Jews to their new national
“homestead.” What essentially distinguished Zionism from other national mind-
scapes of its time was the fact its definition of the nation was neither connected to
a unified territory nor to a common language. Rather, by the end of the nineteenth

18 Wehler 2007: 36-37.

19 Herzl 1896; http://www.math.ias.edu/~boaz/JewishState/herzll.html: Translated from the
German by Sylvie D’Avigdor. This edition was published in 1946 by the American Zionist Emer-
gency Council.

20 Ibid.
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oblee npolunioe, jaxe ecin nctopnyeckoe nosecTtsoBaHme Hauunli MoXeT 6bITb noasep>xxeHo

MaHNUNynaAunMam Nam Moxet 6bITb nepeocmbICNEHO B 6onee BbIFOAHOM K/ito4ve.18

MbicAnTenn n KpUTUKN CMOHU3MA

Y>e Ha paHHUX 3Tanax pasBUTUS CMOHM3Ma ero rnepsble, ABHO CBETCKNE N aCCUMUIMPOBAHHbIEe
MblCUTenu, Takme kak Mowe lNecc (1812-1875) n Teogop Mepub (1860-1904), ocosHasanu
HEeOo6X0AMMOCTb «CBETCKOM penurum» ans eepees. CTONKHYBLUNCL C PacTyLLMM PacuCTCKUM
AHTUCEMUTU3MOM, 3TV MbICIUTENN MOHSANM, YTO IOPUANYECKas SMaHCUNaLUNSa U aCCUMUN[LNA
3anaAHoeBponelicknx eBpees, HavaTble B XIX Beke, noTepnenn Heyaady. BeHrepckuii eBpeii
Teogop lepu/ib ynoMuHan 06 3Toi npobneme B CBOUX paboTax.EBperickoe rocy4apcreo,KoTopblii

6b1n onybnnkosaH B 1896 rogy:

EBperickunii Bonpoc Bcé eLué cyllectyeT. bbino 6bl ryno oTpuuaTte 3To. 3TO NepexmnTok
CpesiHeBeKOBbS, OT KOTOPOro LIMBUIN30BaHHbIE HAPO/bI, Kak bbl H/ CTapanunch, 40 CUX MOP He MoryT
136aBUTLCA. OHY, 6e3yCNOBHO, MPOSBUAN BEIVKOAYLLIHOE XeNaHune caenaTb 3To, Korja ocBoboanamn
Hac. EBpeiickuii BONpoc cyLLecTByeT Be3je, e eBpeu XMBYT B 3aMeTHOM Ko/nyecTse. TaMm, rae ero

HET, OH HeCETCs eBpesiMY B XOA€e UX MUTpaLmii19

PasoqaposaHan?l HeyAaYHbIMU NOMNbITKAaMW aCcCMMUAALNN U npe6b|Ba;| B q)aTaJ'II/ICTI/ILIeCKOM

cocTosHUY, Mepuib CGOPMUPOBaN HOBOE MOHUMAaHVE «eBPEACKOro BOMpoCcax:

A cunTalo, UTo eBpelickniA BONPOC — 3TO He CTONLKO COLMaNbHbIN, CKONBKO PEUIMO3HbIA BONPOC, HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO
OH VHOrAa NPUHUMAET 3TU 1 Apyrie GOpMbl. 3TO HaLMOHaLHBIV BOMPOC, KOTOPLIV MOXHO PeLUTL TONLKO NPeBpaT1s
€ro B NONNTUYECKNI BOMPOC MAPOBOro MacLLTaba, KoTopbI A4oMKeH 06CYXAaTLCA 1 PeLlaThCs LMBUIN30BaHHbLIMU

HaumsMU Mypa Ha coeTe. Mbl — Hapoa — eAVHbIA./11041.20

FnaBHas naes I'epl_um 3ak/to4anack B TOM, UTO6bI MCNPaBUTb LLIATKOE NOI0XKeHNe eBpOI‘IeVICKMX
eBpeeB, BO3HVKLLEE B pe3y/ibTaTe PacMCTCKOro aHTUCeEMNUTU3MA, NyTeM CO34aHNA NONNTUNHECKN
CyBepeHHOro rocysapcrBa 3a npeaenamu EBpOI'IbI. B KOHeYHOM uTOre uenbio 6b1710 NosiHoe
npekpawleHne XXUsHu B gnacrnope nocpeacTsom MaccoBom aMuUrpaunn eBpOHeVICKMX eBpeeB Ha X
HOBYH HaUWOHaNbHYH «POANHY». CyLLl,F_'CTBeHHbIM OTANYMEM CNOHM3Ma OT APYTNX HaUNOHaNbHbIX
MEHTA/INTETOB TOro0 BpeEMEHU 6b1/10 TO, YTO ero onpejeneHvne Haunnm He 6b1/10 CBSA3AHO HU C ep,le0|7|

TeppuTOpKreit, HN € 06LLMM 5i3bikoM. CKopee, K KoHLy XIX Beka

18Benep 2007: 36-37.

19Tepuib, 1896; http://www.math.ias.edu/~boaz/JewishState/herzl1.html: Mepesog ¢ Hemevukoro Cunbsun J'ABUrop.
370 n3gaHve 6bino ony6ankoBaHo B 1946 rogy AMepukaHCKMM CMOHUCTCKM COBETOM M0 Ype3BblYaliHbIM
cUTyauusm.

20Tam xe.
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century, the integration factor for the Jewish national movement consisted in the
sense of being under threat and of sharing a religious background.

But Herzl’s postulate of the radical cessation of life in the diaspora by means
of a politically-nationalistically hued Zionism encountered a competitor from
another Zionist school of thought. In the beginning of the twentieth century,
Achad Ha’am (1856-1927), who was from Odessa, the metropole of an enlightened
and secular Eastern European Judaism, voiced his skepticism with regard to the
goal defined by Herzl in his Political Zionism. He harbored doubts over whether
a categorical negation of the diaspora was right or, for that matter, even practi-
cable. In his view, the creation of a Jewish state could neither solve the Jewish
question nor put an end to life in the diaspora.

What was possible in Achad Ha’am’s opinion, though, was a gradual settle-
ment by a small part of the Jewish people who would build up the national basis
and “national culture.” This, thought Ha’am, would be the proper preparation for
the “return of Judaism into history.” Committed to the historical-cultural spirit
of nineteenth century Romanticism in which the nation state was understood to
be the pinnacle in the historical development of a nation’s cultural resources,
Achad Ha’am saw the revitalization and the unfolding of Hebrew national culture
in Eretz Israel as a necessary preliminary stage on the path to statehood:

It needs not an independent State, but only the creation in its native land of conditions
favourable to its development: a good-sized settlement of Jews working without hindrance
in every branch of culture, from agriculture and handicrafts to science and literature. This
Jewish settlement, which will be a gradual growth, will become in course of time the centre
of the nation, wherein its spirit will find pure expression and develop in all its aspects up
to the highest degree of perfection of which it is capable. Then from this centre the spirit
of Judaism will go forth to the great circumference, to all the communities of the Diaspora,
and will breathe new life into them and preserve their unity; and when our national culture
in Palestine has attained that level, we may be confident that it will produce men in the
country who will be able, on a favourable opportunity, to establish a State which will be a
Jewish State, and not merely a State of Jews.?

Achad Ha’am left a lasting mark on Cultural Zionism that primarily consisted in
reviving the volksgeist, the “spirit of Judaism” and creating a Hebrew culture. The
creation of a state was intended to be a long-term “natural” development that was
not to be forced. Ha’am’s main criticism of Herzl’s Zionism was aimed at the issue
of the “Jewishness” of the Jewish state that was to be brought into being by means
of diplomatic efforts with the Great Powers.

21 Quoted from Avineri 1999: 135.
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B TeueHune ctonetns GakTopom MHTErpaLmm 415 eBPerickoro HauMoHaAbLHOro ABMKEHNS
6b110 OLLyLLEHME Yrpo3bl 1 HaAN4YMe 06LLMX PENUTMO3HBIX KOPHEA.

OgHako noctynat lepu/is 0 pagunkanbHOM NpekpaLLeHNn XU3HN B gnacrnope
nocpeacTBOM CMOHM3Ma C NOINTUYECKN-HALNOHATNCTUYECKM NOATEKCTOM CTOJIKHYNCA C
KOHKYPEHTOM 13 APYroli CUOHNCTCKOW LIKObI MblcW. B Havane XX Beka Axag Xaam (1856-
1927), BbIxogew, 13 Ogecchbl, METPOMOANN MPOCBELLEHHOrO U CBETCKOIO
BOCTOYHOEBPOMECKOro nyAan3ma, Bblpasu CBOWM CKeNTULM3M B OTHOLLEHUN Lienu,
onpegeneHHol lepuiem B ero «MoinTnyeckom coHn3mMe». OH COMHEBasICSH B MPaBUIbHOCTU
WX, €CN YK Ha TO MOLLAO, B MPaKTUYeCKON OCYyLLeCTBMMOCTI KaTeropuyeckoro oTpuLaHms
Anacrniopsbl. Mo ero MHeHMto, Co3AaHne eBPeinckoro rocyapcTea He MOr/10 HU peLunTb
eBpenCKMiA BOMPOC, HY NOJIOXMUTb KOHEL, XN3HW B Anacnope.

OpHako, No MHeHuto Axaza Xaama, BO3MOXHO 6b1/10 NOCTerNeHHOoe 3aceneHme
Heb0bLUOW YacTbio eBPECKOro Hapoaa, KoTopas bbl co3jana HaLMoHaNbHY OCHOBY 1
«HaLMOHaNbHYO KyNbTypy». 3TO, CUMTan XaaMm, CTano bbl Hagnexatller nogroToBKOM K
«BO3BpAaLLEeHUI0 NyAan3ma B UCTOPUIO». [pUBEPXKEHHBIN NCTOPUKO-KYIbTYPHOMY AyXY
poMaHTn3ma XIX Beka, B KOTOPOM HaLMOHanbHOe rocyAapCTBO MOHMMaNoch Kak BepLunHa
MNCTOPNYECKOro Pa3BUTUSA KYNbTYPHbIX PeCYpCcoB Hauumn, Axaj XaaM BUAEeN BO3POXAeHME N
pa3BuTMEe eBPENCKOM HaUMOHaNbHOW KyNbTypbl BIpey VI3pan/ibe KayecTBe He0bX04MMOro

npeaBapuTesIbHOro 3Tana Ha NyTn K O6p€TeHVI}O CTaTyCa WwTtaTa:

EVi He HY>XHO HE3aBMCVIMOE roCyAapCTBO, a ML CO3/AaHNe Ha POAMHE 6N1aronPUSTHBIX YCIOBUIA ANst
€€ pa3BUTUS: AOCTATOUHO 6O/LLLOTO MOCeNEH NS eBPEeeB, 3aHATLIX TPYAOM. 6€3 r1persTcTamii Bo Bcex
0611aCTAX Ky/NbTYpbl, OT CE/IbCKOTO X035IMCTBA 1 peMecen 40 HayKu U nTepaTypbl. 3To eBpelickoe
nocefieHue, KOTopoe By/eT pasBMBaTLCS MOCTEMNEHHO, CO BPeMeHeM CTaHeT LIeHTPOM Haumw, rae ee
JyX HallAeT YnCTOe BblpaXkeHe 1 Pa30BLETCS BO BCEX CBOMX acrekTax A0 HauBbICLLEH cTerneHu
COBEpLUEHCTBA, Ha KOTOPYHO OH CMOCO6EeH. 3aTeM U3 3TOTo LieHTpa AyX WyAan3ma pacnpocTpaHnTCs no
BCEMY MUY, KO BCEM OBLLVIHAM ANAcropbl, BAOXHET B HUX HOBYHO XW3Hb 1 COXPAHWT UX €AVHCTBO; 1
KOrja Halla HaLVoHa/bHast KynbTypa B ManecTuHe AOCTUIHET 3TOFO YPOBHS, Mbl MOXEM 6biTb
yBEPEHbI, UTO OHA MOPOAUT B CTPaHe NtoAeli, KOTOpbIe CMOTYT, NP 61aronpUSTHOM Cyyae, Co3jaTh
rocyAapcTBo, KOTopoe 6yAeT eBPelickuM rocyAapcTBoM, a He NMPOCTO roCyAapcTBOM eBpeeB.21

Axag, XaaM 0CTaBUN HeW3rnaanMmblli cnej B KynbTyPHOM CMOHM3Me, KOTOPbIV B NepByto ouepeab
3aK/1I0YaNCA B BO3POXACHUN GO/IbKCravicT«/lyx nyaansmar» 1 co3jilaHne eBpernckoii KynbTypbl. CozaaHne
rocyapcTsa 3a2yMblBasoCh Kak 0/r0CPOYHOE «eCTeCTBEHHOe» Pa3BUTUe, He NpeanonararLlee
npuHyxaeHus. FasHasa KpUTVKa Xaama B agpec cMoHn3Ma lepuis 6bi1a Hanpas/ieHa Ha BOrpoc o
«@BPEeiCKOM NMPONCXOXAEHNN» €BPeiCKOro rocyAapcTea, KOTopoe A0MKHO BbI10 BbITh CO3AaHO

nocpeacTBOM AMNIoOMaTUYeCKNX yCMﬂMVI C BENMKNMW fep>XaBaMn.

21UuTaTa n3 AsmnHepwn 1999: 135.
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As Achad Ha’am, who wrote in Hebrew, asked himself: In how far can one
speak of a national Hebrew culture if, as Herzl had expounded in what would be
referred to as the “cosmopolitan national concept”? contained in The Old New
Land (Altneuland, 1902), Jews would speak the language of their countries of
origin, found a German theater, or build an Italian opera in their utopian state in
Eretz Israel? The goal of Cultural Zionism was a spiritual and cultural Renaissance
of Judaism, which gave rise to the question as to what the contents of the finally-
to-be-founded Jewish state, and also the role of and the relationship to diaspora
Judaism, should be. As for the latter, it was to be inspired in its Jewish identity
through a cultural Renaissance in Eretz Israel and at the same time be strength-
ened in its Jewish existence. Cultural Zionism saw the strength of a Jewish state as
residing in Hebrew culture, which means that statehood as an end in itself would
ultimately be a threat to the Jewish state.”

Whether their Zionism took on a political or a spiritual-cultural form, both
Zionist thinkers based their definition of the Jewish people on a secular conception
of the nation. The Jewish people were perceived to be secular-national subjects in
the context of a secular undertaking. Jewish religion as a confession played only
a subordinate role in these Zionist utopias and notions as they appeared in the
heterogeneous currents of the Zionist movement (revisionist, democratic, liberal,
Marxist or socialist). In fact, the Jewish national movement originated in an anti-re-
ligious tradition that was carried by the spirit of the socialist and progressive influ-
ences of the nineteenth century. In certain phases it even took a decidedly hostile
stance towards religion. The Zionist ideology, based on the negation of the dias-
pora, rejected the traditional-religious way of life of the Torah schools.

In turn, the religious orthodoxy subsequently opposed Zionist-activist aspi-
ration to a Jewish state in the strongest terms from the very beginning; it adhered
to the axiom that redemption is to be granted by God, not to be brought about by
men. But in how far can Zionism be understood as a secular national movement?
What is meant by the “Hebrew national culture” in the context of Judaism? Which
role does the Jewish religion ultimately play in the Zionist national idea?

According to the Israeli-Marxist historian Moshe Zuckermann (1949-), a reli-
gious momentum was inherent in the Zionist nation-state movement from the
outset. In contrast to the Western formation of national states, “Zionism [...] in
its very origins unfolded not in practice, but basically as an idea of a national
state constituted within the context of a superstructure. The idea of a Jewish state
existed before there was a territory for this Jewish state. The idea of a Jewish state

22 Brenner 2002: 49; Brenner 2016.
23 Avineri 1999: 131-144.
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Kak 3agaBancs Bonpocom Axag Xaam, NMcaBLUNA Ha UBPUTE: HACKObKO MOXHO rOBOPUTb O
HaUMOHaNnbLHOW eBpencKor KynbType, ecu, kak nsnaran Fepuib B TOM, YTO BNOCAEACTBUN CTaNo
Ha3bIBaTbCSl «<KOCMOMOINTMYECKOWN HAaLMOHaNbHOW KOHLenuuei»22, cogepxaluelics BCrapas
Hogasi 3emns(AnbTHeynaH4,B 1902 rosy eBpen MOrivi 6bl FOBOPUTL Ha A3blKe CBOMX CTPaH
NPONCXOXAEHWS, OCHOBaTb HEMELIKNI TeaTp UAN NOCTPOUTL UTANbSHCKYHO OMepy B CBOEM
YTOMNYeCKOM rocysapcrae. pey M3panssliensio KynbTypHOro CMOHM3Ma 6b110 AyXOBHOE U
KyNbTypHOE BO3pOXAEeHNe NyAansma, YTo NOPOANI0 BOMPOC O TOM, KakUM JOSIXKHO BbiTb
cofepxaHue byayLLero eBpenckoro rocyapcTea, a Takxke 0 po/iv U OTHOLLEHUAX C MyAan3mMoM
Avacnopsl. YTo kacaeTcs Noc/iefHero, To OHO AOKHO BbII0 YKPEnuThL CBOKO eBPericKyto
MAEHTUYHOCTb MOCPEACTBOM KyJ/IbTYPHOIO BO3POXAEHWA. IpeL M3pan/ibn B TO Xe Bpems
YKPennsTbCA B CBOEM eBPECKOM CyLLeCTBOBaHUN. KyNbTypPHbI CUOHW3M paccmaTpuBan cuny
€Bpeiickoro rocyAapcTea B eBPerickoi KynbType, a 3TO 03HaYaeT, YTo rocyAapCTBEHHOCTb Kak
camoLenb B KOHeYHOM nTore npeActaBnsaa bbl yrposy 419 eBpenckoro rocyjapcraa.23

He3aBMCMO OT TOro, MPUHUMaNM N NX CUOHM3M MONUTNYECKYHO NN AYXOBHO-KYNbTYpHYO GopMmy,
06a CUOHUCTCKUX MbICINTENS OCHOBbLIBAN CBOE onpeaeneHune eBpeVICKOFO HapoJa Ha CBETCKOM
MNOHUMaHWN HauuW. EBpeickunii Hapos BOCNPUHUMANCS Kak CBETCKO-HALMOHANbHbIN CYyObeKT B KOHTeKCTe
CBETCKOro Ha4vmHaHua. EBpeVICKaﬂ pennrna Kak ncnosejaHve mnrpana 1nMib BTOPOCTENEHHYH POJib B 3TUX
CUOHWUCTCKMX YTOMMWSIX U MPeACTaBNeHNAX, KOTOpble NOSBAANNCE B Pa3HOPOAHbIX TEHEHNAX CUOHUCTCKOrO
ABVKEHNS (PEBM3NOHNCTCKOM, AeMOKPaTMYeCKOM, mbepanbHOM, MapKCUCTCKOM UM COLManNCTUYECKOM).
dakTnYeckm, eBpeiickoe HaLMoHanbHOe ABUXeHVEe 3apOAMI0Ch B aHTUPEIUTMO3HON TpaamMLmm, KoTopas
6bl1a MoAXBaYeHa JyXOM COLMANNCTUYECKIMX U MPOrpeccMBHbIX BANAHWIA XIX Beka. Ha onpejeneHHbIx
3Tanax OHO Aaxe 3aHWMasio ABHO Bpaxp,e6Hyro NO3MLUMIO MO OTHOLUEHWUIO K pennrun. CnoHucTckas
NAeo0sI0rns, OCHOBaHHasA Ha OTpUUAHUKM Anacnopbl, oTBeprana Tpap,I/ILU/IOHHbIIz penI/IFVI03HbII7I o6pa3 XKU3HN
wKon Topel.

B cBoto ouepe/b, pennrnosHas opToAoKCMs BNOCAEACTBAM CaMbIM PeLlMTeNbHbIM 06pa3oM C Camoro
Hayana NPOTMBOCTOANA CTPEM/IEHVSIM CUOHWNCTOB-aKTUBMCTOB K CO3/,aHNI0 eBPEliCKoro rocyapcTea; oHa
npuaepXmnBanacb akCMoMbl, YTO UCKyMNIeHne AapyeTcs Borom, a He ocylecTBsieTca Nto4bMU. Ho B Kakoi
CTeneHu CMOHN3M MOXHO NMOHUMaTk KakcBeTckuiHaLoHanbHoe ABUxXeHMe? YTo nojpasymeBaeTcs Noj
«@BPeNCKoli HaLMOHaNbHOW KyNbTypOoi» B KOHTEKCTe nyjan3ma? Kakyto posib B KOHEUYHOM UTore nrpaet
NyAan3m B CMOHNCTCKOWM HaLUMOHaNbHON naee?

Mo MHeHWIo N3pannbCKOro ncTopmka-mapkcmncta Mowe LiykepmaHa (1949-), pennrnosHbli MMnynbc ¢
camoro Hayana 6bia1 MPUCYLL, CUOHNCTCKOMY ABVXKEHMIO 33 CO3/aHNe HalMOoHaNbHOro rocyaapcrea. B
OT/IMYMe OT 3anaZHoro GopMMPOBaHNSA HaLMOHaNbHbIX FOCYAapPCTB, «<CUOHW3M [...] B CaMOM CBOEM
3apOXAEHNN Pa3BOPaUNBaIICA He Ha NPAKTVKe, 8 B OCHOBHOM Kak M/es HaLWOHaNbHOro rocyapcTea,
chOpMMPOBAHHOIO B KOHTEKCTE HaACTPOLiKU. iaes eBpelickoro rocysapcTsa CyLLecTBoBana eLlie 40 Toro,

KaK MosiBMach TePPUTOPUS /st STOrO eBPECKOro rocyAapcTaa. Viaes eBpeickoro rocysapcraa

22bpeHHep 2002: 49; bpeHHep 2016. 23
AsuHepw 1999: 131-144.
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existed before the population who was supposed to inhabit that territory objec-
tively existed as such.”?*

According to Zuckermann, all the ideological building blocks of Zionism —
the negation of the diaspora, the creation of a “new Jew,” the assembly of all dias-
pora communities on a territory that had to be conquered and cultivated, and the
mixing of all these diaspora communities, so that the “new Jew” may arise from
their midst as the future Israeli — are, in the final analysis, all based on a religious
momentum. After all, the selection of Eretz Israel — in itself an appellation of the
diaspora Jews that is charged with religious connotations — was a significant con-
tradiction to the secular aspirations of Zionism from the start, considering the
fact “that the formation of a nation state that was pre-shaped in a European-style,
modern and therefore secular cast was based on a deeply religious momentum.”%

After all, the ideological premise of the unpopulated territory stood in total
contrast to the objective situation in Palestine. It was home to another collective,
with whom Zionism and later also Israel had to fight for the land. This fight is ulti-
mately justified on religious grounds: “Zionism laid claim to a modern national
home, but what was invoked as the underlying ideological rationale was that his-
torically it was Jewish land, land promised to the Jews.”?

Thus, the national movement that is at bottom political in nature depends
on the religious justification basis of a divine promise. Zuckermann also draws
attention to another contradiction in Zionism, namely that the religious momen-
tum functions as the only connective link between the different segments of the
potential population of the to-be-constructed state nation, “for on closer consid-
eration there is no connection whatsoever between the Baghdad merchant, the
Polish carter, the German-Jewish Grunewald professor and the Yemeni cobbler.”*
They all have nothing in common besides their religion, whether they actually
practice it or not.

Jewish religion constitutes the core of Israeli nationalism, which finds expres-
sion in the Israeli right of return for all Jews. This is true despite the fact that this
basis does not have a superstructure that includes all Jews. That is to say, for
the time being the Jews of Arab countries do not exist in the perspective of this
Western-modernist Zionism, just as they fail to make an appearance in Herzl’s
vision. Neither the Baghdad merchant nor the Yemeni shoemaker is envisioned
as a pillar of this new nation.

24 Zuckermann 2002: 37.
25 Ibid. 37.
26 Ibid. 40.
27 Ibid. 37.
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CyLLLecTBOBAsIO A0 TOrO, Kak HaceneHre, KOTOpoe JOMKHO 6bI10 06beKTUBHO HacenaTb 3Ty
TEepPPUTOPUIO, CTaN0 TaKoBbIM».24

Mo MHeHuto LlykepmaHa, Bce naeonornyeckmne cocTaBnsatoLLme CMoHmsmMa — otTpuuaHme
AMacnopbl, Co3jaHne «<HOBOrO eBpesi», 06beANHEeHNe BCeX ANacnopHbIX O6LLMH Ha TeppuTopun,
KOTOPYIO HEO6XOAMMO 6bIN0 3aBOEBaThb 1 06paboTaTh, N CMeLLeHVe BCeX 3TUX ANACcMOPHbIX 0OLLVH,
UTObbI «<HOBBLIV €Bperi» MOr BO3HUKHYTbL U3 UX CpeAbl KakK 6yAyLni U3pannbTAHNH, — B KOHEYHOM
cyeTe, OCHOBaHbI Ha PENNTMO3HOM MMMy bCe. B KOHLe KOHLOB, 0T60pIpeL M3pansis-Camo no cebe
3T0 0603HaueHVe eBpeeB ANacrnopbl, HageneHHoe penrmo3HbIM NOATEKCTOM, MPeACTaBsN0 Coboi
CyLLleCcTBEHHOE NPOTMBOpeUne CBETCKUM YCTPEMIEHNAM CMOHW3Ma C CAMOro Havana, yunTbisas TOT
baKT, uTo «PpopMMpPOBaHME HALMOHANIBHOrO rocyAapcTBa, M3Ha4YaNbHO CO3/,aHHOr0 B €BPOMNenckom
CTUne, COBPEMEHHOM W, C/1e/J0BaTe/IbHO, CBETCKOM, OCHOBbLIBAIOCh Ha Mly60KO Pennrmo3HoOMm
vMnynbce».25

B KOHLIe KOHLIOB, MA€0N0TNYeckas NpeAnochlika CyLLecTBOBaHVIS He3aceNeHHOM TeppuTopun
MONHOCTBLIO MPOTVBOPEeUNNIa 06 LEKTUBHO ChTyaLmm B ManecTuHe. Tam NPOXWBaN0 Apyroe coobLLecTBO, C
KOTOPbIM CMOHM3MY, a NMo3xe 1 V3pannto, NpruxoAnnocs 60poTbCcst 3a 3emMt0. 3Ta 6opbba B KOHEHYHOM
nTore onpasAblBaeTCs Pe/INTNO3HbIMIN C006pa)KEHI/IF|MI/IS «CMOHM3M npeteHjaoBan Ha COBpeMeHHbIﬁ
HaLU/IOHaI'IbeII7I AOM, HO B KayecTBe OCHOBHOI I/IAeO}'IOFVIHeCKOI?’I OCHOBbI MPUBOANNOCH TO, YUTO
MCTOpUYeckm 3To Bbina eBpelickas 3eMns, 3emMns, obelliaHHas eBpesam».26

TakvnM 06pa3oM, HaLMoHa bHOe ABWXKeHNe, KOTOPOe Mo CBOEN CYTW ABNSAETCA NMONTNYECKM,
onupaeTcs Ha pesnrno3Hoe 06ocHoBaHMe 6oXecTBEHHOro obellaHuns. LlykepmaH Takxe obpaliaet
BHMMaHWe Ha /pyroe NpoTnBopeyie B CMOHMN3ME, @ MIMEHHO Ha TO, YTO PeINrMO3HbI UMMYAbC
CNYXUT €ANHCTBEHHbIM CBA3YIOLLMM 3BEHOM MeXAY Pa3INiHbIMW CerMeHTaMun NOTeHLMaNbHOro
HaceneHus ByayLiero rocyAapcraa, «M6o npu 6onee BHUMaTEIbHOM PacCMOTPEHUU HET HUKaKOoM
CBA3U MeXAy 6arAasckuM KymnLoM, NoabCKMM BO3UMKOM, HeMeLKO-eBpelicknM npodeccopom
[proHEeBaNbAOM ¥ MEMEHCKMM CanoXHNKOM».27 Bce OHWN He MMEetoT HUYero obLLero, Kpome CBoeit

penurnn, HesaBnCcMMo OT TOro, NCNOBeAYHT OHW ee Ha CaMOM Jiene Uin Het.

EBpelickasi penurnsa coctaBasieT S4p0  N3PanuabCKOro HaLMOHaNN3Ma, KOTOpbIA HaxoauT
BblpaxkeHVe B NpaBe V3panns Ha Bo3BpaLleHne BCceX eBpeeB. TO BEPHO, HECMOTPSI Ha To,
4TO 3Ta OCHOBA He NMeeT HAaACTPOIKY, BK/ItOUatoLLLei Bcex eBpeeB. VIHbIMU cnoBaMu, B
HacTosiLLiee BpeMsi eBpen apabCckmx CTpaH He CyLLeCcTBYHOT B NMepcreKkT1Be 3Toro 3anajHoro
MOZEPHMNCTCKOrO CMOHN3MA, TaK XKe Kak OHW He MOABAATCS B BUAeHUM Mepuis. Hu
6arfascknii kynew, H/ ieMeHCKWI CanoXHUK He paccMaTpMBaOTCS Kak ornopa 3To HOBOM

Hauuwu.

24llykepman 2002: 37. 25
Tam xe, 37.

26Tam xe. 40.

27Tam xe, 37.
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Nevertheless, ethnicity is defined in religious terms in the realization of the
Zionist project and determines the national self-image correspondingly. Seen
from this angle, Zionism as a Western-secular “project of modernity” contains
within itself a dialectic aspect: “Zionism is a project which on the one hand has
considered the national state to be a constituent of the liberation of a people, but
on the other hand has introduced into this very same constituent an element that
is adverse to the concept of a civic nation.”?®

As a “project of modernity,” Zionism, too, has the goal of liberating the Jewish
people by means of national state formation, but in the course of this process
the collective which is already present on the to-be-conquered and to-be-culti-
vated territory is simultaneously cast as “the other,” the “enemy.” In this way it is
excluded from the national project, even as it is officially naturalized, albeit only
partly and under restrictions. Being based on ethnically-religious aspects, the
political-nationalist Zionism that ultimately carried the day ensured that Israeli
nationalism developed a self-image based not on citizenship but on ethnicity. This
tendency was also observed by the German-Jewish philosopher Hannah Arendt
(1906-1975). As early as 1945 she detected the emerging apolitical and supra-his-
torical conception of the Zionist community in Palestine that was informed by
HerzI’s Political Zionism:

It is nothing else than the uncritical acceptance of German-inspired nationalism. This holds
a nation to be an eternal organic body, the product of inevitable natural growth of inherent
qualities; and it explains peoples, not in terms of political organizations, but in terms of
biological superhuman personalities. In this conception European history is split up into
the stories of unrelated organic bodies, and the grand French idea of the sovereignty of the
people is perverted into the nationalist claims to autarchical existence. Zionism, closely
tied up with that tradition of nationalist thinking, never bothered much about sovereignty
of the people, which is the prerequisite for the formation of a nation, but wanted from the
beginning that utopian nationalist independence.?®

Arendt also pointed out the ideologically-utopian dimension in Herzl’s The Jewish
State which was fed by the desire to separate Jews from non-Jews as a response
to a perpetual and fateful anti-Semitism, and which was also being projected on
the situation in Palestine. According to Arendt, this separation principle defines
the self-image and the practice of Zionism. In her opinion, this ahistorical or apo-
litical perception is as unrealistic as it is detrimental. To her, Herzl’s vision of a
radical withdrawal of the Jews from a world perceived to be hostile, and the flight

28 Ibid. 36.
29 Arendt 1945/1970: 241.
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TeM He MeHee, B peanm3aLnm CUOHMUCTCKOro NPoeKTa STHNYeCKas NpuHaAnexHocTb
onpeAensieTcs B pe/IMrmo3HbIX TEPMUHAX U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, GOPMUpPYeT HaLMoHaNbHoe
camoco3HaHwue. C 3TOl TOUKM 3peHNs, CMOHW3M KaK 3anafHO-CBeTCKUIA «MpoeKT
COBPEMEHHOCTU» COAEPXUT B cebe AgnanekTnyeckmnii acnekT: «CUOHN3M — 3TO MPOEKT,
KOTOPBIN, C OAHOW CTOPOHbI, pacCMaTpMBaeT HaLMOHabHOe rocyapCTBO Kak COCTaBHYHO
4YaCTb OCBOBOXAEHNS HAapPOAa, HO C APYroi CTOPOHbI, BBOAUT B 3Ty CaMYHO COCTaBHYHO YacTb
3/1IEMEHT, MPOTMBOPEYALLMIA KOHLEMLMMN FPaXAaHCKOV Haumm»,2

CMOHWM3M, KaK «MPOeKT MOAEPHMN3aLMM», TaKxKe CTaBUT nepes co6ol Lenb 0CcBOBOXAEHWS
eBpeiickoro Hapoza nocpeacTsoM GOpPMMPOBAHUNS HALMOHANBHOMO roCyAapCTBa, HO B XOZ€ 3TOro
npotiecca KOANeKTMB, yXKe NPUCYTCTBYIOLLNI Ha 3aBOEBaHHON 1 o6pabaTbiBaemMoi TepputTopun,
OZHOBpPEMEHHO N306paxaeTcs Kak «4pyroli», «Bpar». TakuM 06pa3oM, OH NCK/YaeTcst 13
HaLMOHaNbHOro NPoekTa, Aaxe HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO OPULMANBbHO HaTypann3yeTCs, XoTs U
YaCTUYHO 1 C OrpaHNYeHNsIMN. OCHOBaHHbIV Ha 3STHOPEINTMO3HbIX acnekTax, MoNNTUKO-
HaLMOHaNNCTUYECKNIA CUOHN3M, B KOHEYHOM MTOre ofepxaBLUnii nobesy, obecneunn
13pannbCKOMy HalmoHannsmy ¢opmmpoBaHme caMongeHTUdMKaLmmM, OCHOBaHHOM He Ha
rpaxKAaHCTBe, @ Ha 3THNYECKOW NPUHAANEXHOCTU. 3Ty TEHAEHLMIO TakKe oTMeYana HeMeLKo-
eBpelicknii punocodp XaHHa ApeHAT (1906-1975). Eé B 1945 rozly oHa BbISIBUIA 3apOXKAALOLLYIOCS
anoNINTUYHYIO N HAANCTOPUYECKYHO KOHLIEMLMIO CMOHNCTCKOrO coobLyectsa B ManectuHe,

OCHOBaHHYyI Ha «MoNNTNYECKOM CUOHU3ME» I'epu,nﬂ.

3T0 He UTO 1HOE, Kak 6@30roBOPOYHOe MPUHATME HaLMOHaAN3Ma, BAOXHOBNIEHHOro epMaHmeli. 3TOT HalMoHan3M
paccmaTpuBaeT HauMio Kak BeYHOe OpraHn4eckoe Teno, MpoayKT HeM36exHOro ecTecTBeHHOro pocTa NpUCYLLVX el
KayecTB; 1 OH 06 BSICHSIET HapO/bI He C TOUKM 3peHUst MOJIMTUYECKUX OPTraHn3aLuiA, a C TOUKU 3peHVIst 61OIoTNYeCKUX
cBepxyeioBeYeckyX IMYHOCTEN. B 3Tol KOHLienuun eBponelickas NCTOPUS pa3AenseTcsl Ha UCTOPUK HeCBS3aHHbIX
Medx/y coboii opraHMyeckx Ten, a Benvikas gppaHLysckas njes cysepeHuTeTa Hapo/a 13BpallaeTca B
HaLVIoHaNNCcTMYeckyie NpuTA3aHnsa Ha aBToKpaTMyeckoe CylliecTBoBaHMe. CYIOHN3M, TECHO CBA3aHHbIA ¢ 3Toi
TPaAMLMe HaLOHaINCTNYECKOTO MbILLNEHNS, HUKOTAa 0C060 He 3ab0oTICA O CyBepeHUTeTe HapoAa, KOTOPbIiA
ABAETCSA NPeANOChINKONA AN $OPMMPOBAHNA HALMW, HO C CAMOTO Havana CTPEMUACS K yTOMMYeCKoi

HaLMOHaNNCTUYEeCKO He3aBUCMMOCTN.<SUp>29</sup>

ApeHAT Takxke yKasana Ha MAEO0/0rMYecKm-yTONMYecknii acnekT B NponsBeAeHnsx epLs.
EBpevickoe rocy4apcraodTo NOANUTLIBANOCh XeNaHeM OTAeNNTb EBPEEB OT HEeBPEEB B OTBET Ha
MOCTOSIHHBIV U TY6UTENbHbIA aHTUCEMUTN3M, KOTOPbIM Takke NPoeLpoBacs Ha CUTyaLnio B
ManecTtrHe. Mo MHEHWI0 APEHAT, 3TOT MPUHLLMM Pa3jeieHns onpesensieT CaMoBOCNpUsTME U
NPaKTUKy CMOHM3Ma. Mo ee MHeHKIo, TaKoe auCToPUYECKOe AN arnoiMTUUYHOE BOCTIPUATUE CTO/b
e HepeasMCTUYHO, CKosb 1 BpeAHo. [ins Hee BUAeHMe MepLyis 0 paAnKanbHOM YXOZ4e eBpeeB 13

MUpa, BOCMPUHMMaeMoro Kak BpaM(AEGHbIVI, n 6ercteo

28Tam xe, 36.
29ApeHAT 1945/1970: 241.
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to a “land without a people” where Jews would be able to thrive as a closed-off
national-ethnic group, safe from their persecutors, seemed unworldly and naive.

Arendt’s point was not only that such an empty land does not actually exist.
She also maintained that the political philosophy of Jewish isolationism is misguid-
edly apolitical in a world characterized by complex mutual dependencies between
different nations and states. In her assessment, Jewish nationalism, which she
termed “pan-Semitism”° in reference to anti-Semitism, meant nothing less than a
withdrawal of the Jews from the world in the politically-pragmatic shape of found-
ing a Jewish state. She could neither see a guaranty for taming anti-Semitism nor
for the rescue of the Jews from the “outside world” in this course.™

For Arendt, in 1945, Jewish reclusiveness and withdrawal were illusionary,
utopian. For Israel of the early twenty-first century, it is an already realized fact.
Half a century after the state’s founding, the outbreak of the Second Intifada in
October 2000 and the failure of political attempts to resolve the conflict over Pal-
estine are indicative of a historically grown, insidious alienation of Zionist Israel
from “the world.” This process is closely connected to the inability of Israeli
politics to grapple with the discrepancy between a longed-for Zionist vision and
the bi-national reality in Palestine by political means. What is meant here by the
Zionist vision is the Israeli reason or definition of state which has been invoked
since the state’s founding, namely the notion of a Jewish and democratic state
for the Jewish people in Eretz Israel. Since approximately half of the population
living on this territory is non-Jewish, Israel’s concept of state remains a myth. Yet
the Zionist utopia continues to be imagined and strived for.

In his book The Imaginary Voyage: With Theodor Herzl in Israel (2000),
Shimon Peres takes the founder of Political Zionism on an imaginary excursion
through the country he had been envisioning, at the same time taking stock of the
accomplishments and shortcomings of the Jewish state that has been in existence
for five decades. In his closing paragraph, Peres describes in a rather poetic tone
the Zionist vision of the reunification of the “lost people” from all parts of the
world in a Jewish nation state, just as Herzl had dreamed of a century earlier:

As night fell, a numberless crowd converged upon the shores of the lake. Joining us were
the millions and millions who over the course of centuries have made up the Jewish people
- generation upon generation upon generation. A nation is composed not only of those
living in the present, but of those past and to come. In the crowd are the Zealots who lived
in Palestine under Roman rule, the Essenes emerging from their sanctuary at Qumran, and
the Sadduccees allied with Rome; joining us are Flavius Joseph, the historian who won

30 Ibid. 236.
31 Ibid. 230-236.
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MpeacTaBNATh cebe «3eMnto 6e3 HapoAa», rae eBpert Morv 6bl NPOLBETaTh Kak 3aMKHYTas HaLVOHanbHO-
3THMYecCKad rpynna, 3awmiieHHasa ot npecnep,osaTeneVl, Ka3anocb YeM-TO HepeasibHbIM 1 HaNBHbIM.

ApeHAT yTBepXAana He TO/IbKO TO, YTO TakoW NycTol 3eMAN Ha CaMOM fiefie He
cywiectByeT. OHa TaKXe cuMTana, YTo nonnTnyeckas unocodumsa eBpenckoro
N301ALMOHM3Ma OLLMBOYHO anoNTUYHA B MUPE, XapaKTepMU3yHoLLLeMCS CNOXHbIMK
B3aVMHbIMW 3aBUCUMOCTAMN MEXAY PasIMUYHBLIMU HaUuMsMn U rocyaapcTeamu. Mo eé
oLeHKe, eBPeNCKNA HaLUMOHaAN3M, KOTOPbIV OHa Ha3blBana «naHCeMUTN3MOM»30 B
OTHOLLEHWUU aHTNCEMNTN3MA, O3HaYa He UTO MHOE, KaK YXO/ eBpeeB 13 M1pa B
NOANTUYECKN NparMaTUYHoOl popme co3faHusA eBpeinickoro rocyaapcrea. OHa He Buaena B
3TOM HW rapaHTUKn 06y3aaTb aHTUCEMUTU3M, HI CMAceHNst eBpPeeB OT «BHeLLHero Mmupa».31

Ans ApeHaT B 1945 rogy eBpelickas 3aMKHYTOCTb U OTCTPAHEHHOCTb ObIAV UANHO30PHBIMY,
yTonuyecknmm. na M3panns Havana XXI Beka 370 yxe cBepLuMBLUNiAcsS akT. CrycTa nonseka
rnocne oCHOBaHWA rocyAapcTea, Hayano BTopoi nHTudaae! B oktabpe 2000 roaa 1 nposan
NOANTNYECKMX MOMbITOK yperyanposaTb KOHGANKT BOKPYT ManectuHbl CBUAETENLCTBYOT 06
VNCTOPUYECKM CIOXMBLLEMCS, KOBAPHOM OTUYXXAEHUMN CUOHNCTCKOro Mi3panns oT «Mupa». 3ToT
npoLecc TeCHO CBSI3aH C HECMOCOBHOCTLIO N3PanIbCKON NOANTUKMN CNPABUTLCA C HECOOTBETCTBMEM
MeXAY XeNaHHbIM CUOHUCTCKUM BUAEHWEM U iBYHALMOHaNbHOW peanbHOCTLIO B ManecTuHe.
ro/INTUYECKUMU CPELCTBAMMUTIOA CUOHUCTCKUM BUZEHVEM 3/eCb NOApasyMeBaeTCcsa N3pansibckoe
NoHVIMaHVe NN onpejeseHre rocyapcTsa, KOTOpoe NCMOo/b3yeTcs C MOMEHTa OCHOBaHUA
rocyapcTsa, a UMeHHO 1es eBPencKoro 1 4eMoKpaTnYeckoro rocyaapcrea Ans eBpeickoro
Hapoga.pey V3pan/islockoNbKy NPUMepHO NONOBMHA HaceNeHs, NPOXMBAOLLLEro Ha 3TOW
TeppuTOpUN, He ABNSIETCH eBpeeM, KOHLeNuua rocyaapctsea B Vispaune octaetca mnudom. Tem He
MeHee, CMOHNCTCKas yTONMA NPOAOIKAET CYLLLeCTBOBaTb U K Hell CTpemaTCs.

B cBoeli KHUre Boobpaxaemoe riyteruecraue: ¢ Teogopom lepuynem B H3panie(B 2000 rogy
LLinmoH lMNepec oTnpaB/isieT 0oCHOBaTe/A MOIMTUYECKOrO CMOHM3Ma B BOObpaxaemoe nyTeLuecTeme
no CcTpaHe, KOTOPYHO TOT cebe NpeAcTaBAA, OAHOBPEMEHHO NOABOASA UTOTN AOCTVKEHNIA 1
HeA0CTaTKOB eBPeicKoro rocyapcTaa, CyLLLeCTBOBABLLEro Ha MPOTSXEHUW NATU AecaTuneTuii. B
3aKnunTeNbHOM ab3alie Mepec B 40BONLHO NO3TUYECKOM TOHE OMUCLIBAET CUOHUCTCKOE BUAEHNE
BOCCOE/MHEHUNSA «NOTEPSAHHOro Hapoja» CO BCeX YroKOB MMPa B eBPeliCKOM HaLMOHaIbHOM

rocyAapcTee, 0 KOTOPOM MeuTas Fepuib CToNeTUEM paHee:

C HacTynneHneM Houn 6ecumncneHHas Tonna cobpanace Ha 6eperax osepa. K HaM NprYcoeANHUANCH
MUAAVOHBI N MANIVOHbI It0AEN, KOTOpble Ha MPOTSKEHNI BEKOB COCTaB/IAIN eBPEicKUiA Hapoa,.

- U3 MOKONEHMS B MOKO/IEHME. HaLyisi COCTOUT He TOJIbKO W3 TeX, KTO XMBET B HACTOSILLLEM, HO U 13 TeX,
KTO WA B NPOLUAOM 1 6YAET XUTb B 6yayLiem. B Toane - 3eN10Tbl, XUBLME B ManectuHe nog puMcKim
B/1aZbl4eCTBOM, €CCeV, BbiLLeALLMNe 13 CBOEro CBATUANLIA B KyMpaHe, 1 CaAAyKKeW, CO3HMKN PuMa; K
HaM npucoeamnHsieTcs Gnasuii locnd, NCTOPKK, KOTOPBIA...

30Tam xe, 236.
31Tam xe, cTp. 230-236.
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over Titus, and Rabbi Akiba ben Joseph, the bard of the Insurrection of 135; and the par-
tisan of the Kahena, the Judeo-Berber queen of the Aurés, and the Marranos, who secretly
celebrated Judaism in Quinto or in Buenos Aires; and the proud Champenois rabbis of the
eleventh century, and the poets from the Spain of three religions; and the Jews from distant
China, and those from Vichneva; and the hasidh disciples of Ba’al Shem Tov and the clever
mitnagdim and the believers in neo-orthodox Samson Raphael Hirsch; and the inhabitants
of the shtetlachs of Eastern Europe, the mellahs of Morocco, and the harats of Tunisia; and
the proud aristocratic owners of private residences in Paris, London, Vienna, or Berlin; and
the partisans for world revolution, and believers in assimilation; and the believers and the
nonbelievers and the agnostics; those who proclaim their Judaism, and those who have
forgotten their origins; and the survivors of the massacres of Worms, Tréves, Fez, and Sijil-
massa during the Middle Ages, or the Warsaw ghetto in the modern age; and the uncount-
able victims of pogroms and of the Shoah; and the pious rabbis commenting forever on the
Talmudic texts, and intellectuals absorbed by modernity and by new ideas.*

What becomes apparent here is that Peres’ ethnicity-based understanding of the
state in keeping with Israeli nationalism and the invocation of a strong feeling
of belonging to a group - in the sense proposed by Smith — form the basis of
his Zionism. Interestingly, Peres also counts potential and declared opponents of
Jewish nationalism among those agents who have contributed to the historic path
he delineates here. The criterion for belonging to the Jewish nation is defined in
the ethnic-biological sense; it is something that is determined at birth.

For, it “matters little who they are and what they think,” which is why Peres
includes a range of widely different groups and historic constructs: “They were
all gathered at this vesperal hour to listen to Herzl recite this passage from the
Bible: ‘If I forget you Jerusalem, may my right hand be severed’.” Hence, the
relationship of the Jewish people as a group to Jerusalem, to Zion, is evidently
ahistorical as well as apolitical in nature. It is not relevant what kind of religious
understanding or which political orientation these people have adopted; it hardly
matters what kind of personal experiences or inclinations they have, or what zeit-
geist the respective epoch was dominated by.

Instead, all of them form, be it consciously or unconsciously, the limbs of one
single organism that is directed toward Zion and can experience its redemption
only there: “For one timeless moment the world was still, suspended between the
past, the present, and eternity. In the grace of that moment, all was finally order,
calm, harmony, peace, prosperity, and happiness.”*

32 Peres 2000: 197-198.
33 Ibid. 198.
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Haj Tutom 1 paBBUHOM AKn60I 6eH Nocndom, bapaom BoccTaHus 135 roaa; 1 CTOPOHHULEN
KaxeHbl, nyaeo-6epbepckoli koponesoli Aypeca n MappaHaMu, KOTopble TailiHO 1cnoBeoBanv
nyaansm B KUHTO nnn bysHoc-Aipece; 1 ropApiMu LLaMMNaHCKMy paBBuHamu XI Beka, v
nostamu n3 VicnaHum Tpex pennrnii; n espesimun 13 ganekoro Kutas, n eepeamu us Buuxesols;
nxacugyvennkmn baan Liem ToBa 1 XUTPble MUTHArAXMA NOCNEA0BaTENN HEOOPTOA0KCabHOro
CamcoHa Padasns XvpLua; 1 xutenu wtetnaxos BoctouHori EBponbl, mes1axcViapokko v
Xaparbms TYHWUCa; 1 rop/ble apucToKpaTuyeckue BlajesbLibl YacTHbIX 4OMOB B lMapuixe,
JloHAoHe, BeHe nnn bepanHe; 1 CTOPOHHMKN MUPOBOLE PEBONIOLUN, U MPUBEPXKEHL|bI
aCCcUMUAALMN; 1 BepYIOLLVE, N HeBEPYIOLLMe, N arHOCTUKW; Te, KTO MPOBO3raallaeT CBov
NyAansMm, 1 Te, KTO 3abbiN CBOE NMPOUCXOXAEHNE; 1 NMepexmBLLNEe MacCoBble yoUiicTBa B
Bopwmce, Tpese, ®ece n Cugxunbmacce B CpejHue Beka U B BapLuaBckoM reTto B
COBPEMEHHY!I0 3M0Xy; 1 6ecyncieHHble XepTBbl MOrpPOMOB 1 XONOKOCTa; 1 bnaroyecTtmeble
paBBVHbI, BEYHO KOMMEHTUPYIOLLIME TaMyANYeCcKne TeKCTbI, U UHTeNEeKTyasbl,
NOrNoLWeHHbIE COBPEMEHHOCTLIO U HOBLIMY NAeaMun.32

34€eCb CTaHOBUTCS OYEBUAHBIM, YTO OCHOBAHHOE Ha 3THUYECKOM NPUHAANEXHOCTU MOHUMaHNe
rocyAapcTBa, npucyliee MNepecy B KOHTEKCTE U3PAWIBLCKOrO HaLMOHANM3Ma 1 aneninpyoLlee K
CUIbHOMY YYBCTBY NPUHAA/IEXHOCTU K Fpynne - B CMbIC/e, NpeA/IoXKeHHOM CMUTOM, - COCTaBAAIOT
OCHOBY €ro CMoHM3Ma. VIHTepecHo, UTo Mepec TakKe OTHOCUT NMOTEHLMANBHBIX 1 3as1BNIEHHbIX
NPOTMBHVKOB EBPECKOro HaLMoHanM3ma K YNCy Tex, KTO BHEC CBOM BKIA4 B UCTOPUYECKWI NYTb,
KOTOPbIV OH 3€Cb ONMCbIBaeT. KpUTepuii MPpUHAANEXHOCTU K eBPECKOii Hauun onpeaensieTcs B
3THOBMOIOMMYECKOM CMBIC/IE; 3TO TO, UTO OMPEAENAETCS NPU POXKAEHUN.

BeAb «ManoBaXxHO, KTO OHU 1 YTO AiyMatoT», MO3TOMY lMepec BKItOUYaEeT B CBOW CMMCOK
MHOXeCTBO COBEPLUEHHO PasHbIX IPynn U NCTOPUYECKMX KOHCTPYKTOB: «Bce oHM cobpanncb
B 3TOT BEUYEPHWI Yac, YTobbl NocyLaTh, Kak Fepuib YNTaeT 3TOT OTPLIBOK U3 bubnun: ,Ecnn
3abyay Tebs, Mepycannm, ga oTpybutcs npaBas pyka mos“». CnefjoBaTelbHO, OTHOLLEHWNS
eBpelickoro Hapoaa Kak rpynnbl ¢ Mlepycanvmom, ¢ COHOM, O4eBUAHO, HOCSAT Kak
BHENCTOPUYECKUIA, TaK N anONUTUYECKUIA XapakTep. He nMeeT 3HaueHus, Kakoe
pennrnosHoe NoHNMaHme UAn Kakyr noaUTUYECKYH OPUEHTALMIO UCMOBEAYIOT 3TU NIOAN;
e/lBa /I BaXKHO, KaKOW Y HUX IMYHBIA OMbIT AW CKNOHHOCTW, UAW YTO-NN60 eLwé.ssfrrasicTB
COOTBETCTBYHOLLIYH 3MOXY JOMUHNPOBaNU cnegytoLine GbakTopbl.

BMecTo 3Toro, BCe OHU, CO3HaTeIbHO WY Becco3HaTesIbHO, 06Pa3yT YacTu eAnHOro
opraHu3ma, HanpasneHHoro k CMOHY 1 CnocobHOro 06pecTy UCKYMIeHWe ToNIbKO TaM: «Ha
OiHO BHEBPEMEHHOE MIHOBEHWE MUP 3aMep, 3aBUCHYB MeXAY NMPOLL/bIM, HACTOSLLUM 1
BEYHOCTbI0. B 61arofaTvi 3TOro MrHOBeHWs BCe, HAKOHeLl, CTaso MopsiAKOM, COKONCTBMEM,

rapMoHveii, MpoMm, NpoLBeTaHNeM 1 CHaCTbeM».33

32Mepec 2000: 197-198. 33
Tam xe, 198.



2 Zionist Israel and its Enemies

Tranquility, harmony, peace, prosperity and happiness are hardly the attributes
that spring to mind when it comes to Israel’s political reality. So what or who is it
that stands in the way of the Zionist vision? How does Israel define its opponents
and how does it act towards them? From its very beginning, Jewish nationalism
has had to grapple with the fact that the territory which it cast as the “land of the
forefathers” was already settled by another collective; one that was granted no
room at all in the Zionist vision. Instead, over time the “Arabs of Eretz Israel,” as
the non-Jewish inhabitants of Palestine are referred to in Zionist jargon, turned
out to be the true Achilles’ heel of Zionist Israel. The so-called “Arab question”
has been progressively shifting into the main focus of the Zionist movement since
the beginning of the Zionist-motivated settlement of Palestine in the late nine-
teenth century.!

So in what manner did the Yishuv — the Jewish-Zionist community in Pal-
estine prior to the founding of the state — treat the “Arabs of Eretz Israel”? What
political stance toward the Palestinian collective did they deem to be most instru-
mental for their Zionist goals? The Zionist discourse in the Yishuv concerning this
point was characterized by a wide gulf between the objective demographical situ-
ation as it existed up to the state’s establishment, and the political goal of a state
with a Jewish majority as it was championed by most Zionist parties.

With the establishment of the state and following the disastrous demograph-
ical and political consequences of the First Arab-Israeli War of 1948 — which
resulted in the Palestinian Catastrophe (Nakba in Arabic) as well as the seizure of
78% of the territory of Palestine/Eretz Israel — the Arab question was eventually
also extended to the neighboring Arab states. As five Arab armies intervened in
the battle over Palestine in May of 1948 with the goal of thwarting the establish-
ment of a Jewish state in the interests of the Palestinians, the local Palestine ques-
tion turned into a regional conflict.

Then the Six-Day War of 1967 led to Israel seizing Palestinian territories,
among other things, and marked a turning point in the conflicts’ history. From
the Israeli point of view, the Arab question, which had pertained to the entire
region, now went back to being a local “Palestinian question,” strictly limited to
the occupied territories.

1 Gorny 1986.
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2. CnoHuctcknia Uspannb n ero Bparun

CnoKoWcTBMe, rapMOHUSI, MUP, NPOLBETaHNE 1 CHacTbe — e/Ba /N Te Ka4ecTBa, KoTopble
NPUXOAAT Ha YM, KOra peyb 3aX0ANT O MOANTNYECKON peanbHOCTV M3panns. Tak uTo e nnm
KTO CTOWT Ha NyTN CMOHMCTCKOro BuAeHUs? Kak Mi3pannb onpegensiet CBOMX MPOTMBHMNKOB 1
KakK OH M0 OTHOLLUEHWIO K HUM AelcTByeT? C caMoro Havana eBperickoMy HaLMoHanmsmy
NPUXOANNOCL 60pOTbCS C TeM GakTOM, YTO TEPPUTOPUS, KOTOPYHO OH Ha3blBasn «3eM/el
npeaKoB», yxe 6bina 3aceneHa ApyruM KoNnekTUBOM; KOIJIEKTUBOM, KOTOPOMY BOO6LLe He
6b110 MecTa B CMOHWCTCKOM BUAEHMW. BMecTo 3Toro, co BpemeHeM, «apabbi»3pey U3pan/is
Apabckunii Bonpoc, Kak HasblBaloT HeeBpelickmnx xmTeneit NManectuHbl B CUOHUCTCKOM
XaproHe, okasasic HacTosALLel axMa1ecoBow NATOM CMOHNCTCKOro M3panns. Tak
Ha3blBaeMbl «apabCckmii BOMPOC» NOCTeNeHHO CTaHOBUTCA MaBHbLIM NPeAMeTOM BHUMAHWS
CMOHWCTCKOrO ABVXXEHUNS C Havala CMOHNCTCKM MOTUBMPOBAHHOIO 3aceieHns ManecTiHbl B
KOHUe XIX Beka.

WTaK, Kakum >ke 06pa3om 3T0 Npoun3oLuno? Miys-EBpencko-CMOHUCTCKan 06LLMHa B
ManecTnHe A0 OCHOBAHWSA rocyapcTBa - OTHOCUTCS K «apabam»Ipeyy M3panisKakyro
MOINTNYECKYHO MO3MNLIMIO MO OTHOLUEHWUIO K NanecTUHCKOMY COOGI.I.[,eCTBy OHU cunTann Hambonee
BaXHOW ANS JOCTUMXKEHNS CBOUX CUOHUCTCKUX Lieneid? CUOHNCTCKNIA ANCKYPC BMLLyBB 3TOM
OTHOLLEHUW HabNOAANCH OrPOMHbIV pa3pbiB Mexay 06BeKTUBHOW fgeMorpaduyeckon cnutyaumei,
CyLLl,ecTBOBaBLUeﬁ A0 CO34aHnA rocyjapcrtea, 1 noANTNYECKOM Lienbto co34aHuna rocygapcrea C
eBpeﬁCKI/IM 60NbLUNHCTBOM, KOTOpPYKO OTCTanBano 60/1bLUMHCTBO CUOHUCTCKMX napTvn7|.

C co3gaHmneM rocyAapcTsa 1 nocsie katacTpoduueckmx gemorpapmnyeckmnx n
NONNTUYECKMX NOCeACTBUIA MepBoi apabo-n3pannbCKon BoHbl 1948 roga, kotopas
npuBena K NanecTUHCKoON katactpode (Hakbaa Takxe 3axBaT 78% Tepputopumn
MNanectuHbl.3pey VM3pan/ib-Apabcknii BONPOC B KOHEYHOM UTOre pacrnpocTpaHuCcs 1
Ha coceAHme apabckume rocygapcTea. Korga B Mae 1948 roga nAtb apabckmx apmumii
BMeLLanucb B 60pbby 3a ManecTuHy C Liefibio CoOpBaThb CO34aHMe eBperickoro
rocyiapctBa B MHTepecax NanecTuHLeB, MeCTHbIN NanecTUHCKUIA BONPOC Nepepoc B
pervioHanbHbI KOHPANKT.

3aTem LLlectnaHesHas BoliHa 1967 roga npvsena, cpeau npoyero, K 3axsaTy Vspannem
nanecTUHCKNX TEPPUTOPUIA 1 O3HAMEHOBAasIa MOBOPOTHbBIN MOMEHT B UcTopun KoHdankTa. C
N3pannbCKOM TOUKW 3peHMsi, apabCckmnii BOMpoC, KOTOPbIN Kacancs BCEro pernoHa, Tenepb
CHOBa CTa/ 10Ka/IbHbIM «ManecTUHCKM BOMPOCOM», CTPOrO OFpaHNYeHHbIM

OKKYMMPOBaHHbLIMU TEPPUTOPUSMU.

1T opHbI 1986.
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The Perception of the Orient by “Modern Western Israel”

Although the ideological roots of Zionism lie in Europe and its nationalistic and
colonialist tradition, its actual realization took place in the Orient. The question of
the relationship between the Arab-Palestinian and the Jewish collective is closely
entwined with the tradition-steeped intellectual issues of the relations between
Orient and Occident, Islam and Christianity. According to the historian Amnon
Raz-Krakotzkin, the orientalism thesis developed by the Palestinian-American lit-
erary scholar Edward W. Said (1935-2003) is indispensable for understanding the
modern discourse of and about the Jewish people. One of Raz-Krakotzkin’s own
studies on the Zionist discourse is based on this insight. In the “secularization” of
the Jewish discourse as an aspect of the nationalization of Jewish life, he discerns
a distancing from the old, religiously motivated Christian-Jewish polemics and,
ensuing from there, a reformulation of the modern Jewish discourse in orientalist
terms.? What Said had defined as orientalism is

a style of thought based upon an ontological and epistemological distinction made between
‘the Orient’ and (most of the time) ‘the Occident.’ Thus a very large mass of writers, among
whom are poets, novelists, philosophers, political theorists, economists, and imperial
administrators, have accepted the basic distinction between East and West as the starting
point for elaborate theories, epics, novels, social descriptions, and political accounts con-
cerning the Orient, its people, customs, ‘mind,’ destiny, and so on;?

Said points out the historical rivalry between the two big religions, wherein a
centuries-old image of Islam and the Arabs as “fanatical, violent, lecherous, irra-
tional” is reinforced. Another aspect of this perception was the Western desire to
exert political control over the Orient. Said speaks of a “polemical character of
the knowledge about Islam and the Arabs, which developed in colonial times and
led to what I refer to as Orientalism, a form of knowledge in which the study of the
Other is strongly connected to the control and dominance of Europe and the West
in general over the Islamic world.”*

In Raz-Krakotzkin’s view, the Zionist discourse was based on an orientalist
conception from its very outset. He explains this by the historic process of Jewish
nationalization:

2 Raz-Krakotzkin 2005: 162-163.
3 Said 1978/2009: 11.
4 Said and Barsamian 2003/2006: 111.
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BOCHPVIHTVIE BocToka «COBpeMeHHbIM 3anagHbiM I/I3paw1eM»

XoTa ngeonorvyeckme KOPHM CMOHM3Ma fiexxaT B EBpone 1 ero HauMoHanncTnyeckom n
KOMIOHVNANNCTCKOM TpaanLmm, ero pakTnyeckas peanmsaums npomsoLuna Ha Boctoke. Bonpoc o
B3aIMOOTHOLLIEHUWSIX apabo-NanecTUHCKOro 1 eBPerickoro KoANeKTMBOB TECHO neperneTeH ¢
YKOPEHMBLLUMMUCS B TPAANLMAX MHTENNEKTYyanbHbIMW Npo6ieMaMy B3aMMOOTHOLLEHWNIA MeXAy
BocTokom 1 3anazom, nciamom 1 XpUCTUaHCTBOM. 1o MHeHMto nctoprka AMHoHa Pas-KpakoukuHa,
Te3nc 06 opreHTann3mMe, paspaboTaHHbI NanecTUHCKO-aMepUKaHCKM NTepaTypoBeoM
SaBapgom Y. Cangom (1935-2003), AaBnsieTcq He3aMeHVUMbIM AN NOHMMAaHWA COBPEMEHHOro
AVCKYPCa O eBPerckoM Hapoge 1 0 HeM. OfHO 13 COBCTBEHHbIX UCCeA0BaHNY Pas-KpakoLkunHa,
NOCBALLEHHOE CMOHNCTCKOMY ANCKYPCY, OCHOBaHO Ha 3TOM MOHMMaHUW. B «cekynsapusaumnmn»
eBPeickoro Anckypca Kak acrnekTe HaLMoHann3aLUmmn eBpenckom XXU3HM OH BUAUT OTXOZA OT CTapbiX,
PennrmMo3HO MOTUBMPOBAHHbIX XPUCTUAHCKO-eBPeiCcKUX NONeMUK U, Kak CleacTBue,
nepedopMynMpoBaHrie COBPEMEHHOIO eBPERCKOro ANCKYPCa B OPUEHTANINUCTCKUX TepMUHax.? To,

uto Cang, onpejennn Kak opneHTanmsm, — 31o

CTVNb MbILUNEHWS, OCHOBaHHbI/ Ha OHTOIOMMYECKOM 1 SMMCTEMONIOrMYeCcKoM pasrpaHuyeHnmn «Boctoka» 1 (B
60/bLUNHCTBe CNyyaeB) «3anaja». Takmm obpa3oMm, oueHb 60/bLLas Macca nucaTtenel, cpean KOTopbIX MNO3Thl,
POMaHUCTbI, PrNOCoPbl, MOANTONOMM, SKOHOMUCTBI U MMEePCKe agMUHUCTPATOPbI, MPUHSAN 3TO
nNpVHUMIManbHoe pasnnyve mexay Boctokom 1 3anagom Kak OTNpaBHYH TOUKY A1t CTIOXKHbIX TeOpMVI,
3MOCOB, POMaHOB, counanbHbIX OMUCAHWNIA 1 NONNTNYECKUX AOKNaA0B, Kacarowmxcsa BOCTOKa, €ero Hapoga,

06bI4aeB, «<MeHTaNUTeTax», Cyabbbl 1 Tak ganee. 3

Caung yKasbiBaeT Ha UCTOPMYECKOe COMePHUNYECTBO MeXAY ABYMS KPYMHbIMU PeAnruamu, B
KOTOPOM MOAKpenisieTcs MHOroBeKoBOM 06pa3s ncnama v apabos Kak «paHaTUYHBIX,
KECTOKMX, MOXOTANBBIX, MpPaLMOHanbHbIX». JipyrMm acnekToM 3Toro BOCnpusTust 6bii10
cTpeMneHue 3anaja ycTaHOBUTb MONUTUYECKUIA KOHTPOb Hag BocTokom. Cang rosopuT o
«MONEMNYECKOM XapakTepe 3HaHWl 06 ncname 1 apabax, KoTopble pa3BBaInChL B
KOJIOHWa/lbHble BpeMeHa 1 NpuBean K TOMy, YTO A Ha3blBato OpUeHTann3MoM, — popme
3HaHWS, B KOTOPOW M3yyeHne [ipyroro TeCHO CBA3aHO C KOHTPOJ/IEM M FOCNOACTBOM EBponbl 1
3anagja B LenoM Haj UCNaMmcknm MMpom».4

Mo MHeHuo Pa3-KpakoLKmHa, CMOHNCTCKUIA ANCKYPC C CAMOr0 Hayasa OCHOBbLIBaCSA Ha
OPUEHTaNNCTCKOM KoHLenumn. OH 06 bACHAET 3TO MCTOPUYECKMM NPOLLEeCCOM eBpelickoi

HaunoHanmsauynn:

2Pa3-KpakoukuH 2005: 162-163. 3YkasaHo
B 1978/2009 rogax: 11.
4Caunp v bapcamsaH 2003/2006: 111.
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Despite the Zionist rejection of ‘assimilationist trends,’ it can be read as an extreme expres-
sion of the desire to assimilate the Jews into the Western narrative of enlightenment and
redemption. [...] Generally, Zionist thought, in spite of very important differences from
assimilationist ideologies, did not challenge the dichotomy between Europe and the Orient;
rather, it was based on the desire to assimilate into the West. [...] Zionists developed a range
of attitudes toward the Orient and toward the Arabs, from romantic desire to a total denial;
but all of them remained within the framework of orientalist dichotomy, and served to create
the ‘new Jew,” whom Zionism wished to define as a new European, and not an oriental.”

Consequently, an orientalist element is firmly established within the Zionist dis-
course. The “negation of exile” contained in itself the impulse of negating the
“exile Jew,” as he was understood in orientalist terms. According to this percep-
tion, the negation of the diaspora involved the abrogation of everything that was
considered “oriental” by the Jews, whilst at the same time expressing the wish of
the Jews to return into Western history: “The act of immigration was perceived
as the transformation and regeneration of the Jew; that is, the overcoming of ori-
ental elements.”® Zionism as it has been asserted in Israel is orientated towards
the West, fully distancing itself from its immediate environment. The Zionist per-
ceives the Orient as “the other” to such an extent that Zionist Israel feels almost
eerily out of place in the region.

Zionist Thinkers and the “Arab Question”

When pondering the question of territory in The Jewish State, Herzl barely gave
any consideration to the population living in Palestine, or to how they may react
to this Jewish-European colonization. Instead, his focus was on the dominant
powers that needed to be coerced into giving Palestine to the Jews. While Herzl
offered the Ottoman sultan “financial services” for the settlement of his empire’s
financial matters, he proposed the following return service to the West: “We
should there form a portion of a rampart of Europe against Asia, an outpost of
civilization as opposed to barbarism.”’

What is so remarkable about this often quoted sentence, and also the further
remarks concerning a “return service” being offered by the Jews, is that Herzl
does not actually specify what or who he is referring to when he uses the expres-
sion “barbarism.” He reverts to “Asia” and “barbarism” as a contrastive pairing to

5 Raz-Krakotzkin 2005: 166.
6 Ibid. 166-167.
7 Herzl 1896/1997: 41; https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/jsource/Zionism/herzl2.html.



20 —— 2. CvonucTckuii W3pawnb 1 ero Bparu

HecMOTps Ha HenpusTUe CUOHUCTaMU «aCCUMUNSILIMOHUCTCKNX TEHAGHLMAY, 3TO MOXHO paccMaTpuBaTh kak
KpaiiHee BbipaxeHWe CTPEM/IEHVSt aCCUMUNVPOBaTL eBpeeB B 3anajHyto KoHUenumio MpocselleHns
nckynneHus. [...] B Llenom, CMoHUCTCKasA MbICb, HECMOTPSA Ha OYeHb BaXHbIe OTANYMA OT
ACCUMUNNALNOHNCTCKNX le,eonormf/‘l, He ocnapvBana AUXOTOMUIO MeXay EBpOI‘IOI7I n BOCTOKOM; CcKopee, OHa
OCHOBbIBaNachb Ha CTPeM/IeHVM acCMUANPOBATLCSA Ha 3anage. [...] CUOHUCTLI pPas3BUAN Lienblii psij B3rNs408
Ha BocTok 11 Ha apa6oB, OT POMaHTUYECKOro XenaHus 40 NMOAHOrO OTPULLAHUS; HO BCe OHW OCTaBaNuCh B
pamKax OpUeHTaNNCTCKON AUXOTOMU N CYXWUN CO3AaHMNI0 «<HOBOTO eBpest», KOTOPOro CUOHN3M XOTeN

onpejennTb Kak HOBOro eBporerila, a He kak BOCTOYHOro Yesnoseka.5

CnepoBaTeNibHO, OPUEHTANINCTCKMNIA 31eMeHT MPOYHO YKOPEHWCS B COHWNCTCKOM
Aanckypce. «OTpuLLaHME N3THaHKSA» coAepxkano B cebe MMMNYbC OTPULLAHNS
«N3rHaHHOro eBpesi», Kak OH MOHVMMAasCA B OPUEHTANNCTCKUX TepMUHax. CornacHo
3TOMY BOCMPUATLIO, OTPULIAHME AMAcnopbl NOAPa3yMeBano OTMeHyY BCero, YTo eBpeu
CUNTaNM «BOCTOYHbIM», O4HOBPEMEHHO BbIpaxas efaHne eBpeeB BEPHYThLCS B
3anagHyt NCTOPUI: «AKT UMMUTPaLMM BOCTIPUHUMANCS Kak TpaHCPopMaLms v
BO3pOX/eHUe eBpesi; TO CTb, NPEOAO/IEHNE BOCTOUHbBIX 3/1EMEeHTOB».® CUOHW3M, Kak OH
yTBEpXAaeTcs B VI3panne, opueHTMPOBaH Ha 3anag, NoJHOCTLIO ANCTaHLMPYSICb OT
CBOEro HemocpeAcTBeHHOro okpyXKeHMs. CUOHMCT BoCrpurHMMaeT BocTok kak
«[PYroro» 0 Takol CTeNeHu, YTO CUOHNCTCKNIA M3pannb HyBCTBYeT cebs noYTn
rnyratoLLie HeyMecTHbIM B 3TOM pervioHe.

CUOHUCTCKME MBICINTENU N «apabcKnii Bonpoc»

Pa3mMbILWNAs Haj BOMPOCOM TEPPUTOPUN BEBperickoe rocygapcraol epuib MoYTK He o6patan
BHUMaHUA Ha HaceneHue ManecTHbl U Ha TO, Kak OHO MOXEeT OTpearvpoBaTh Ha 3Ty
€BpeincKo-eBPOMneickyro KONOHN3aLMo. BMeCTo 3TOro OH COCPeAoToUMNCS Ha
rOCMOACTBYHOLLNX Aep>KaBax, KOTOPbIX HEO6X0AMMO 6bIN10 MPUHYANTE K Nepejade
ManecTnHbl eBpesM. Mpeanaras 0CMaHCKOMY CynTaHy «pUHAHCOBbIE YCAYT» AN1st
yperysMpoBaHus pUHaHCOBbLIX BOMPOCOB ero umnepuu, FrepLyib Npeanoxun 3anagy
CNeayoLLyo OTBETHYH YCyry: «Mbl JO/DKHBI TaM CTaTb YacTbio €Bponeickoro 6acTroHa
npoTvB A3uwn, GoprnocToM LUBUAN3ALMM, MPOTMBOCTOALLMM BapBapCTBY».7

Y10 0CcobeHHO nprvmMeyaTesbHO B 3TOM 4YacTo LUNTUPYEMOM MPeANoXeHUN, a Takxe B ,a,aaneVlLumx
3aMeYaHUsiX OTHOCUTENBHO «CYX6bl BO3MeLLeHS yilep6ba», MpejiaraeMoii eBpesiMu, Tak 370 To, UTO
I'epunb q)aKTI/I'—IeCKVI He YyTOYHSAeT, O YEM NN O KOM OH rOBOPUT, KOrga NCNo/b3yeT BblpaXXeHne

«BapBapcTBO». OH BO3BPALLAETCS K «A3UM» 1 «<BapBapCTBY» Kak K KOHTPACTHOMY COYETaHMIO.

5Pa3-KpakoTukuH 2005: 166. 6
Tam xe. 166-167.
7lepunb 1896/1997: 41; https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/jsource/Zionism/herzl2.html.



Zionist Thinkers and the “Arab Question” =— 21

“Europe” and “culture,” but does not outline the “great other.” It remains utterly
faceless. And although there is further mention of a “guard of honor around the
holy sites of Christianity” in Palestine to be warranted by the Jews, the other great
religion of the Muslims from which Christianity and its sites are to be protected
does not make an appearance here, with no mention of terms such as “Islam,”
“Arabs,” or even “Orient.”®

In the utopian novel The Old New Land (Altneuland, 1902), in which Herzl
sketched his ideas of the new Jewish society in Eretz Israel, the author does ded-
icate several pages to the Arabs who are already living in that region. But the
main viewing direction of these passages remains fixated on the firm belief in
the positive effects that a Jewish settlement would have on the development of
the country, and thus presents a fixed conception that the Jewish presence would
elevate the living standard of the Arab population.

As such, Herzl thought that they would be grateful to Zionism. The novel is
written from the perspective of the Jews as Europeans or European modernizers,
bringing culture and progress to the underdeveloped terra incognita that was still
lingering in a state of barbarism. It is the very notion of a “Europe in the Orient”
that is the focal point of The Old New Land. As Herzl perceived it, the integration
of Arab Palestinians into the new society depended on their ability to adapt to
Western civilization.® Likewise, Herzl’s fellow campaigner Max Nordau (1849-
1923) advocated the concept of the Jewish nation as a part of Western civilization.

Retorting to Achad Ha’am’s criticism of The Old New Land, which was aimed
at the fact there were no Jewish but rather just European elements in Herzl’s new
society, Nordau offered the following argument: “The Old New Land is indeed
supposed to be a European unit in the Orient. [...] We wish that the Jewish people
continue being a cultural nation after their liberation [from Europe] and unifica-
tion [in the Orient].” He further emphasized his position by stressing: “We would
never allow that the return of the Jewish people to their homeland is accompa-
nied by a relapse into barbarism [...] The Jewish people shall unfold their intrinsic
characteristics within the framework of Western culture, just like all other civi-
lized peoples, and not outside of it in a feral, uncultured Asianism of the kind that
Achad Ha’am seems to desire.”*°

At the World Zionist Congress of 1907, Nordau gave a speech in which he
confirmed his perception of the Zionist vision and agitation as a purely West-
ern-inspired phenomenon, and stressed his wish that Zionism would continue

8 Ibid. 41.
9 Gorny 1986: 36-38; Herzl 1902.
10 Gorny 1986: 38.
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«EBpOMa» 1 «kynbTypa» yNOMUHAKOTCH, HO «BeNVKWIA APYroli» He onucbiBaeTcs. OH
0CTaeTCs coBepLUeHHO 6e31nkuM. U XxoTa fanee ynomMnHaeTcs «NoYeTHbIN Kapayn
BOKPYT CBSITbIX MEeCT XpUCTUAHCTBa» B MNanecTnHe, KOTOPbIV AOMXHbI CObNOAATL eBpen,
Apyrasi Beaukas peanrus Mycy/ibMaH, OT KOTOPOM XPUCTUAHCTBO 1 ero CBSATbIHN
JOMKHBI BbITb 3aLLMLLEHbI, 34eCb He YNIOMUHAETCS, HeT Aaxe TaknX TEPMUHOB, Kak
«Mcnamy», «apabbl» nam «Boctok».8

B yTonuyeckom pomaHe Ctapas Hosas 3emis(AnsTHeynaH4,1902 r.), B KoTopom lepu/ib
V3101 CBOU UAEN O HOBOM eBpelickoM oblLuecTBe.3pey V3pan/bABTOp AeACTBUTENbHO
nocBsLLaeT HEeCKOIbKO CTPaHWL, apabam, yxxe NPoXMBatoLLM B 3TOM pernoHe. Ho ocHoBHoe
BHMMaHMe B 3TMX OTPbIBKaxX MO-NpexHeMy coCpeoTOYeHO Ha TBepPAOii Bepe B
NONOXNTENbHOE BANSAHNE eBPEeiCKOro NocesieHns Ha pasBuTue CTpaHbl, 1, TakuM obpasom,
npeAcTaBasieT cobol ycTosBLLEecs NpeACTaB/eHne 0 TOM, YTO NMPUCYTCTBNE eBpeeB MOBbICUT
YPOBEHb XW3HM apabckoro HaceneHus.

MosTomy lepunb cumTan, 4To oHM ByayT 6iarogapHbl CMOHM3MY. POMaH HanucaH ¢
TOUKM 3peHNs eBpeeB Kak eBponeniLeB 1 eBponericknx MogepHM3aTopPOoB, MPUHOCALLNX
KyNbTYpy W Nporpecc B cnabopasBuTble CTpaHbl.terra incognitakotopas Bce elle npebbiBana
B COCTOSAHMM BapBapcTBa. VIMeHHO cama ngen «EBponbl Ha BocToke» iBASeTCA LieHTpaibHbIM
anemeHToM. CTapas Hosas 3emsisi.Kak cuntan Mepuib, MHTErpauma apabckmx nanecTuHLUEB B
HOBOE 06LLEeCTBO 3aBKCeNa OT X CNOCOBHOCTY aAanTUPOBATLCA K 3aNagHoR umBuansaumm.’
AHanornyHo, copaTtHuk lepuns, Makc Hopaay (1849-1923), oTcTavBan KOHLENLMIO
eBpericKol HauuMK Kak YacTu 3anajgHol LmBmuansaumm.

B oTBeT Ha KpUTKKY Axasa Xaama CTapas Hosasi 3em/1sB cBoOeM aprymeHTe,
HarnpaBneHHOM MpPOTUB TOro $pakTa, YTo B HOBOM 06LLecTBe [epLis He BbII0 eBpelicknx, a
CyLlecTBOBanV iLLb eBponerickne snemeHTsl, Hopaay npegnoxun cnegyroulee: «Crapas
HoBas 3emis«/lencTBUTENBHO, NPpeAnonaraeTcs, YTo 3To eBponerickas eanHMLa Ha BocToke.
[...] Mbl xxenaem, 4Tobbl €BPENCKN HapoZ OCTaBancs KynbTypPHOW HaLMen nocie cBOero
0cBO60XAeHMS [0T EBponbI] U 06beanHeHUst [Ha BocTokel». OH Takke NoAYepKHY CBOKO
nosuumto, 3asBmB: «Mbl HUKOT @ He JOMyCTMM, YTO6bI BO3BpaLLeHVe eBPeinckoro Hapoga Ha
POAVHY CONPOBOX/Aan0Ch BO3BPaLleHnem K BapapcTsy [...] EBpelicknii Hapog AonxeH
PacKpbITb CBOW NCKOHHbIE YepTbl B paMKax 3anajHom KynbTypbl, Kak 1 BCe apyrue
LMBUIN30BaHHbIE HAPOAbI, a He BHe €€, B ANKOM, HEeKYIbTYPHOM a3naTtu3me TOro poja,
KOTOPOro, KaxeTcs, XenaeT Axag Xaam».10

Ha BceMVpHOM cMOHMUCTCKOM KoHrpecce 1907 roga Hopaay BbICTYyNWA € peybto, B KOTOPOU
noATBepAna CBOe NOHVMaHe CUOHNCTCKOro BUAEHWA N ABUXEHUA KaK AB/eHNSA, B4OXHOBNEHHOIoO

VCKNOYNTENbHO 3anajom, U noA4YepkKHyn cBoe XenaHve, UTO6bI CUOHWN3M npojoskan cyuecTsoBathb.

8Tam xe, 41.
9lopHM 1986: 36-38; Mepuib 1902.
10l opHbI 1986: 38.
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to be informed by European ideas. He also cleared up any concerns regarding
a possible “Asianization of the Jews”: “We will endeavor to accomplish in the
Middle East what the English have done in India: We will come to Eretz Israel as
the missionaries of culture and extend the moral borders of Europe all the way to
the Euphrates.”*!

The Zionist-Israeli historian Yosef Gorny (1933-) clearly identified Nordau
as a representative of the group that intended to solve the ongoing Arab ques-
tion — as it had been arising repeatedly in the Jewish Yishuv and in the Zionist
discourse since the beginning of the Zionist settlement and increasingly in the
wake of the First World War — by means of a nationalist-separatist approach. This
school of thought rejected any attempts to integrate Jewish society into the orien-
tal region, striving instead for an unchallenged hegemony over Eretz Israel. In the
light of this predominant attitude towards the Orient that was characterized by
contempt, a total separation of the two societies was aspired to. And so a national
confrontation seemed inevitable.'?

The alternative approach to the Arab question was what Gorny calls the
“altruistic-integrationist” one. Here, the realization of Zionism is predicated
upon the Jewish capacity to integrate into the Orient. Yitzhak Epstein (1863-1943)
is regarded as a major proponent of this position. In 1907, he published an essay
entitled “The Hidden Question,” in which he addressed what he saw as the
crucial problem of Zionism, namely whether it was able or willing to integrate
into the region. He criticized the prevalent Zionist approach of blocking out the
Arab question and advocated instead for its active integration into Zionism.

Epstein believed this to be the right course for the Zionist objective, from the
moral as well as the realpolitik point of view. A favorable reception of the Jews by
the Palestinians would benefit both. It would mean progress for the latter while
the Jews would be given a homeland. He saw the shared Semitic origins of both
peoples as a basis for such cooperation and actually considered it counterpro-
ductive to Zionist goals that the new immigrants to Palestine take a colonialist or
repressive stance. Furthermore, Epstein didn’t think that the Arab nationalism of
the early twentieth century was necessarily an adversary of Jewish nationalism.
Rather, he endorsed a policy geared towards balance and compromise with the
objective of advancing the national development of the Arabs, which would be in
the interests of Zionism as well.?

11 Ibid. 39.
12 Ibid. 56-57.
13 Ibid. 47-55.
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6bITb B4OXHOB/IEHHBIMY €BPONencknmMmn ngeamm. OH Takxe pa3sess onaceHns
OTHOCUTE/NIbHO BO3MOXHO «a3naTtmsaumm eepees»: «Mbl byaeM CTpeMUTbCA 4OCTUYb
Ha banxxHem BocToke Toro, Yero aHrnanyaHe Jocturav B HanW: Mmel Nnpugém k3pey
U3pan/ib«kak MNCCUOHEPDLI KyNbTYpbl U paclumnpsioLLe MopasbHble rpaHuLbl EBponbl
BMNOTb A0 EBPpaTar».11

CVOHUCTCKO-M3pannbekuii uctopuik Moced MopHu (1933-) ueTko onpegenvn Hopaay Kak
npeACTaBUTENs FPYMMbl, KOTOPas HaMepeBaiacb PeLUNTb MPOAOCKAOLLMNIACA apabcKnii
BOMPOC, HEOAHOKPATHO NMOAHVMABLLMIACS B eBpelickoM obLuecTBe. /LuyBB CMOHNCTCKOM
ANCKYypCe C CaMOro Hayana CMOHMCTCKOro 3acesieHns 1 BCe Yalle noce MNepBoi MMPOBOIA
BOViHbI — NCMONb3YeTCs HaLMOHANCTNYECKO-CeNapaTUCTCKNA MOAXOA,. ITa LWKOAA MbICN
oTBeprasa Ntobble MNoNbITKM NHTErpupoBaTh eBperickoe 0bLLeCcTBO B BOCTOUHbIA PErvoH,
CTPEMSCb BMECTO 3TOr0 K HEOCMOPUMOW rereMoHuu Haalpew V3pan/isB ceeTe
npeobnajasLLUero Npe3puTeibHOro OTHoOLeHNs K BOoCToKy, BO3HMK/Ia MOTPE6HOCTb B MOIHOM
pasgeneHun Asyx obLecTs. [o3TOMy HaLMOHanbHOEe NPOTUBOCTOSAAHME Ka3anocthb
HensbeXHbIM.<sup>12</sup>

AnbTepHaTUBHbIV NOAX0Z K apabckoMy BONPOCY, N0 MHEHWIO FOPHW, bbl1 «anbTPyNCTUYECKU-
NHTErpaumnoHNCTCKUM», B stom cnyyae peanmsayna CMOHM3Ma OCHOBbIBalaCb Ha CnocobHoCcTN
eBpeeB MHTEerpnpoBaThbCsA B BOCTOUHOM KynbType. Muxak dnwTeliH (1863-1943) cumtaeTtcs ogHUM
13 rnaBHbIX CTOPOHHNKOB 3TON nosvyun. B 1907 rogy oH 0I'Iy6ﬂVIKOBaJ'I 3CcCe noj HazBaHMeM
«CKpbITbIi BONPOC», B KOTOPOM paccMaTpmBar, Mo ero MHEeHUo, BaXHelLLyto NpobaemMy CMOHU3Ma,
a VIMEHHO, cnocobeH N OH WA XenaeT i OH NHTErpnpoBaTbCa B PErvoH. OH KpuTmnkoBan
pacl‘lpOCTpaHeHHblﬁ CMOHUCTCKNIA noaxoda, 3aK}'IIOl-IaIOLL|,I/II7ICFI B UTHOpUpOBaHUn apa6CKoro
BOMPOCa, 1 BbICTyMNan 3a €ro akTUBHYH UHTErpayno B CUOHN3M.

SnwTeliH cunTan, YTo 3TO NPaBUAbHbIV KypC AN JOCTUXKEHMNS CUOHNCTCKMX Liesel Kak ¢
MOpasnbHOM, Tak 1 C peasbHOW NOINTUYECKON TOUKM 3peHns. baaronpusTHeIV Nprem eBpees
nasecTMHLAMM NpUHeceT Nonb3y obenm cTopoHaM. To byaeT 03HayvaTb Nporpecc 41
nocnejHnxX, a eBpen noay4at poanHy. OH BMAeN obLee ceMUTCKOe NPONCXOXAEHNE 060X
HapoA0B Kak OCHOBY /11 TaKOro COTPYAHMYECTBa U GpaKTUYeCcKn cymTan
KOHTPMNPOAYKTUBHBIM ANSi CUOHUCTCKUX LieNeld, eci HoBble UMMUTpaHTbl B ManectuHe
3aiMYT KOIOHMANbHYIO NN penpeccrBHYIO No3uLmio. bonee Toro, SMNWTerH He cCYnTan, vTo
apabCckuni HauMoHanM3M Havana XX Beka obs3aTeslbHO ABNSETCA NPOTMBHMKOM eBPelrickoro
HaumoHann3sma. Ckopee, OH NogAepXunsan NONVNTUKY, HanpaBAeHHY Ha 6anaHc 1
KOMMPOMMUCC C LieNbIo NPOABUXKEHNSA HALMOHAbHOrO pasBnTUA apabos, UTo Takxe

0TBeuYasno 6bl HTEpecaM CMOHM3Ma.<sup>13</sup>

—
11Tam xe, 39.
12Tam xe, cTp. 56-57.

13Tam xe, cTp. 47-55.
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The first half of the twentieth century also saw socialist-influenced concepts
for a solution being advocated by Eastern European Zionists. The proponents of
such approaches belonged mainly to the labor movement or the party “Workers
of Zion” (Achdut Haavoda, 1919-1930). But this model was characterized by ten-
sions from the outset, namely between the underlying universalistic-socialist ele-
ments versus the particularistic-national, if not even nationalistic ones. In 1910,
David Ben-Gurion (1886-1973), at that time the coeditor of the “Workers of Zion”
newspaper Ichud (“unity” in Hebrew), pointed out the dangers which arise for the
Zionist cause by linking class conflict to nationalism. Rather than making sense
of the hostility that the country’s Arabs felt towards the Jews in the context of a
class struggle, he tied it to a national context.™

As a result, the notion became increasingly prevalent in labor movement
circles that class-conflict solidarity in its conventional socialist sense was not
conducive to Zionist goals in Eretz Israel. The integration of Palestinians into the
new settlements was seen as having an adverse effect on the Zionist cause. Even-
tually, the labor movement even adopted a guideline under the slogan “Fight for
Hebrew Work,” which excluded Palestinians from entering the labor market that
was being created in the Yishuv at that time.

So the separation of both markets — and thus the creation of an independent
national market for the Jews — was already in place long before the actual found-
ing of Israel occurred. The segregation policy in the Yishuv, and later in Israel,
was understood to be an inevitable measure in establishing the necessary politi-
cal and economic power basis for the Jewish people in the country. This basis was
in turn seen as a precondition for the future coexistence of both peoples. Given
that at the time of the Yishuv the objective power relations were clearly in favor of
the Arab Palestinians, especially with regard to demographics, the realization of
Zionism was to guarantee future peace.

Jewish nation statehood should come first, and only after that might follow a
possible reconciliation. In contemporary Israeli jargon, this formula has come to
be referred to as “Security and Peace.” According to this view, a basis for negoti-
ations can only advance after the balance of power has fundamentally shifted in
favor of the Jewish people in Palestine, or after Zionist ideology has achieved an
appropriately stable power base. Seen from this vantage point, the possible coex-
istence of both peoples depends on a socio-economic separation policy, which in
turn continues to intensify the tensions in Palestine.”

14 Ibid. 80-81.
15 Ibid. 91.
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B nepBsoit nonosunHe XX Beka BOCTOUHOEBPONeECKMEe CMOHWUCTbI Takxke OTCTansanu KoHLenuum
peLueHns Npobaemsbl, HaxoAaLLMeCs Noj BANAHUEM coLmanm3ama. CTOPOHHMKM TakuxX NOAXOA0B
nNpUHaanexanu B OCHOBHOM K pabouemy ABUXKXEHUIO UK napTum «Paboune CoHa».AxgyT XaaBo4a
(1919-1930). Ho 3Ta MoAeb C CaMOro Havasna XxapakTepn3oBasacb HaNPsXKeHHOCTbIO, @ UMEHHO
MeXAy NeXalluyiMn B €€ 0CHOBE YHNBEPCAINCTCKO-COLMANNCTUYECKMM 3IeMeHTaMu 1
NapTUKYNAPUCTCKO-HALMOHANNCTUYECKUMU, €CIN He Jaxe HaumoHanncTnyeckumu. B 1910 rogy
JlaBna beH-TypuroH (1886-1973), B To BpemMsi copeAakTop raseTbl «Pabounie CioHa», Mxy4(«OH
yKasasa Ha OnacHOCTb, KOTOpasi BO3HUKAeT A1 CUOHNCTCKOro Aena, Korja Knaccosblit KOHGANKT
CBSA3bIBAIOT C HALMOHAAN3MOM. BMeCTO TOro Utobbl 06bACHUTL BPaXAe6HOCTb, KOTOPYHO apabbl
CTPaHbl NCNbITbIBANW K eBpesM, B KOHTEKCTe KJ1acCoBOW 60pbbbl, OH CBA3aN eé C HaLMOHalbHbIM
KOHTEeKCTOM.<sup>14</sup>

B pe3ynbTaTe B Kpyrax pa6ouero ABVKEHUA BCe 6onbLue pacnpocTpaHAaANoCb MHEHME O TOM, YTO
CONNAAPHOCTb B YCIOBUAX KNaccoBoro KOH¢nVIKTa B ee TpagnunoHHOM coLManncTnyYeckom CMbicne He
CI'IOCOGCTByeT AOCTUXKEHUNK CUOHUCTCKUNX uene|7|.3peu MspaMﬂbI/IHTerpaumg nanecTnHLueB B HOBbIe
noceneHnsa paccmaTpmBaiack Kak okasblBarollasd HeratneHoe BOSAeVICTBVIe Ha CMOHUCTCKOE Aeno. B KOHLe
KOHLIOB, pabouee /BMKeHVe Jaxe NPUHSA0 PyKOBOAALLMIA NPUHLIMM NOA N03yHroM «bopbba 3a eBpecknii
TPYA», KOTOprIZ ncknrYan nanecTMHUEB 13 Yncia NnpeTeH4eHToB Ha PbIHOK TpyJAa, CO3AaBaBLLII/IIZCﬂ B
HOBbIX I'IOCEﬂeHVIFIX.MLUyBB 3TO BpemMa.

Taknm obpasom, pasgeneHne o6onx pbiIHKOB — W, C1e0BaTe/IbHO, CO3jaHue
HE3aBNCMMOro HaLMoHaNbHOro PbiHKa AN eBpeeB — CyLLeCTBOBasIO 3a/0/r0 A0
dakTnyeckoro ocHoBaHus M3pauns. MNonutrka cerperauunm BAwysB Vi3pavine, a nos3xe u B
MN3pawnne, 3T0 NOHMMaNoCk Kak HensbexHas Mepa no co3faHnio HeobXoANMO
NONNTUYECKOW 1 IKOHOMUYECKO 6a3bl A1 eBPeckoro Hapoga B cTpaHe. 3Ta 6a3a, B CBOHO
oyepe/b, paccMaTpmBanach Kak NpeAnocbUika 413 6yyLiero cocyLecTBoBaHNSa 060Mx
HapoZOB. YUnTbIBasi, YTO BO BpeMs MysO6beKTUBHbIE BACTHbIE OTHOLLEHNS ABHO 6bl1n B
nosnb3y apabckmx nanecTHLUEB, 0CO6eHHO B Aemorpadryeckom OTHOLLEHWW, a peannsaums
CUOHM3Ma A0/IXKHa bblna rapaHTMpoBaTe MUP B ByayLeMm.

Co3p,aH|/1e eBpel‘/’lcmro HaLMOHaNbHOro rocygapcrea AO/IKHO 6bITb nepBooqepe,quVl 3ap,aqe|7|, n
TOJIbKO MoOcC/ie 3TOro MOXeT nocsie,oBaTb BO3MOXXHOE NpuMmnpeHune. B COBPEMEHHOM U3panibCKOM
XKaproHe 3Ta ¢0pmyna nony4vnna HasBaHue «be3onacHocTb 1 MUp». CornacHo 3Tol Touke 3peHund, ocHoBa
ANA NeperoBopoB MoOXeT 6bITb CO34aHa TOJIbKO nocne Toro, Kak 6anaHc cun B ManectnHe KOpPeHHbIM
o6pa30M CMecCTUTCA B NONb3y eBpeVICKOI’O Hapoaa, nan nocsie Toro, Kak CMoOHMNCTCKaa ngeonorna O6peTeT
AOCTAaTO4YHO CTaGI/IJ'IbHyIO 6a3y Bnactn. C 3ToM TOUKM 3peHnA, BO3SMOXHOE cocyLeCcTBOBaHMe o6ounx
HapoA0B 3aBUCUT OT MOJNTUKU CcOLMaIbHO-3KOHOMMNYECKOro pasjeneHuns, Kotopas, B CBOK o4epeipb,

NPOAO/IKAET YyCUANBATL HANPSAXEHHOCTL B MNanectnHe.<sup>15</sup>

14Tam xe. 80-81.
15Tam xe. 91.
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Berl Katznelson (1887-1944) ranks among the leading ideologists of the
Jewish labor movement, and he influenced an entire generation through his opin-
ion-forming function as editor-in-chief of the union newspaper Davar; a position
he held from the paper’s founding in 1925 until his death in 1944. The said gen-
eration also included Shimon Peres who emigrated as a boy from Belarus to Pal-
estine in 1935, to later become a prominent Labor Party politician and, once the
state had been established, a realizer of Political Zionism.

Katznelson’s grappling with the Arab question had a lasting influence on
Israel’s founding generation in the formative years of the pre-statehood period.
His take on the problem, according to his biographer Anita Shapira (1940-), can
be identified as exclusively Zionist, with his stance towards the new “Arab goy”
being informed by his deep-seated distrust in general of non-Jewish people that
originated in his background experience of the traditionally hostile relations
between Russia and its Jews.

Mixed tactics of stalling and blanking out characterized Katznelson’s
approach to the demographic question, the main obstacle standing in the way of
Zionism. Faced with the factual demographical situation and proceeding from the
vantage point of “maximalist Zionism” — Shapira’s term for Katznelson’s claim to
the territory of Palestine —, Katznelson adopted a stance according to which “the
focus [of the Zionist discourse] should not be on the ‘Arab question,” but rather
on the Jewish cause.” The Zionist policy of the Yishuy, represented by the three
maxims of immigration, land acquisition and settlement, was to be moved to the
center of the debate. In this way Katznelson sought to provide a long-term solu-
tion to the Arab question.'®

In line with “constructive Zionism” (Gorny), Katznelson as well considered
the creation of an economic, political and social power basis to be the answer to
the burning Arab conundrum, which was conceived of as a purely demographic
problem. The decisive aspect here was not so much that a socio-political regu-
lation was sought, but rather the fact that Katznelson chose to see the solution
of the Arab question as a long-term process based on “the change of the (demo-
graphical) situation in Eretz Israel.”

In keeping with this approach, the strategy that had to be adopted under
the objectively given current circumstances was to employ stalling techniques
towards the Palestinians, or to blank out the entire Arab question altogether. Yet
when it came to explaining why the actual reality was a far cry from this pretense,
Katznelson found himself in a difficult situation to be still backing the central
goal of a Jewish homestead in the “land of the forefathers.” Although he did not

16 Shapira 1980/1983: 307-308.



24 —— 2. CvonucTckuii W3pawnb 1 ero Bparn

Bepn KauHenbcoH (1887-1944) BXoAUT B YNCI0 BeAyLLNX UAEOOrOB €BPeckoro paboyero
ABVKEHWNS 1 OKasan BAWSHME Ha Lienoe nokoneHne 6aarogaps ceoeri ponv raBHOro pejakropa
npo¢Coro3HON raseTbl, popmupytoLLieli obLecTBeHHOe MHeHWe. JaBapITy JOMKHOCTb OH 3aHMan C
MOMeHTa OCHOBaHWs raseTtbl B 1925 rogy fo cBoeli cmepTu B 1944 rogy. K 3ToMy NoKosieHMto Takxke
oTHocuncsa LLnmoH Mepec, koTopslil B 1935 rogy amurprpoBan n3 benapycu B ManectuHy eLye
ManbunKoOM, BNOCNEACTBUN CTaN BUAHBLIM MONUTUKOM OT Pabouer napTuu, a nocae co3jaHuns
rocyjapctea — AesaTenem noAnNTUYecKoro CMoHN3Ma.

Pa3mblwneHnsa KayHenbcoHa 06 apabckom Bonpoce okasanu AimtenbHoe
B/IMSIHME Ha MOKOJIeHe ocHoBaTenewn Mspanns B rogbl CTaHOBMEHUSA 40 06pa3oBaHUs
rocysapctsa. Mo cnoBam ero 6uorpada AHnThl Lanupsbl (1940-), ero B3rnsg Ha
npo6emMy MOXHO OnpeAenTb Kak UCKNHUNTENbHO CUOHUCTCKMIA, @ ero OTHOLLEHME K
HOBOMY «apabCckoMy roto» 6b110 06YCI0BEHO rNy60KO YKOPEHMBLLUNMCA HeJ0BEPUEM K
HeeBpesM, KOTOPOe BO3HUMKJ/IO M3-3a ero OMnbITa TPAAULIMOHHO BPaXAe6HbIX
OTHOLLeHnn Mexzy Poccrein n ee eBpesamu.

CMmellaHHasa TakTUKa 3aTArMBaHNA U UTHOPMPOBaAHWUA XxapakTepu3oBaa noaxoy KauHenscoHa
K Aemorpadunyeckomy Bonpocy, raBHOMY NPensaTCTBUIO Ha NYTU CMOHU3Ma. CTONKHYBLUMCH C
bakTmyeckon gemorpadpuyeckori cntyaumeri n NCXoAs N3 NO3NLIUN «MaKCUMaANCTCKOro CMOHU3Ma»
— TepMuHa LLlanvpel, 0603HavatoLero npeteHsun KalHenLcoHa Ha Tepputopuio MNanectuHbl, —
KaLHenbCoH 3aHA NO3ULMIO, COTrIacHO KOTOPOW «B LieHTPe BHUMAaHMS [CMOHNCTCKOTrO ANCKypca]
AO/KEH 6bITb He ,apabckuii Bonpoc”, a eBpeickoe Aeno». CUOHWUCTCKas NOANTUKAMILLYB,
MpeacTaBneHHas TpeMs MakcMMaMn — UMMUrpauuneri, NpuobpeTeHnem 3emnmn 1 pacceneHnem —
KOHLLeNUuMs AoMKHa bbla 3aHATb LieHTpaibHOoe MecTo B AncKyccmm. Takmm obpasom, KauHenscoH

CTPEMUNCA NPESIOXMNTL AONTOCPOYHOE peLleHne apabckoro Bonpoca.<sup>16</sup>

B cOOTBETCTBUUN C «KKOHCTPYKTUBHBIM CUOHM3MOM» (FOpHbIit), KaLHenbCoH Takxe cunTan
C03aHne 3KOHOMUYECKON, MONNTNYECKOWN N COLManbHOM BNAaCTHOW 6a3bl OTBETOM Ha
HacyLLHy0 apabckyto npobaemy, KoTopas paccMaTpmBanach Kak UnCTo gemorpaduryeckas.
PeluatoLLmm acnekToM 3geck 6b110 He CTONIbKO CTPeMIEHNE K COLManbHO-MONNTMYECKOMY
perynMpoBaHuio, CKONbKO TOT $pakT, UTo KaLHenbCoH peLunn paccMaTpuBaTh peLleHne
apabckoro Bornpoca Kak Ai0AroCPOYHbIl MPOLEeCcc, OCHOBaHHbIN Ha «M3MeHeHUN
(aemorpaduyueckon) cutyaumn B3pey U3paunsb.

B cooTBeTCTBUM C 3TUM noAaxoAom, cTpaTterus, KoTopyro HeOﬁXOAI/IMO 6b110 NPUHATL B 06BEKTUBHO
CNnoXunsBLumxcsa O6CTOHTEI‘IbCTBaX, 3aknto4vanacb B NCNO/Ib30BaHNW METOAO0B 3aTArMBaHMA npouecca B
OTHOLUEHUW NanecTUHLEB UK B MOJIHOM UTHOPMPOBAaHNN apa6CKoro Bonpoca. Op,HaKO, Korga geno gowno
Ao 06bsACHeHUs TOro, no4yemy peanbHas cUTyaunsa CUIbHO oTan4Yanacb OT 3TOl BNANMOCTN, KaLI,HeanOH
OoKa3sa/ca B 3anyAHI/ITEI1bHOM nonoxeHumu, npop,onx(aﬂ nop,,qepxmsaTb FﬂaBHyIO uenb — cos3gaHve

eBpeI?’ICKOFO nocesieHA Ha «3emMne nNpeakosB». XoTS OH 1 He

16lLanvipa 1980/1983: 307-308.
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explicitly deny the Palestinians’ right to the land they were settled on, he did
affirm that they “have no right to keep the Jews from re-shaping Eretz Israel. They
may still be the majority in the country, but that can be changed in the long run
through immigration, land acquisition and settlements.”"”

What is significant here is the “blank space” created by the gap between aspi-
ration and reality, which the local population is left to “fill out.” While Katznel-
son conceded these people a right to the land they settled on — after all, they
were de facto living there — and thus adopted a realpolitik position, his Zionism
nevertheless kept aspiring to change this very situation to the disadvantage of
the native population who had “no right to keep the Jews from re-shaping Eretz
Israel.” In other words, reality had to be subordinated in favor of the aspiration.
Not only is it presupposed here that the Palestinians would have to acquiesce to
the “re-shaping of Eretz Israel” — in the form as Katznelson imagined it mind you
— it is also assumed that any rebellion against this form of Zionism is illegitimate.
It is not least such maximalist-Zionist notions by which the ongoing relocation of
Palestinians into regions outside of Palestine is actively encouraged.

In the assessment of his biographer Shapira, Katznelson supported the sep-
aration principle for two reasons, one of which was pragmatic. Put simply, a
political cooperation based on the demographic conditions of that time would
have given the Palestinians a considerable advantage over the Jews. The rules of
democracy would not have served the interests of the Jewish minority because
they would have reaffirmed the status quo, which is why Katznelson decidedly
rejected any political-constitutional regulation. The other reason for Katznelson’s
insistence on a strict separation of both peoples and his rejection of any kind of
political integration, according to Shapira, was fed by his orientalist worldview.
Based on his conviction that Arab culture and society was downright backward,
technologically as well as socially speaking, he opposed any attempt at integra-
tion as an obstacle to his own society’s advancement.®

Accordingly, the “others” with their “peculiar” traits are given hardly any
attention. Rather, Katznelson’s main focus was on the “Jewish question,” which
was to be solved by creating two units in Palestine which should be “completely
separated from each other, not influencing each other, each respectively develop-
ing according their requirements and their own rhythm.”*®

Shortly before his death in 1944, Katznelson did admit that problems were
arising for the native population as a result of the Zionists’ ambitions. As he

17 Ibid. 306.
18 Ibid. 307; Gorny 1986: 287.
19 Shapira1980/1983: 306.
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HeCMOTpﬂ Ha TO, YTO OH NPAMO OTpuLan NPaBo NanecTUHLEB Ha 3eM/IH0, Ha KOTOpOﬁ OHU 6bINN noceneHsbl,
OH MOATBEPAW/, YTO OHU «HE UMEIOT NpaBa NPensaTCTBOBaTb €BPesM B NepeycTponcTee».Jpey Uspan/s
«OHM MOTYT NOo-NpexHeMy CoCTaBNATb 60/bLUMHCTBO B CTpaHe, HO B AOJ‘II’OCpOHHOI;I nepcnekTnee 3To
MOXXHO USMEHUTb 3a CHeT UMMUrpaunn, np|/|06peTeH|/|ﬂ 3eMamn n pacceneHMﬂ».17

3aer Ba>XXHO OTMETUTb «MNYCTOE NMPOCTPAaHCTBO», OGPaEOBaHHOE Pa3pbIBOM MeXAy CTpeMNeHnaMm n
PeanbHOCTbH, KOTOPOE MECTHOE Hace/leHNEe BbIHYXXAEHO «3anONHATb». XoTsa KaLl,HeanOH W npuvsHan 3a
3TUMWU NOAbMUN NPAaBO Ha 3eMJO, Ha KOTOpOVI OHW Nocennnncb, — B KOHLLe KOHLLOB, OHN 6b|nv|,qe-¢akro
I'Ipoxmsaﬂ TaM N, TaKnUm 06pa30M, 3aHWMas No3nL o peaanoVI MNONNTUKK, ero CNOHU3M, TeM He MeHee,
NPOAO/KAN CTPEMUTLCA U3MEHUTL 3Ty CUTYaLMIO B yLLeP6 KOPeHHOMY HaceNeHuto, KOTOpoe «He MeNo
npaBa NpenaTcTBOBaThL eBpesaM B NX HepeychOVlCTBe>>.3peL{ M3paM/7b|/|HbIMI/I cnoBamuy, peasibHOCTb
NpULWAOChE NOAYUNHNTL CTPEMNEHUAM. 3p,er nojapasymeBaeTcd He TO/IbKO TO, UTO nanecTtuHLubl JO/IXKHbI
6yayT cornacutbes ¢ «nepedopmaTmpoBaHnems».3pey Viapan/ib— B Toli GopmMe, B Kakoli eé npeAcTaBasn
cebe KaLI,HeJ'II:COH, 3amMeTbTe.

- TaKXe npejgnonaraetcsd, 4To no6oe BoccTaHMe npoTne 3TOM (I)OprI CNOHM3Ma ABNAETCA HeNNerMTUMHbIM.
He s nocnefH oyepeib MUMEHHO Takne MakCMMaINCTCKO-CUOHNCTCKUE NAeN aKTUBHO NOOLLPAOT
npojosKaruleecsa nepeceneHne nanecTvHUeB B PerMoHbl 3a npegenamm ManecTnHbl.

Mo oueHke ero 6rnorpada LLanupel, KauHenbCoH noagepXunsan NPUHLMN OTAeNeHMs Mo
ABYM MpUYMHaM, 04Ha 13 KOTOpbIX bblia NparmMaTnyeckoii. MNpoLue rosops, NoANTUYeCcKoe
COTPyAHNYECTBO, OCHOBaHHOE Ha ,D,EMOFpa¢I/IHECKVIX YCNoBUAX TOro BpeEMeHU, gano 6bl
nanectTMHUam 3Ha4ynTeibHOe NpermMyLecTBo nepes espeamMmun. I'Ipanma AEeMOKpaTUn He
oTBeYanu 6.l nHTEepecam eBpeMCKOFO MeHbLUMHCTBA, MOCKOJ/IbKY OHU NOATBEPAUNTN 6bl
CTaTyC-KBOl/lMeHHO nosTomy KaLl,HeanOH pewmnTenbHO oTBepran ntobble NoNTUKO-
KOHCTUTYLUMNOHHbIE HOPMBbI. Apyraﬂ npuvynHa, N0 MHEHUO UJaI'II/Ipr, 3aKnik4yanacb B ero
HaCTOMNYMBOM CTPEMJIEHNWN K CTPOrOMY Pa3fefieHNIo ABYX HAapOA0B W HeNnpuATUn 10601
NoSINTUYECKOWN MHTerpaumn, a UMeHHO B €ro OpnNeHTanncTCkoM MMPOBO33PEHNI. VICXOAH n3
yﬁe)K,Cl,eHI/Iﬂ, 4yTo apaGCKaﬂ KynbTypa n 06LLI,ECTBO OTCTa/IN KakK B TeXHO/Iornm4yeckom, Tak 1 B
counanbHOM nnaHe, OH BbICTyNan NpoTuB NHO6bIX MOMNbITOK MHTEerpaunm, c4nTaa nx
npensaTcTBUEM 415 Pa3BUTUS COBCTBEHHOro obLuecTBa.<sup>18</sup>

COOTBETCTBEHHO, «APYrVIM» C NX «OCO6LIMU» YepTamu yAeNsaeTcs NpakTUyYeckn Hynesoe BHUMaHMe.
BmecTo 3TOro oCHoBHOE BHUMaHMe KayHenbcoHa 6bi10 cocpeaoToyeHo Ha <<eBpeVICKOM Bonpoce»,
KOTOprVI AOJIKeH 6bIn 6bITb peweH nytTem co3gaHunsa B ManectnHe ABYX eNHUL, KOTOPpbIe AOJ/IXHbI 6bInn
6bITb «MOMHOCTLIO OoTAeNeHbl ApYr OT Apyra, He BIUASA APYT Ha Apyra, KaXaas U3 KOTOPbIX A0/HKHa
pa3BMBaTbCA B COOTBETCTBUM CO CBOMU ﬂOTpe6HOCTHMl/I 1 CO6CTBEHHBIM pI/ITMOM».1 9

Hesagonro go ceoein cmepTtu B 1944 rogy KauHenbcoH npui3Han, uTo B
pe3ynbTaTe aMbULINIA CMOHWCTOB Yy KOPEHHOTO Hace/leHVsA BO3HUKIN Npobiembl.

17Tam xe, 306.
18Tam xe, cTp. 307; FopHu 1986:
287. 19Wanwnpa 1980/1983: 306.
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remarked, it was hard to reconcile the Zionist objective with a “formal morality,”
but he saw it as compatible with what he called an “actual, real morality.” For just
as a poor person has no less right to acquire possessions than a rich person, “a
people without country and without land have the right” to soil and territory just
like all other peoples of the world — even if Zionism had to fight its way against
the current and reach its goals even in defiance of the will of the majority or the
course of history, and therefore it was subject to “other standards” than “formal
morality.”?°

Insofar the existence of a national state of one’s own hinges upon the ability
to act according to “one’s own rules,” to comply with self-imposed moral stan-
dards. This form of existence, worded in the ideological language of maximal-
ist Zionism, could ultimately only be brought about by displacing the other col-
lective — indeed not only from the country, but also from one’s consciousness.
This notion translates into relocation as it was anticipated by Katznelson, which
seemed like a feasible option during the Second World War.**

Torn between his own maximalist-Zionist aspirations and his understanding
of Zionism as a moral movement with apodictic moral goals, Katznelson found
himself in a trying dilemma when confronted with the very real, but consistently
suppressed Arab question. This is what led him to make contradictory state-
ments. Shortly before his death, he said: “In the Jewish state, the Arabs will have
equal rights and no Arab will be expropriated, expelled or deported. Should they
wish to emigrate, however, we will not stand in their way. We will even help them
do it.”*

More than half a century later, Shimon Peres, who had been Berl Katznel-
son’s student in the 1940s, regarded the Palestinian question at a time when it
was actually being acknowledged by Israeli politics. The Jewish state had already
been established, and Israel had seized the whole country in two wars of con-
quest (1948 and 1967). The new state had put the “Arabs of Eretz Israel” mutatis
mutandis under the control of the military, so that the Zionist project within the
meaning of maximalist Zionism had largely been realized.

In late 1996, Peres offered his view of the “other collective” from the winner’s
perspective, so to speak. At this point, the Labor Party government had entered
into talks with the PLO as a legitimate political representative of the Palestinian
people, and had made some concessions in the course of the two Oslo Accords
(1993 and 1995). Being the minister of foreign affairs at the time (1992-1995), Peres

20 Gorny 1986: 382.
21 Ibid. 383.
22 Ibid. 382.
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OH OTMeTW, YTO TPYAHO COrNacoBaTb CUOHUCTCKUE LieNin C «GOPMabHOM MOPasbio», HO OH
CYMTaN UX COBMECTMMbIMIU C TEM, YTO OH Ha3blBas «peasibHOW, MOANVNHHOW Mopanbio». K60,
nofo6HO TOMy Kak 6e/HbI YenoBeK MMeeT He MeHbLLee NPaBo Ha NpuobpeTeHne
MMYLLeCTBa, YeM 60oraThlil, «<HapoA 6e3 cTpaHbl 1 6e3 3eMNu MMeeT NPaBo» Ha 3eMI0 U
TEPPUTOPWUIO, KaK 1 BCe ApYrie HapoAbl MUPa - AaXe ecivi CUOHN3MY NMPUXOAMNNO0CL 6OPOTLCS
NpOTWB TeYEHVSA U JOCTUraTb CBOUX LieNeli, Aaxe BONpPeKy Bosie 601bLUNHCTBA UN XO4Y

MCTOPWN, 1 NMO3TOMY OH MOAUUHSICS «APYTMM CTaHAAPTaM», YeM «popmarbHas Mopab».

MockonbKy CyLecTBOBaHWe CO6CTBEHHOIO HaLMOHaILHOIO FoCyAapCTBa 3aBUCUT OT
CNOCOBHOCTY AeCTBOBATL MO «COBCTBEHHLIM MpaBKaaM», CObN0AaTL CAMOCTOATENBHO
YCTaHOB/IEHHbIe MOpaJibHble HOPMbI. Takasi popma CyLLLeCTBOBaHWS, CGOPMYIMPOBaHHas Ha
VZE0/I0rNYeCKOM 5i3blKe MaKCMManNCTCKOro CUOHK3Ma, B KOHEYHOM UTOre MOr/ia 6bITb JOCTUTHYTa
TONBKO MyTeM BbITECHEHWS! APYroro KO/IEKTVBA — He TO/IbKO M3 CTPaHbl, HO 1 13 CO6CTBEHHOIO
CO3HaHUs. DTO NOHATME BOM/IOLLAETCS B NepecesieHne, Kak ero npeasuaen KaLHenbCoH, KoTopoe
Ka3anocb BMOJHE OCYLLECTB/MbIM BapnaHTOM BO BpeMsi BTopoii MMpOBOWA BOHbI.<sup>21</sup>

Pa3prBaﬂCb mexay CO6CTBEHHBIMU MaKCUMANNCTCKO-CUOHUCTCKMMU ycTpeMneHnamMmn n
MOHVMaHMEM CMOHM3Ma KakK MOPanbHOro ABMXKEHUSA C anoANKTNYECKNMUN MOpPasbHbIMW LienamMu,
KaLHebCoH oKasascsi B CIOXHOW AVaIeMMe, CTONKHYBLUMNCH C BIMOJIHE peasibHbIM, HO MOCTOSIHHO
3aManyrBaeMbIM apabCkiM BOMPOCOM. VIMEHHO 3TO MpKBENO ero K NPOTMBOPEUMBbLIM 3asiBNEHUSM.
Hesagonro 4o cMepTu OH cKasan: «B eBpelickoM rocysapctae apabbl 6yAyT MMeTb paBHble NpaBa, 1
HU OAUH apab He ByAeT SKCNPONPUNPOBAH, N3rHaH UK AenopTrposaH. OAHAaKO, eC/IN OHY 3aXOTAT

3MUTPUPOBaThb, Mbl He 6y,qu M NpenaTcTBOBAaTL. Mbl faxxe NOMOXeM UM 3TO cAenaTb».22

CnycTtsa 6onee nonyeeka LLUnmoH Mepec, yueHnk bepna KauyHenscoHa B 1940-x
rofax, paccmaTpurBan NanecTuHCKM BONPOC B TO BpeMS, KOrAa OH GpaKkTuyecku
Npu3HaBancsa N3panabCKo NOANTUKON. EBpelickoe rocysapcTBo yxke 6bin0o Co34aHo, U
V3pannb 3axBaTnn BCIO CTPaHY B ABYX 3aBOeBaTe/IbHbIX BOVHax (1948 n 1967 rogbl).
HoBoe rocysapcteo noctaBuio «apaboB»Ipey U3panas' mutatis mutandisnog,
KOHTPO/IEM BOEHHbIX, TaK UTO CMOHUCTCKUI MPOEKT B CMbIC/1€ MaKCUMAaAMCTCKOro
CMOHM3Ma 6bIN B 3HAYNTENLHON CTEMeHN peasn3oBaH.

B KoHLe 1996 roga lNepec 13101 CBOK TOUKY 3PEHNS Ha «APYro KOANeKTB» C Mo3nLmu,
Tak ckasaTb, nobegutens. K 3ToMmy MOMeEHTY NpaBUTENbCTBO J1elibopmnCTCKOM NapTum BCTYNUAO B
neperosopbl C OOIT KakK € 3aKOHHbIM NOANTUYECKUM npeacraBuTeneM nNaaecTMHCKOro Hapoja n
MOLLINO Ha HEeKOTOPble YCTYMNKN B XoAe ABYX OCNoBCKMX cornatueHun (1993 n 1995 rr.). bByayum B To

BpeMsi MMHNUCTPOM UHOCTPaHHbIX gen (1992-1995 rr.), Mepec

20l opHbIii 1986: 382. 21
Tam xe, 383.
22Tam xe, 382.
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figured as a co-initiator of the Oslo Peace Process that was set in motion in 1993.
Asked to comment on the strengths and weaknesses of the Palestinian people,
the then president of the Labor Party gave this reply:

Undoubtedly they [the Palestinians] are a talented people, and under the right circum-
stances they can become a modern people — as modern as any other people in the world.
They have several shortcomings. One is that they have never been a people — there never
was a Palestinian people until very recently. They have never experienced the taste of state-
hood - there never was a Palestinian state. And they were eaten up by violence and terror,
as well as tribal and family divisions, which makes it very hard for them to unite. But then
I think they are fast learners — they can be quite ingenious. I mean, they could excel in
all walks of life if they were to come to normalcy. They are on their way to normalcy. To
compare them with the Jewish people would be apt if you remember that the Jewish people
didn’t have normalcy either. By normal, I mean running a state and becoming responsible.
Another shortcoming is their sensitivity to respect and honor. They are very sensitive to
their self-respect. This is [for them] almost consideration number one. But having land is
their highest priority. This in an age in which science is more important than land, which is
something they haven’t grasped yet.?®

In order to better understand such an irritating statement by a leading Israeli pol-
itician, one has to be aware not only of Katznelson’s take on the Arab question,
but also of what the historian Raz-Krakotzkin understands to be a basic charac-
teristic of Israeli political culture: its fundamental tendency to separate the two
histories. As a consequence, the history of the Zionist settlement is explained
apart from the history of the conflict or the history of the Palestinians. In this
context, Raz-Krakotzkin indicates the division of labor of Israeli historians, as it
is referred to by the Israeli sociologist Gershon Shafir (1947-), namely between
those who address the history of Zionism, the Jewish people, and the Jewish set-
tlement in Palestine, and the so-called “orientalists” who study the “Arabs” and
the “Orient.”**

What is striking about Peres’ description of the Palestinians and their history
is that he blocks out the history of Zionism and the Jewish settlement, outlining
Palestinian history with an omission of the Zionist-Israeli connection. Even as
Peres compares the nonexistent nation statehood of the Jews prior to the found-
ing of State of Israel to the present situation of the Palestinians, the actual Zion-
ist-Israeli context is by and large left out. It is therefore impossible to gather from
his remark just who the opponent of this “talented people” could possibly be, or
in which concrete historic context they were not able to unfold their talents.

23 Peres and Littell 1998: 79-80.
24 Raz-Krakotzkin 2000.
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OH 6b11 04HUM 13 NHMLMaTOPOoB OCI0BCKOro MMPHOTO npoLiecca, HayaTtoro B 1993 rogy. Ha
BOMPOC O CUNbHbIX 1 CNabbix CTOPOHAX NaNeCTUHCKOro HapoAa TOrAallHUA Npe3ngeHT

TNenbopucTckoi napTum Aan cnefyroLmii oTBeT:

HecoMHeHHO, OHV [NanecTUHLbI] — TanaHTAMBbIM Hapog, N NPV NPaBUAbHbLIX 06CTOATENLCTBAX OHU MOTYT
CTaTb COBPEMEHHbIM HapOAOM — Tak1UM Xe COBPeMeHHbIM, Kak 1 Nto60oii Apyroli Hapog B Mupe. Y HUX ecTb
HeCKO/IbKO HeZoCTaTkoB. OAVH 3 HUX 3aK/N0YAETCs B TOM, UTO OHW HUKOTAa He 6blIn HapoAoM —
NanecTMHCKOro Hapoja He CyLLLeCcTBOBasO /10 HeJaBHero BpemeHun. OHY HKOTAa He OLLyLLanu BKyca
rocyfapCcTBeHHOCTU — NanecTUHCKOro rocyaapcrea HMKorja He 6b110. U OHM 661NN nornoweHbl Hacnanem n
TEpPOPOM, a TaKkxKe MAeMeHHbIMU 1 CeMeNHbIMU Pa3HOracusMM, YTO OUYeHb 3aTpyAHSET NX 06beanHeHne. Ho
A lyMato, YTO OHMN BbICTPO YHaTCH — OHU MOTYT 6bITb OBO/IbHO U306peTaTeNbHLIMU. 5l UMEto B BUAY, UYTO OHU
Mornu 6bl NMpeycreTb Bo Bcex chepax XU3HW, ecn 6bl BEPHYANCH K HOPManbHOM XN3HW. OHM Ha NyTH K
HOPMabHOW Xu3HW. CpaBHUBATL VX C €BPECKMM HapOAOM 6bIN0 6bl YMECTHO, €C/IN BCTIOMHUTD, UTO Y
€BPelickoro Hapoaa Toxe He 6b110 HOPManbHOW XM3HW. o4 HOPMaNbHOV XM3HbBIO f NoAPasyMeBato
ynpas/sieHne rocyaapcrtBomM 1 NPUHATUNE OTBETCTBEHHOCTU. ELLI,e OAVH HeAOCTaTOK — UX YYBCTBUTENIbHOCTb K
yBaXKeHMo 1 YecTn. OHM OYeHb YyBCTBUTE/IbHbI K CBOEMY CaMOYBaXeH 1o, 3TO [419 HMX] NOYTM BONPOC
HoMep oAVH. Ho BnajeHme 3emneli — UX HavBbICLUWIA NpUOpKTET. W 3TO B 3MOXY, KOrja Hayka BaxxHee 3eMu,

Yero OHY eLlle He 0Co3Hann.23

Ans nydiiero NOHMMaHKA CTO/b Pa3jpaxkatoLLero 3asB/eHNs BeyLLero n3panibckoro
NMOANTMKA HEOBXOAMMO YUNTLIBATb HE TOJIbKO TOYKY 3peHust KaLHenbCcoHa Ha
apabckumii BOMpoc, HO 1 TO, YTO UCTOPUK Pa3-KpakouKnH cuntaeT OCHOBHOM
XapaKTepucTUKON N3panibCKor NOANTUYECKON KyNbTypbl: eé pyHAaMeHTalbHYO
TEHAEHLMIO K pasfeneHunto AByX UCTOPUIA. B pesynbTaTe NCTOPUSA CUOHUCTCKOrO
noceneHns 06bACHARTCSA OTARNBHO OT UCTOPUMN KOHPANKTa UAN NCTOPUN NanecTUHLIEB.
B 3TOM KOoHTekcTe Pa3-KpakoLKunH yKkasbiBaeT Ha pasjesieHne Tpyaa U3panibCckmnx
MNCTOPUKOB, KakK 3TO Ha3bIBaeT n3pannbckuii coumonor MepoH Wadwup (1947-), a
VIMEHHO MeXJy TeMW, KTO 3aHNMAaeTCs UCTOpYei CMOHN3Ma, eBPEricKoro Hapoja 1
eBpelickoro noceseHus B MNanectrHe, 1 Tak Ha3blBaeMbIMU «BOCTOKOBEAAMM»,
M3y4varoLmmm «apabos» 1 «BocTok».24

YTo0 NopasnTeNIbHO B OMNMNCaHNN |-|ep6COM nanectnHUeEB N X NCTOPUNK, TaK 3TO TO, YTO OH
nrHopupyeTt NCTopno CNOHU3Ma 1 EBpeVICKMX noceneHwvii, ninaras nanecTMHCKYr NcTopumto
6e3 YNOMNHaHNA CI/IOHI/ICTCKO-VI3paI/IﬂbCKOI‘/‘I CcBA3N. ,Cl,a)Ke CpaBHMBasA HECYLLeCTBYHLLYHO
HauMOHaNbHYH rocyAapcTBEHHOCTb eBpeeB A0 OCHOBaHWMA Focy,qapCTBa V|3pal/ll'lb C
HblIHELWWHWM nonoXeHnem nanectnHLUEB, I'Iepec B 3HAUNTENILHOW CTENeHN onyckaet
peal‘IbeII7I CI/IOHI/ICTCKO—I/I3paI/II1bCKI/IIZ KOHTEKCT. ﬂOBTOMy 13 ero 3ameydyaHna HeBO3MOXHO
MOHATb, KTO MOTI 6bITb NPOTUBHUNKOM 3TOr0 «TalaHT/INBOro Hapoga» N B KaKkoM

KOHKPETHOM UCTOPNYECKOM KOHTEKCTE OHW HEe CMOI/IN PaCKpPbITb CBOU TanaHThI.

23MMepec n Jlntrenn 1998: 79-80.
24Pa3-KpakoTukuH 2000.
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When, in the very same interview, Peres’ attention was called to the fact that
Israel also values land as a precious commodity and that all the different govern-
ments have in fact supported the settler movement, his brief response was that
the settlers were also in the wrong. He then immediately returned to talking about
Palestinian history, which he explained as being separate from the Israeli-Zion-
ist one.”® Regardless of in what form Peres may express criticism of the Jewish
settler movement, for him it always falls under the category of the “holy history”
of Zionism, and as such cannot have any contact points with the history of the
Palestinians.

In the Peres quote cited above, orientalist tendencies are palpable. A key
feature of this attitude is the paternalistic stance towards the Palestinians. In
a seemingly benevolent tone that strikes one as colonialist, they are ascribed a
number of positive traits. They are called “a talented people” who “under the
right circumstances” could have become “a modern people.” Even though they
“have several shortcomings” when it comes to a couple of things, they “are fast
learners.” They are described as “ingenious” and as having the potential to “excel
in all walks of life.” If only it wasn’t for the one obstacle to all of this, namely the
lacking nation statehood.

After all, deliberates Peres, “if they were to come to normalcy,” they would
be able to live under the “normal” conditions of nation statehood. This is the
point where the train of thought on Palestinian history abruptly ends, because
it threatens to come into contact with the history of Israel. It is here that the con-
ciliatory language is aborted and the attempt to explain the lacking nation state-
hood of the Palestinians begins — completely detached from Israeli history, mind
you. What is created here is, in Raz-Krakotzkin’s words, a “distorted historical
picture.” By blocking out a rather important perspective of Palestinian history,
Peres falls into line with a historical understanding that yields only a fragmented
picture also with regard to one’s own history.?

After all, Peres explains the Palestinians’ lack of nation statehood as being
based exclusively on their “intrinsic traits”: First of all, they are a young nation as
“there never was a Palestinian people until very recently.” What remains unclear
is at what point in their history the Palestinians can actually be considered a
“people.” Peres rates the traditional way of life practiced by the Palestinians as
a “test of statehood.” But they are also described as being still consumed “by
violence and terror” and separated by “tribal and family divisions,” which are
“hard [...] to unite.” What is more, they are extremely sensitive when it comes to

25 Peres and Littell 1998: 80.
26 Raz-Krakotzkin 2000: 187.
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Korpaa B TOM e camoM nHTepBbto [Mepecy o6patnam BHUMaHMe Ha To, uTto M3pannb
TaKXe LeHWT 3eMJI0 Kak LieHHbI TOBap 1 YTO BCe MpaBUTeNbCTBA paKTUHeCcKn
NoAAePXNBaNN noceneH4yeckoe ABnxXeHmne, OH KpaTKo OTBETWJ, YTO NOCeNeHLbI TOXe
Henpasbl. 3aTeM OH HeMeJ/IeHHO BEPHY/ICA K Pa3roBopy O NanecTUHCKO NCTOpUK, KOTOPYHO,
no ero c/ioBaMm, c/ieflyeT paccMaTpmBaTh Kak OTAE/IbHYHO OT U3pansibCKo-
CUOHWNCTCKON.<sup>25</sup> He3aBnc1mo OT TOro, B Kakor popme MNepec BbipaxkaeT KPUTUKY
€BPericKoro NoceNeH4Yeckoro ABXeHNs, AN Hero oHa Bcerja nonajaeT B KaTeropumio
«CBSALLEHHOWN CTOPUM» CUOHM3Ma U, KaK TaKoBasi, He MOXeT MMeTb HUKaKNX Touek
COMpPUKOCHOBEHWS C UCTOPMER NanecTuHLEB.

B I'IpVIBE,qEHHOVI Bbille untate ﬂepeca OTYET/INBO MPOC/IEXNBAKOTCA OPNEHTANNCTCKNE TeHAEHUNN.
Kntouesoii l‘IepTOI‘/'I Takoro OTHOLWIEeHWA ABNAETCA NaTepHaincTckasa Nno3nuna no OTHOLWEHNIO K
nanectnHuam. B Kaxyuiemcs 6naroxenaTtenbHOM TOHe, KOTOprVI BOCMNPUHMNMaeETCA Kak KONOHWNANNCTCKUIA,
M NPUNNCLIBADTCA MHOTOUYNCNEHHbIE MONOXNTE/IbHbIE KayecTBa. VX Ha3bIBalOT «TaNaHTINBbIM
HapoA0M», KOTOprIZ «Mpun NpaBUAbHbIX 06CTOATENBbCTBAX» MO 6bl CTaTb «COBPEMEHHbBIM HapPOAOM». XoTsa y
HNX «€CTb HECKOJ/IbKO HEeAO0CTaTKOB» B HEKOTOPLIX oGnacmx, OHU «6bICTpO yyartca». Nx onnceiBatoT Kak
«306peTaTeNnbHbIX» 1 06/1a4atoLLMX NOTEHLMANOM «NpeycneTb BO BCex chepax Xn3Hm». ECn 6bl ToNbKo

He O4HO NpenATcTBME Ha NyTn KO BCEMY 3TOMY, 8 MUMEHHO OTCyTCTBME HauMoHanbHoM rocyfapcTBeHHOCTW.

B KOHLIe KOHLOB, paccyxaaeT lNepec, «ecin 6bl OHY BEPHYNNCE K HOPMabHOW
XM3HWU», OHN CMOFAN 6bl XNUTb B «<HOPMaJibHbIX» YCI0BUAX HALMOHabHOro
rocysapcrsa. /IMeHHO 34ecb X0/ MbIC/eli 0 ManecTUHCKOM NCTOPUM Pe3Ko 06pbIBaETCS,
MOCKOJ/IbKY OH FPO3UT COMPUKOCHYTLCA C ncTopuei M3panns. 34ecs npepbiBaeTcs
NPUMUPUTENBHbBI A3bIK M HAUNHAETCS NOMbITKa 06 bACHUTL OTCYTCTBUE
HaUMOHaIbHOrO rocyapcTBa Yy najaecTuHLEB - COBEPLUEHHO OTOPBaHHas, 3aMeTbTe, OT
n3pannbCKon uctopuu. B pesynbraTte, No cnosam Pa3-KpakoTuKMHa, co3gaeTcs
«MCKaXeHHast NCTopmnyeckas KapTnHa». biokmpys 40BONLHO BaXKHYHO NepcnekTnsy
NanecTUHCKoOn ncropuu, Mepec ciegyeT UCTOPUYECKOMY MOHVMMAaHMIO, KOTOPOe JaeT
b dparMeHTapHy KapTUHY 1 B OTHOLLIEHWM COBCTBEHHOWN UCTOPUK.26

B KOHLIe KOHL0B, ﬂepec 06bACHAET OTCYTCTBUE Yy NanecTnHuUeB HauMoHanbHOro
rocyapcTBa NCKAKYNTENIBHO NX «BHYTPEHHUMW YepTaMun»: BO-NEPBLIX, 3TO MON0AAst HaUus,
NOCKO/IbKY «NanecTHCKOro Hapoja He CyLiecTBoBasio 40 HeAaBHEro BpeMeHU». OcTtaeTtcs
HEesICHbIM, Ha KaKoM 3Tane cBoeli NCcToprn nanecTuHUeB MOXXHO CHUTATb «HapPOAOM». I'Iepec
oueHunBaeT Tpa,D,VILLVIOHHbIVI 06pa3 XKU3HW NanecTnHUEB KakK «MPOBEPKY Ha
rocyapCTBEHHOCTb». Ho nx Takxe OnmncbIBaKOT Kak BCe eLLe «NOorpAsWmMX B HaCUNn n
Teppope» N pasjgeneHHbIX «nneMeHHbIMU U CEMENHbIMM pasHornacnaMmn», Kotopble «TpyaHO

[...] 06BbeAVHUTE». BOslee TOro, OHY KpaiHe YyBCTBUTENbHbI, KOrAa Ae/10 KacaeTcst

25Mepec n lnttenn 1998: 80.
26Pa3-KpakoTukumH 2000: 187.
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“respect and honor” and “very sensitive to their self-respect.” It is of particular
significance here that Peres reduces the question of territory, mentioned at the
end of the passage, to merely “having land.”

Of all things, Peres chooses to take out of context in a rather baffling manner
the very territory that has been at the center of the hundred-year-long conflict.
He labels the desire to own land a specifically Palestinian problem, denounc-
ing it as an anachronistic intrinsic trait. By doing this he not only omits the very
thing that connects the two histories, but he uses the reference to the special rela-
tionship of the Palestinians to the contested land to corroborate his assumption
that the Palestinian people live in a pre-modern age. What they “haven’t grasped
yet” is that we live in “an age in which science is more important than land.”
Because “having land is their highest priority,” Palestinians are still trapped in
an allegedly backward state.

A rather remarkable feature of this text from 1996 is the separate understand-
ing of history and, explicit therein, the rejection of any responsibility for the fate
of the Palestinians on the part of Zionism. The “traits” of the Palestinian people
that are listed here and that supposedly represent the sole defining factors of
their destiny are conceived entirely independently of Israeli history, which is also
why they seemingly cannot pose any risk to its continuation.

Even at the end of 1996, a politician of many years from the midst of Israeli
society does nothing less here than blatantly contend that Israel has virtually
no share in the current situation of the Palestinians, so that it really is “none of
its concern.” But how is it possible to profess such a casual lack of concern in
view of the Zionist-Arab confrontation over Palestine/Eretz Israel? Are the Pales-
tinian people the unadmitted archenemy of Zionist Israel? Or are they a defeated
or smashed enemy here, one that is very unlikely to endanger Israel’s existence?

Since its initial founding, Israel has been looking at the “Arab enemy” and the
Arab-Israeli conflict within two contexts. On the one hand, it is perceived in
the domestic-local, Palestinian context; hence as the old Arab question. On the
other hand, the larger context of a regional pan-Arab-Israeli conflict is invoked.
Although Israel does not see these two conflict spheres as completely separate
— after all, the “Arabs of Eretz Israel” are considered a part of the “Arab world”
—, the danger that is emanating for Zionist Israel from these two conflict spheres
has been respectively viewed and evaluated in quite a different manner over the
course of the Arab-Israeli and the Israeli-Palestinian conflicts.

All in all, this phenomenon can be outlined as follows: In the first three
decades it was primarily the “Arab world” or Arab nationalism that was cast as
the dangerous enemy by Israel. The unification of the Arab armies with the goal
of “annihilating the Zionist project” posed the greatest challenge to the coun-
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«YBaXeHue 1 YeCTb» U «0YeHb HyTKME K CBOEMY CaMOYBaXXeHUH». 3A6Cb
0cobeHHO BaXHO, 4UTO I'Iepec CBOAUT BONPOC O TeppuUtTopmnn, yI'IOMﬂHyTbIIz B KOHLe
OTPbIBKa, K NPOCTOMY «Ha/IMYUNIO 3eMNIN».

Mepec, Kak HW CTPAHHO, BbIpbIBaeT N3 KOHTEKCTa MMEHHO Ty TEPPUTOPUIO, KOTOpas
HaxoAMTCs B LeHTpe cToneTHero KoHdAnkTa. OH Ha3biBaeT CTpeM/ieHne K BAaAeHUIo
3emneri cneunduryeckn nNanecTUHCKOM NPo61eMoi, OCyXXAas ero Kak aHaxpoHUYHY,
HeoTbemieMyto YepTy. TakuMm 06pasoM, OH He TO/IbKO YrycKaeT U3 BUAY TO, YTO
CBA3bIBAET fBe NCTOPUI, HO N UCMONb3YeT OTCbIIKY K 0COObIM OTHOLLEHUSAM
nanecTHLEB CO CMOPHON 3eM/ieli, YTobbl NOATBEPAUTL CBOE MPeAMnoIoXeHMe O TOM,
UTO MaNecTUHCKNA HapOA XNBET B ,OCOBPEMEHHYIO 3MOXYy. OHU «eLLe He MOHANNY, YTO
Mbl XXVMBEM B «3M0XY, B KOTOPOW Hayka BaXHee 3eM/n». [0CKONbKY «BlajeHne 3emel
ABNSAETCA ANA HNX HAUBbICLLMM MPYOPUTETOM», NaNeCTUHLbI NO-NpeXHeMy HaxoAATca
B IKO6bI OTCTaNIOM rocyjapcrae.

MNMpumeyaTenbHOM 0C06eHHOCTLIO 3Toro Tekcta 1996 roga asnseTcs o6ocobneHHoe
MOHMMaHNe NCTOPUM 1, B HEM SIBHO BblpaXXeHHOE, OTPULLAHKE KaKoi-11M60 OTBETCTBEHHOCTU
CMOHM3Ma 3a CyAbby NanectTuHLes. MNepeyncneHHble 34ecb «4epTbl» NanecTUHCKOro Hapoaa,
KOTOpbIe, MPeANONOXNTENBbHO, ABASIOTCA e ANHCTBEHHBLIMY ONpPeAensoLwmnMn pakTopamm ero
CyAbbbl, paccMaTPMBAaOTCA COBEPLUEHHO HE3aBUCMMO OT M3PanibCKOM NCTOPUN, 1 UMEHHO
Mo3TOMY OHU, MO-BUAVMOMY, HE MOTYT NPeACTaBsATb HNKAKOV Yrpo3bl A/l ee MPOAOIDKEHNS.

[Jaxe B KoHLe 1996 roga NOANTUK C MHOTONIETHMM CTaXeM, BbIXOAEL, U3 N3PanbCKoro
061LlecTBa, OTKPbLITO 3aABASET, YTO M3panib NpakTUYeCcKn He MeeT OTHOLLEHMS K HbIHEeLLIHeMy
MOJIOXEHMIO ManecTUHLEB, 1 YTO 3TO AeCTBUTENbHO «He ero KacaeTcsi». Ho kak MOXHO 3asiBAsSTb O
TakoM paBHOAYLLIHOM 6e3pasnyumnu, yunTbiBasi CUOHUCTCKO-apabCKunii KOHGANKT BOKPYr
MNanectuHbI? 3pey M3panbSBRAIOTCA N NaNecTUHCKNE HapOoAbl 3aKATLIMU BParammy CMOHUCTCKOro
M3pauns, nycTb 1 He Npy3HaBaeMbIMU? Vnn ke OHV — NOGEXAEHHBIV UV COKPYLLIEHHBIV Bpar,

KOTOPBbIVi BPsig N CMOXET MOCTaBUTL MOJ Yrposy CylLiiecTBoBaHMe M3panns?

C MOMeHTa CBOero ocHoBaHUs M3paunnb paccmaTpusaeT «apabekoro Bpara» 1 apabo-m3panibekuii
KOHGNUKT B ABYX KOHTEKCTaX. C OAHOM CTOPOHbI, OH BOCMIPUHUMAETCS BO BHYTPUMOANTUYECKOM,
nanecTMHCKOM KOHTEKCTe, TO eCTb KaK CTapblii apabckuii Borpoc. C Apyroil CTOPOHBI,
paccmaTprBaeTcs 60/1ee LMPOKNIA KOHTEKCT PErvMoHaibHOro naHapabo-n3panibCkoro KOHGANKTA.
XoTsi i3pan/ib He paccMaTpuBaeT 3Tu ABe chepbl KOHGANKTA Kak MOHOCTBIO pa3Ae/ieHHbIE.
- B KOHLe KOHLOB, «apabbi»3Ipey M3pan/ib«OHN CUNTAIOTCS YaCTbHo «apabCckoro Mupa»»
- OI'IaCHOCTb, ncxogatlasa ana CMOHNCTCKOro I/I3pa|/|nﬂ N3 3TUX ABYX cd)ep
KOHd)ﬂI/IKTa, paccMaTpuBanacb " oueHrBanacb COBEPLUEHHO NO-pa3HOMY B Xoje
apa60-|/|3pa|/|anKoro N N3pannbCKo-nanecTmHCKoro KOH¢HMKTOB.

B uenom, 3o ABNEHME MOXHO ONMCaThb CiegytoLM obpasoM: B NepBble Tpu
fecaTnnetuns Vispannb B NepByto ouepesb NPeACTaB/sa OnacHbIM BParom «apabckuii Mnp»
AN apabeknii HaumoHanm3M. ObbegrHeHVe apabCckX apMUIA C Lebio «YHNUYTOXEH S

CYOHWCTCKOrO NPOeKTa» NPeACTaBsao co60oi HaMBoNbLLYH Yrpo3y ANs CTPaHbI.
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try’s security-political leadership. Historic examples for this danger are the first
Arab-Israeli War of 1948, Arab nationalism of the 1950s and 1960s under the
leadership of Egyptian president Gamal Abdel Nasser (1918-1970), and the Egyp-
tian-Syrian attack on the Jewish Day of Atonement Yom Kippur in 1973.

In this period, the problem of the “Arabs of Eretz Israel” more or less receded
into the background. After all, following Israel’s victory of 1948 with its demo-
graphic and geopolitical significance for Zionism, it initially appeared as if the
Palestinians would be controllable by military means. This became even more the
case when another territorial victory over the Palestinians followed in 1967. Thus,
from the security-political perspective, up until the late 1970s Israel’s attention
was drawn to the larger regional conflict with the world of Arab states.

Only in the course of the 1980s, as the tensions of the regional conflict
decreased to a more reasonable degree as a result of the Israeli-Egyptian peace
treaty of 1979, did the old Arab question inevitably shift back into the focus of
Israeli politics in the form of the Palestinian question. And due to the following
chain of events, namely the failure to achieve an autonomy for the Palestinians
according to the Camp David Accord of 1979, followed by Israel’s fight against
the PLO in Lebanon in 1982 with the exact goal of obstructing the realization of
this very same autonomy, among other things, followed by the First Palestinian
Intifada against the Israeli occupation of Palestinian territories (1987-1992), the
ensuing 1990s peace process with the Palestinians and its ongoing failure, and
finally the outbreak of the Second Intifada (2000-2004), it continues to dominate
Israeli security policy to this day.

As such, the Palestinian question inevitably made its way into the politics
and collective consciousness of Israel, increasingly becoming the weak point
of Zionist Israel. At the very latest since 2000, following the ultimate failure of
the only attempt from 1993 to 2000 to solve the Palestinian question by political
means, it has proven to be an unsolvable problem for Israel.

The term “Palestinian question” is true to the Israeli understanding of this
question actually being about Palestine, since Eretz Israel represents a territo-
rial unit for Zionist Israel, the basis of the Zionist project. The “Judaization” of
the country was and remains a basic principle of Israeli politics, before and after
1967. This is why, according to the official Israeli reading, Palestinians are not
understood to be a national collective but rather individuals who have different
statuses under Israeli supremacy. The Zionist-Israeli term of the “Arabs of Eretz
Israel” (referring to the inhabitants of Palestine up to the establishment of the
state, as well as to the naturalized Palestinians of Israel after 1948) has an exem-
plary significance here. The next section explores how the Israeli perspective on
the “internal enemies” has developed over the course of the years.
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be3sonacHocTb U nonnTUyeckoe PYKOBOACTBO CTpPaHbI. VICTOpI/IL{ecKI/IMI/I npumMmepamun 3TOW onacHoCTN
ABNSIOTCSA NepBast apabo-nspannbekas BoviHa 1948 roga, apabekmin HaumoHannsm 1950-x 1 1960-x rogos
noJ, pyKoBOACTBOM ervneTckoro npesungeHta Famans Abaenb Haccepa (1918-1970) n ernneTtcko-cvpuiickoe
HanageHue Ha espelicknii [leHb nckynnenus. Mom Kunmyps 1973 rogy.

B 3TOT Nnepurog Bo3HMKNa NpobnemMa «apaboBx».3pey H3pan/is«B Lenom oToLuia Ha BTOPOIA
nnaH. B koHUe KOHL0B, nocsie nobegbl M3pannsa B 1948 rogy, nmesLueli gemorpaduryeckoe n
reonoanTUYeckoe 3HayYeHve 41t CUOHM3Ma, NepBoHaYanbHO Ka3anoch, YTO NanecT1HLEB MOXHO
KOHTPO/MPOBaTh BOEHHbLIMM CPeACTBaMU. ITO CTaNo eLle 60/1ee 04YeBUAHBLIM MOC/E eLLe OAHOIA
TeppuTopuansHoli nobesbl Hag nanectvHUamm B 1967 rogy. Takmm 06pa3oM, C TOUKM 3peHnst
6e30MacHOCTM 1 MONNTUKK, A0 KOHLA 1970-X rogoB BHUMaHWe M3panns 6bi10 COCpeAoTO4eHO Ha
60n1ee MacLITabHOM pernoHanbHOM KOHGNKTE C apabCkMM rocyAapcTBaMm.

Nnwe B 1980-X rogax, Korga Hanps>KeHHOCTb PernMoHanbHOro KOHGMKTa CHU3MAACh 40
6onee pasyMHOro ypoBHS B pe3yfibTaTe U3pauibCKo-ermneTckoro MmpHoro gorosopa 1979
roga, ctapblii apabckmii BONPOC HeM36eXHO BHOBb OKasascs B LieHTpe BHYMaHWA
N3pannbCKoi NONNTUKN B popMe NanecTUHCKOro Bomnpoca. M B pesynbTaTte nociesytoLleit
LLenoYKkm cobbITUIA, @ UMEHHO: NMpoBasna B AOCTUXEHUW aBTOHOMUY /19 NanecTUHLEB B
cooTBeTCcTBMU € Kamn-A3suacknumm cornaweHmnamm 1979 roga, nocnegytoweli 6opbobl
M3panns npotus OOIM B J/lInBaHe B 1982 rogy c Lenbio BOCNPenATCTBOBaTbL peann3auum 3Toln
CcamMoli aBTOHOMMY, a Take MNepBo NanecTUHCKON NHTUdaZbl MPOTUB N3PanAbCKOM
OKKYMaummy NanecTuHCKX Tepputopuii (1987-1992), nocneaytoLLiero MMpHOro npowecca ¢
nanectnHuamm B 1990-x rogax 1 ero NpoAosKatoLerocsi Nposana, v, HakoHew, Havana
Bropoii nHTndaael (2000-2004), oH NpoAomKaeT AOMUHMPOBAaTL B U3PanIbCKOA NONNTUKE
6€30MacHOCTM MO Celi AeHb.

TaknM 06pa3oM, NanecTUHCKUIA BONPOC HEM36EXHO NPOHWK B MOAUTUKY 1
KONNeKTUBHOE CO3HaHMe M3panns, Bce 60/bLuUe CTaHOBSACL CN1abbiM 3BEHOM CMOHUCTCKOro
M3pawnns. Mo meHbLel mepe, ¢ 2000 roga, Noc/se OKOHYaTe/IbHOro NpoBana eANHCTBEHHOM
MOMbITKN PeLlnTb NanecTUHCKNIA BOMPOC MOINTUYECKMUY cpeacTBaMuy B nepuog ¢ 1993 no
2000 roa, oH okasancs HepaspeLuvMori npobnemoit ans N3panns.

TepMUH «nNanecTUHCKNIA BONPOC» COOTBETCTBYET U3PanibCKOMY NOHVMAHWIO TOrO, YTO 3TOT BOMPOC
Ha camoMm Jiene KacaeTcs ManecTuHbl, NOCKONbKY Ipey VM3panisnpeAcTaBaseT coboi TeppuTopransHyo
eanHnuy Ana CNOHUCTCKOro l/I3pa|/u1ﬂ, OCHOBY CMOHMCTCKOro npoekTa. <<V|yAaVI3aLWIFI>> CTpaHbI 6bina n
0CTaeTcd OCHOBHbIM MPUHUMNOM VI3paI/I}1bCKOI7| NoNTUKKM A0 1 nocne 1967 roaa. imeHHO nosTomy,
cornacHo O¢I/IL|,VIaﬂbHOI7I I/I3paVIﬂbCKOl7I nHTEpNpeTaunn, nanecTMHUbl NOHNMAatoTCA He Kak HaLlMOHaﬂbeII‘/I
KONNeKTWMB, a Kak oTAe/IbHble TMYHOCTK, UMeroL e paBHbIIZ CTaTyC NoA n3panibCknmM rocnoiCcTeoM.
CUOHUCTCKO-U3PanbCKN TepMUH «apabbl» 3pey M3panisdpasa «BHYTPeHHMe Bparu» (MMeeTcs B BUAY
HaceneHwve anecTnHbl A0 CO3JaHUA rocyaapcTBa, a Takxke HaTypann3oBaHHbIe NanecTuHLbl, noayymnseLllmne
rpaxaaHcteo N3pawns nocie 1948 roga) 34eck MeeT rnokasartenbHoe 3HaveHue. B cnegytollem pasgene
paccMmaTprBaeTCs, Kak pa3BmBanachb n3panibCkasa TOYKa 3peHNa Ha «BHYTPEHHUX BParoB» Ha NMPOTAXeHUN

MHOrux ner.
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Israel and the “Palestinian Question”

In 1948, the Zionist movement succeeded in dramatically shifting the geopolit-
ical and demographical relationship between the two collectives in Palestine
through war. This was a significant step along the path to realizing the Zionist
goal of a Jewish state in Eretz Israel. After all, during the British mandatory period
(1917-1947) and up to the first Arab-Israeli armed encounter (1948), roughly
half a century after the First Zionist Congress (1897), the Zionist movement had
managed to acquire little more than six percent of Palestine’s land area, mainly
by means of land acquisition.”

Then, in the course of the war of 1948, the Israeli armed forces occupied
seventy-eight percent of the total territory, and in the armistice talks of 1949
in Rhodes between Israel and the neighboring states involved in the war the
so-called armistice borders were determined. The remaining twenty-two percent
of the land area passed to Jordan (West Bank) and Egypt (Gaza Strip), before they
were finally captured by Israel in the Six-Day War. It should be pointed out here
that the UN Resolution 181 of November 29, 1947 actually stipulated a division
of Palestine in which fifty-five percent of the land was allotted to the Jewish and
forty-five percent to the Arab state.

Apart from this geopolitical shift, 1948 also saw a demographic one in the
relationship between Jews and Palestinians. During British rule, the Jewish share
in Palestine’s population increased from ten percent in 1900, sixteen percent in
1929, i.e., 156,000, to a third of the total population in 1947, amounting to about
two million people.?® The most drastic demographic transformation took place
during the war of 1948-1949 when approximately 750,000 Palestinians left the
territory on which the State of Israel would finally be created in a mass exodus,
and as a massive Jewish immigration from European and Arab states occurred
before and after the founding of Israel.

While approximately 160,000 Palestinians remained in the heartland of
Israel, a majority of the refugees found refuge in the former mandated territory
of Palestine; that is, in the Gaza Strip that was occupied by Egypt and in the
West Bank controlled by Jordan. Accordingly, 1.4 million Jews and approximately
1.2 million Palestinians were living throughout the entire territory of Palestine
in 1952.%° Over the course of the Six-Day War another exodus of approximately
200,000 Palestinians from the West Bank into Jordan took place. So in 1967 an

27 Wasserstein 2003: 45.
28 Ibid. 12, 18, 26.
29 Ibid. 26.
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M3pannb U «nanecTUHCKU BOoNpoc»

B 1948 rogy CMOHUCTCKOMY ABUXEHWIO YAAN0Ch KapAMHaNAbHO U3MEHUTb reonointnyeckmne n
AemMorpaduryeckme OTHOLLEHNS MeXAY ABYMSA rpynnamun HaceneHus B ManectnHe NocpescTBOM
BOVIHbI. OTO CTa/I0 BaXKHbIM LLIArOM Ha MyTW K peann3aumm CUOHNCTCKOM Liein CO3AaHnsA eBpelickoro
rocysapctsa B NanectnHe.3pey M3pan/ibB KOHLEe KOHLIOB, B Neprog 6putaHckoro maHgata (1917-
1947) n f0 nepBoOro apabo-n3pannbLCKOro BOOPY>KEHHOro CTONKHOBeH WS (1948), npumepHo vepes
nosnseka nocsne [epBoro CMOHNCTCKOro KoHrpecca (1897), CMOHNCTCKOMY ABUXEHNIO Yanoch
nprobpecT HeMHOrMM 60o1ee LeCTV NPOLLEeHTOB TeppuUTOpUN MNanecTrHbl, rasHbIM 06pasomM
nyTem 3axBaTa 3eMe/b.<sup>27</sup>

3aTeM, B Xo/e BOViHbI 1948 rosa, n3panibCckme BOOPYXXeHHbIe CU/bl OKKYMVPOBaau CeMbAecaT
BOCEMb MPOLEHTOB BCeil TeppuUTOpUK, a Ha Neperosopax o nepemupun 1949 roga Ha Pogoce
mMexay Vispavnem n cocejHUMM rocyaapcTBaMu, y4acTBOBaBLUMMY B BOVHE, 6binn onpejesneHbl Tak
HasblBaeMble rpaHuLbl nepemmpus. Octaslunecs ABajLaTh ABa NpoLeHTa TeppmuTopun nepeLunn K
VopaaHun (3anagHelli 6eper) n ErvnTy (cektop Masa), npexae Yem oHU 6bl1M OKOHYATENbHO
3axBayeHbl Vi3pavnem B LLlecTngHeBHOM BoiHe. CnegyeT OTMeTUTb, YTo pe3sosntoums OOH Ne 181 ot
29 HoAbpst 1947 ropa dakTnyeckn npegycmatpusana pasgen ManectHbl, B COOTBETCTBUM C
KOTOPbIM MATBAECAT NSATb NPOLEHTOB TEPPUTOPUM BbIN0 OTBEAEHO €BPENCKOMY roCyAapcTBy U
COPOK NATb NMPOLEHTOB — apabckoMy rocyAapcTBy.

MoMMMO 3TOro reonoAnTNYecKoro casura, 1948 rog o3HameHOBaNCA Takxe AeMOrpad)W—leCKVIMI/I
N3MEeHEeHNAMU B OTHOLLEHUAX MeXAy eBpesAMU 1 nanectmHuamun. Bo BpemMs 6pVITaHCKOFO npasneHnsa A0/ eBpeeB B
HaceneHun ManecTuHbl yBeanymnnace ¢ gecatu npoueHTos B 1900 roay, LiecTtHaauaTv npoueHTos B 1929 rogy, To
ecTb € 156 000 4enoBek, A0 TPETH OT 06LLEli YNCIEHHOCTW HaceneHusi B 1947 rogy, U4To COCTaBWIO OKOJO ABYX
MWUINIVOHOB YesoBek.<sup>28</sup> Hanbonee paavikanbHble gemMorpapryecke N3MeHeHNs NPoV3OoLN BO Bpems
BOWHbI 1948-1949 rogos, Korga okono 750 000 nanecTVHLUEeB MOKUHYN TePPUTOPUIO, Ha KOTOPO B KOHEYHOM UTore
6b110 co3zaHO FOCyAapCTBO Vlapamnb, B pe3ynbTaTe MacCoOBOro 1Mcxoja, a Takxe B CBA3U C MaccoBoli eBpeVICKOVI

MMMUrpaLmeil N3 eBponencknx 1 apabckmx rocyAapcTs, kKoTopas NponcxoAmaa Ao 1 nocie ocHoBaHUA M3panns.

B To Bpems kak okono 160 000 nanecTnHLEB o0CTaBannCcb B camoM cepaue M3panns,
60/1bLUMHCTBO 6exeHLEeB HaLLv yoexuLle Ha bbiBLULel NogMaHAaTHON TeppuTopun
ManecTuHebI, TO ecTb B cekTope a3a, okKynupoBaHHOM ErvnTom, n Ha 3anagHom bepery,
KOHTponupyemom VopgaHueri. CooTBeTCTBEHHO, B 1952 rogy Ha BCeli TeppuTopmmn
ManecTuHbl Npoxuneano 1,4 MUINMOHa eBpees 1 0KoJIo 1,2 MUANMOHA NanecTnHues.29 B
xoge LectnaHeBHON BOVHbI MpoM30LLUen eLle OANH UCXo4 npruMepHo 200 000 nanecTuHLEB C

3anagHoro 6epera B MlopaaHuto. Taknum obpasom, B 1967 rogy

27BaccepLuTeiiH 2003: 45. 28
Tam xe, cTp. 12, 18, 26. 29Tam
xe. 26.
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overall number of 1.2 million Palestinians remained in the territories now occu-
pied by Israel, with Jews making up two-thirds of the total population. In 2003,
3.3 million Palestinians were living in the occupied territories and 1.3 million
Israeli Palestinians were settled in the heartland of Israel, while the number of
Jews rose to 5.1 million.?° As of 2015, 6.4 million Jews and 2.0 million naturalized
and over 4.0 million non-naturalized Palestinians are living in the territory of
Eretz Israel/Palestine.>!

And so the Palestinian question is something that Israel constantly has to
deal with, even as its Political Zionism has been realized. By pursuing the Zionist
goal of nationalizing the Jewish people by means of land seizures and Jewish
settlements, Israel since its very founding has been pursuing a policy of de-na-
tionalization and fragmentation of Palestinians. Already shortly after the war of
1948, a Palestinian state in accordance with the UN Partition Resolution 181 of
1947 became a taboo topic. Accordingly, in 1949 Israel was confronted in the main
by three distinct groups of Palestinians: refugees, returnees — called “intruders”
in Israeli jargon — and Palestinians who had remained in the country after 1948
and were naturalized by Israel in 1949.

From its very beginning, Israel’s policy has been determined by three factors:
the goal of a Jewish state, the claim of representing a democratic political system,
and the intention of coming to grips with the permanently simmering Arab-Is-
raeli conflict.?? The state’s Jewish character is fostered by population-political
means through a prohibition of return for the Palestinian refugees while at the
same time supporting Jewish immigration. In July 1950, the Knesset enacted the
“Law of Return.” In its first paragraph, the new state grants every Jewish person
the right to an Israeli citizenship.®® In parallel, a legally institutionalized, insid-
ious expropriation of Palestinians who have either fled or stayed is pursued.
Besides this, the educational system of those Palestinians who have remained in
the country is controlled as an instrument for excluding them from all centers of
power; that is, for marginalizing them politically and economically.*

The legal basis for confiscating Palestinian land and property after the
establishment of the state is based on a series of Israeli laws. According to “The
Law of Fallow Land” of 1948, land that has not been cultivated for over a year

30 Ibid. 27.

31 http://www.ynet.co.il/articles/0,7340,L-4066153,00.html.

32 Ozacky-Lazar 1998: 349.

33 http://www.knesset.gov.il/laws/special/heb/chok_hashvut.htm.
34 Ozacky-Lazar 1998: 356—357; Golan 1995: 403—-440.

35 Ozacky-Lazar 1998: 349-350; Cohen 2006.
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B 06LLieli CNOXHOCTY Ha OKKYNMPOBaHHbIX Vi3paviem Tepputopusx octaBanock 1,2 MUAAMOHa
nanecTUHLUEB, NprMyem eBpen COCTaBNANN ABe TPeTW OT 06LLeil YNCNeHHOCTH HaceneHus. B 2003 rogy Ha
OKKYMMPOBAHHbIX TEPPUTOPUAX NPOXIMBAN0 3,3 MUNIMOHA NanecTUHLEB, a B LieHTpanbHou Yactu N3panna
— 1,3 MUANNOHA N3panNbCKUX NaNecTUHLEB, B TO BPeMs Kak Y1C10 eBpeeB BO3poC1o 40 5,1 MunanoHa.30
Mo cocToaHuto Ha 2015 rog Ha TeppuTopun N3panna npoxusano 6,4 MUAIVOHa eBpees, 2 MUAIMOHA
HaTypanmn3oBaHHbIX 1 60o/1ee 4 MUNMOHOB HeHaTyPaNn30BaHHbIX NanecTuHLUEeB. Spey U3paun/is/
ManectnHa.31

Takum 06pa3om, NanecTUHCKNIA Bonpoc — 3TO TO, € YeM V3pannto NOCTOAHHO NPUXOANTCA
VMeTb JieN10, laxe HeCMOTPSA Ha TO, UTO ero MOUTUYECKUIA CMOHM3M YXe peannsosaH. MNpecnesys
CMOHUCTCKYHO Liefib HaLMOoHann3aLmm eBpenckoro Haposa nocpeAcTBOM 3axBaTta 3emesb 1
CO3/AaHVs €BPECKNX NoceneHunit, Mi3panib C Camoro CBOero 0CHOBaHUA NPOBOAUT MONTUKY
AeHaunoHanM3aummn n pparmeHTaLmm nNanecTUHLEB. Yxe BCKope nocne BoiHbl 1948 roga
nanecTMHCKoe rocyapcTBo B COOTBETCTBUM C pe3ontoumeri OOH Ne 181 ot 1947 roga ctano
TabympoBaHHol Temori. CooTBeTCTBEHHO, B 1949 roay M3pannb CTONAKHYACSA rnaBHbIM 06pa3oM ¢
Tpems pasnnYHbIMK rpynnaMm nanecTuHLes: 6exeHLaMun, BepPHYBLUMMUCA — KOTOPbIX B
V3PanibCKOM XaproHe Ha3blBaloT «3axBaTunKaMm» — 1 NanecTuHLUaMu, oCTaBLUNMNCA B CTPaHe
nocne 1948 roga 1 NOAYYMBLUMMU U3PanabCKoe rpaxAaHCcTBo B 1949 rogy.

C camoro Havana noauTrKa Mispauns onpegensnack TpeMs GakTopamu: Liesibio Co3aHns
eBpecKoro rocyAapcTea, yTBepXaeHnem o ToM, UTo M3paunb npejctaBisieT cobor
AEMOKPaTUYECKYH0 MONNTUYECKYIO CUCTEMY, N HAMEPEHVEM YPeryinpoBaTh NOCTOAHHO TN
apabo-mn3pannbcknii KoHGANKT.32 EBperickmnii xapakTep rocyaapcrsa nojaepxmnsaercs
Aemorpadunyeckn-noanTUYeCcKUMmN cpeacTsammn NoCpPeCTBOM 3arnpeTa Ha BO3BpaLleHne
nanecTMHCKNX 6exeHLEB 1 O4HOBPEMEHHOI NoAAep>KKN eBpelickoil uMMurpaumn. B none 1950
rogakHeccetobln NPUHAT «3aKOH O BO3BpaLLeHW». B nepBoM ab3aLie HOBOro rocyAapcTBa Kaxaomy
eBpero NpeAoCcTaBseTCs MPaBo Ha U3panibCKoe rpaxaaHcTso.33 MNapannenbHo ocyLLecTBAseTCs
IOPUANYECKM 3aKperieHHas, KoBapHas 3KCMponpuaLmns nanecTuHLes, KoTopble 160 6exanu,
6o octannck.34 Kpome Toro, cnctema obpasoBaHns Tex NanecTuHLEB, KOTOpble OCTaAnCh B
CTpaHe, KOHTPONMPYETCSA KakK MHCTPYMEHT UCK/IOUYEHNA X U3 BCEX LIEHTPOB BAACTU; TO eCTb, AN UX
NONNTNYECKON 1 SKOHOMUYECKOV MapruHannsaumn.35

npaBOBaﬂ OCHOBa 4na KOHq)I/ICKaLU/II/I NanecTMHCKNX 3emMesib 1 MMyLLecTBa nocne co3jaHusa
rocyAapctsa 6asvipyeTcsa Ha paje M3panibCkmx 3aKoHoB. CornacHo «3akoHy 0 HeobpaboTaHHbIX 3eMAX»

1948 roga, NoA Heo6paboTaHHBIMMN 3eMISIMM NMOHUMAETCS 3eM/Isi, KOTOpasi He o6pabaTbiBanack 6onee roga.

30Tam xe, 27.

31http://www.ynet.co.il/articles/0,7340,L-4066153,00.html. 32
Osauku-Slasap 1998: 349.
33http://www.knesset.gov.il/laws/special/heb/chok_hashvut.htm. 34
O3akun-flazap 1998: 356-357; NonaHbl 1995: 403-440. 3503aLkun-/1a3ap
1998: 349-350; KoaH 2006.
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is transferred to the Ministry of Agriculture in order to guarantee its proper use.
According to the “Absentees Property Law” issued in 1950, the entire property
of Palestinian refugees (who are referred to as “absentees” here) is assigned to
a state custodian. The category of “absentees” includes all people who have left
their house or land since the beginning of the war on November 29, 1947, and
comprises Palestinian refugees living outside as well as inside (so-called “present
absentees”) Israeli state territory.

The “Land Acquisitions Law” of 1953 regulates the lawful transfer of the
confiscated land into state ownership, including the land of those Palestinian
citizens of Israel who have been declared “present-absent,” wherein their legal
claims to compensation are also specified in that law. Above all, the still appli-
cable emergency laws give Israeli authorities considerable leeway when it comes
to declaring particular areas “protected” and confiscating them for “security
reasons.”

Israel’s claim of being a democratic state entailed that Palestinians living on
Israeli state territory should receive Israeli citizenship as well as voting, social
and educational rights.>® And shortly after the fighting ceased in 1949 Israel did
naturalize approximately 160,000 Palestinians. This was done in connection with
the new state’s admission to the United Nations on May 11, 1949. Nevertheless,
these “Israeli Arabs™ as they are called in Israeli jargon were subjected to a strict
military government that was only lifted in December 1966.

Its primary purpose was, for one thing, to secure access to the country’s
resources for the Zionist project, and, for another, to ensure the political-social
control of the Palestinian population. The goal was to prevent any cooperation
between Israeli Arabs and the neighboring Arab states,?” with the military gov-
ernment being authorized to administrate the territories inhabited by the Pales-
tinians in the heartland of Israel. This included, among other things, the issuing
of work, building and entry permits. Another objective was to limit the freedom
of movement as well as the settlement possibilities available to the Palestinians
within the country. Moreover, the military government enforced a curfew of nine
p.m.

Initially, the legal basis for the military government was provided by emer-
gency and defense decrees (“Defence Regulations Emergency”) of the British
mandate administration of 1945, being adopted first by the provisional and later
by the elected Israeli governments. According to these laws, the military, autho-
rized by the minister of defense, may exert legislative, judicial and executive

36 Ozacky-Lazar 1998: 361.
37 Ibid. 349-355.
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MMYyLLLeCTBO NepeaaeTcs B MUHUCTEPCTBO CeNbCKOro XO3AMCTBa AN obecneyeHst ero HaAnexallero
ncnonb3oBaHms. CornacHo «3akoHy 06 MMyLLLeCTBe OTCYTCTBYIOLUMX Ly, NpuHAToMy B 1950 roay, Bce
MMYLLEECTBO NaNnecTUHCKMX 6exeHLeB (Aanee MMeHyeMbIX «OTCyTCTBYHOLLMMMN») NepejaeTcs
rocyAapCcTBeHHOMY XxpaHuTento. K kateropum «oTCyTCTBYIOLLMX NL» OTHOCATCA BCE NIIOAM, MOKMHYBLUNE
CBOW A0OMa WM 3€M/IN C HaYana BOWMHbI 29 HOsI6psA 1947 roga, 1 BKAOYAOT NanecTUHCKNX bexeHLeB,
NPOXMBAaKLWMNX KaK 3a Npejenamu, Tak 1 BHYTPU (Tak Ha3blBaemble «MpUCYTCTBYIOLLME OTCYTCTBYOLLME»)
Tepputopun rocygapctea Mspavnb.

3akoH o npuobpeTteHnn 3emnun 1953 roga peryampyeT 3akoHHyo nepejayvy KOHGUCKOBAHHbIX
3emeslb B roCylapCTBEHHYH COBCTBEHHOCTb, BK/IOYAs 3eMAN NanecTUHCKMX rpaxaaH Mspanns,
06bSAB/EHHbIX «OTCYTCTBYHOLLUMMM», B OTHOLLEHUM KOTOPbIX TakxKe onpezenieHbl X 3aKOHHble npaBa
Ha KomneHcauuto. Mpexae Bcero, AeicTBytoLLMe 3aKOHbI O Ype3BbIYaiHOM MOOXEHUN
NpPesoCTaBAAOT N3PaUIBLCKM BNACTSIM 3HaUNTEbHYIO CBOBOAY AeNCTBUI B BONPOCax 06bsABNEHUS

OTAENbHbIX TEPPUTOPHUIL «OXPaHAEMBIMU» 1 NX KOHOUCKALMMN MO «CO06pakeHUsIM 6e30MacHOCTU.

3anBneHve M3panns o TOM, YTO OH ABNISETCA 4eMOKPaATUYECKUM rocyapcTBOM, NoApasyMeBasno, uto
nanecTrHLUbl, NPOXMBaKLiMe Ha TeppnTopun Vl3pa|/|nﬂ, AO/DKHbI MONYYNTb U3PaAN/IbCKOE FPaXAaHCTBO, a TakxKe
n3brpatenbHble, coLmanbHble U 06pasoBaTenbHble Npasa.36 V Bckope nocne npekpalyeHns 60eBbix AeNCTBUNA B
1949 rogy Vi3pannb AeiicTBUTENBHO HaTypanunsoBan okosno 160 000 nanectrHueB. 3To 66110 CAENaHO B CBA3M C
NPVHATEM HOBOrO rocygapcTaa B OpraHusaumio O6beanHeHHbIX Hauuid 11 masa 1949 roga. Tem He MeHee, 3T
«M3pannbckme apabbl», Kak MX Ha3blBalOT B U3PaWIbCKOM XaproHe, HAXOAWINCH NOA CTPOrMM BOEHHBLIM
yrpas/ieHneM, KoTopoe 6bl10 CBePrHyTO TONILKO B fekabpe 1966 roaa.

Ero ocHoBHas Lenb 3aknr4anacb, BO-NMepBblX, B obecrneyeHnn A0CTyna K pecypcam
CTpaHbl ANA3 CNOHNCTCKOro NpoekTa, a BO-BTOPLIX, B obecneyeHunmn NOINTUKO-COUMAanbHOro
KOHTPOAA Haj NaNeCTUHCKNM HaceNeHneM. Ll,enb COCTOsiN1a B TOM, UTO6bI npeaoTBpaTUTb
ntoboe CoTPYAHNYECTBO MeXAy N3panabCkumMm apabamm 1 coceaHUMUN apabckumm
rocy,u,apCTBaMm37, npv 3TOM BOEHHOE NPaBUTENBCTBO MEI0 NPaBo ynpaB/iiaATb
TEPPUTOPUNAMU, HAaCENIEHHBbIMW NanecTnHUaMn B CaMOM cepjue I/I3pa|/|nﬂ. 3TO BK/KOYANO,
NMOMMMO MPOYero, BbiAayy paspeLleHnii Ha paboTy, CTPOUTENbCTBO U Bbe3a,. Ellle ogHoA
Lenbo 6b110 orpaHun4yeHue CBO6OAbI nepeaBr>XxeHus, a Takxe BO3MOXHOCTEW ANa noceneHua
nanectHUeB BHYTPU CTPaHbI. Kpome TOro, BOEHHOE NpaBUTENbLCTBO BBEJIO KOMEHAaHTCKI/IIZ
4ac C AeBATU BeYepa.

MepBoHa4anbHO NpaBoBas OCHOBA /19 BOEHHOr0 NpaBMTeNbCTBa bbl1a obecrneyeHa ykazamu
0 Upe3Bbl4YaiHOM NONOXeHNM 1 060pOHe («Ype3BblyaliHble MONOXeHNs 06 060pOHe») BPUTAHCKOA
MaHAATHOM agMUHMCTpaummn 1945 roga, NPpUHATLIMU CHayana BpeMeHHbIM, a 3aTeM 1 U36paHHbIM
M3panibCKUM NpaBuTeNbLCTBOM. COrnacHo 3TVM 3aKOHaM, BOEHHbIe, YNOJIHOMOYEHHbIE MUHNCTPOM

060POHbI, MOTYT OCYLLLECTBASATL 3aKOHOAATENIbHY0, CYAEOHYIO 1N UCMONHUTENBbHYIO BNacTb.

3603aukun-/lasap 1998: 361. 37
Tam xe, cTp. 349-355.
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power over certain areas of the population’s life. This regulation is founded on the
conviction that the country is in a continuous state of defense, rendering extreme
measures necessary. This means that a military commander has the legal power
to, for example, initiate legal seizures, conduct house searches without search
warrants, order the destruction of buildings, or impose arbitrary curfews.?®

The military government that ruled from 1949 to 1966 has almost been extin-
guished from the collective historical awareness of Jewish Israelis. One reason
for this may be the incapability to deal with the humanitarianly and politically
aggravating question of the military occupation of the Palestinian territories since
1967, which is still on the political agenda.? Faced with the more acute problems
of this ongoing occupation, the chapter concerning the nineteen-year-long mili-
tary governance over Israeli Palestinians is allowed to fade into the background
of political and historical perception. This blanking out of the “first experience
with occupation” may further be interpreted as a denial of the salient fact that
the State of Israel has de facto never really experienced any other situation than
that of military rule over the Palestinians. This is in turn is taken as a clear sign
they are indeed the antagonists of Zionist Israel and must be fought against, kept
in check.

While the naturalized Palestinians were thus kept under control, the Pales-
tinian refugees of 1948 were completely banned from Israel’s consciousness by
means of enacting a strict prohibition to return.*® When the war of 1967 came
along, however, the Arab question was once again on the Israeli agenda, and the
conquest of Palestinian territories in the Six-Day War turned the old Arab question
into the “Palestinian question.” Yet the claim that Eretz Israel was the possession
of the Jewish people and thus a Zionist tenet remained unshaken. Instead, the
issue that was seen as being in need of clarification was what status the Palestin-
ians living on this territory were to be given in the expanded Jewish state.

After the Six-Day War, Israel unleashed the apparatus of military government
into the newly gained territories and considered them “occupied” for the time
being. In practice, though, the Gaza Strip, the West Bank, the Golan Heights and
the Sinai Peninsula were treated as “liberated” Jewish territories. This is why
Jews settled them, and especially the Palestinian population was affected by this
slowly advancing Israeli occupation. While the population of the Golan Heights
could flee or was expelled to Syria, and that of Sinai to Egypt, the majority of
the Palestinian population remained in the Palestinian territories taken over by

38 Hofnung 1996: 50; Benziman and Mansour 1992: 33.
39 Azoulay and Ophir 2008.
40 Morris 1996: 136-151.
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Bnactb Hag onpejeneHHbIMU c¢epan| KU3HWN HaceneHus. 3t1o perynnpoBaHve oCHOBaHO Ha y6e>K,q,eH|/||/|,
YTO CTpaHa HaXOAWTCS B COCTOSIHWM MOCTOSIHHOM 060POHbI, YTO AeNnaeT HeObXOAUMbIMU KpaiHme Mepbl.
3710 O3Ha4aeT, 4YTo BOEHHbI KOMaHAMp MeeT 3aKOHHbIe MOJIHOMOYUA, Hanpumep, NHNLNNPOBaTb
3aKOHHbIe KOH¢MCKaLLIAM, npoBoOAUTb 06bICkM B AOoMax 6e3 opaepa, oTAaaBaTb NpUKasbl 0 paspyLieHnmn
34aHUA NI BBOAWTB NPON3BO/bHbBIV KOMEHAAHTCKMIA Yac.38

BoeHHoe npaBuTensbCTBO, NpasmsLLee ¢ 1949 no 1966 roj, NpakTU4eckn cTepaocb 13
KONINEKTUBHOrO MCTOPUYECKOrO CO3HaHWSA N3panibCcknx espees. OAHOM 13 NPUYNH 3TOFO MOXET
6bITb HECMOCOBHOCTL CNPAaBUTLCSA C FYMaHUTaAPHO U NOANTUYECKM OCNOXHEHHBLIM BOMPOCOM
BOEHHOW OKKyMnaLuu NanecTuHCKUX TeppuTopuin.c 1967 roa, KOTOpbIl 0 CUX MOP HAXOAUTCA B
noNnTNYecko nosecTke AH.39 B ycioBrsx 6osee ocTpbix Npo6ieM Npogo/ixKatoLLeics okKynawumm
rNaBa, KacarwLasncs AeBaTHaALaTUIETHEro BOEHHOr0 NpaB/ieHNsa Haj N3panibckimm
nanecTyHUamu, OTXOAMT Ha BTOPOV M/1aH B MOIMTUYECKOM U MCTOPMYECKOM BOCMpUSATMN. Takoe
3aManuBaHue «nepBoro onbiTa OKKynaLum» MOXeT 6blTb MCTONKOBAHO Kak OTPULIGHNE BaXHOro
dakTa, uto MocysapcTeo M3pannb nmeetge-¢pakToOHN HUKOrAa He CTanknBaanuch HU C Kakon
APYroW cuTyaumeit, KpoMe BOEHHOrO MpaBieHns Haj NanecTuHLamn. 3To, B CBOIO oYepesb,
BOCMPUHNMAETCA KaK ABHbI NPU3HAK TOrO, YTO OHU AeCTBUTENbHO ABASIOTCA NPOTUBHUKAMU

CYOHNCTCKOrO M3panns 1 ¢ HUMUN HEO6XOAMMO 60POTLCS, A4EPXKATb MOA KOHTPOEM.

B To BpeMs kak HaTypanv3oBaHHble NaNecTUHLbl TakiM 06pa3oM HaXoAUANCE NOJ KOHTPONEM,
nanecTuHckmne 6exeHLbl 1948 roga 6o NONHOCTHIO UCK/IOUEHbI 13 3PanIbCKOro CO3HaHUSA
nocpeACTBOM BBe/AEHVIst CTPOroro 3anpeTa Ha Bo3BpalleHune.40 OAHaKo, Korja Havanack BoiHa 1967 roga,
apabcknii BONpoC BHOBb OKasascst B NOBecTKe AHSA M3pauns, 1 3aBoeBaHne NanecTUHCKNX TeppuUTopuii B
LLlecTnaHeBHOV BOVHe NPeBPaTW/IO CTapbIi apabCckuii BOMPOC B «MaNecTUHCKWA BONPOC». TeM He MeHee,
yTBEpXAeHNe 0 TOM, UTo3peL V3pan/ibITa TeppUTOPUSA NPUHaAIexana eBperickoMy Hapogay, 1 Taknum
06pa3oM CUOHUCTCKNIA MPUHLMN OCTaBaCsA HeMoKoiebuMbIM. BMecTo 3Toro, BOMpoc, Hyxaarowuiics B
Pa3bACHEHUM, 3aKN0YANCS B TOM, KaKoli CTaTyC JO/IKHbI MOYUMTL NanecTHLb, NPOXMBatoLLVe Ha 3TOi
TeppuUTOpUM, B paclLMPEHHOM eBpelickoM rocyaapcTee.

Mocne LLecTtnaHeBHO BOViHbI M3panib passepHy/ BOEHHbIN annapaTt Ha BHOBb 3aXBauYeHHbIX
TEPPUTOPUAX U Ha BPEMS CHEN UX «OKKYNMpOBaHHbIMW». OHaKo Ha NpakTuke cektop lasa,
3anaaHblli 6eper, FlonaHckne BbICOTbI U CMHANCKMIA MONYOCTPOB paccMaTpUBaNNCL Kak
«OCBOBOXAEHHbIe» eBpelickne TeppuUTopmmn. VIMEHHO NO3TOMY eBpeun 3aceNiNaun UX, U 0CO6eHHO
nanecTrHCKOe HacesleHMe NoCTPaAano oT 3TOWM Me/IeHHO NPOABUratoLLeica N3pannbckom
OKKynauuu. B To Bpems Kak HaceneHve FonaHCKUX BbICOT MOT/I0 6exXaTb WK 6bI10 BbICNAHO B
Cupwito, a HaceneHne CuHas — B Ermnet, 60/1bLUas YacTb NaneCTUHCKOro HaceNeHns ocTanacb Ha

NanecTUHCKNX TePPUTOPUAX, 3aXBaYe€HHbIX I/I3pa|/|r|eM.

38XopHyHr 1996: 50; beH3rMaH 1 MaHcyp 1992: 33.
39A3ynaii n Opup 2008. 40Moppuc 1996: 136-151.
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the Israeli military — referred to as “Judea, Samaria and Gaza” in Israeli-Zionist
jargon.

No longer on the agenda after 1967 was the naturalization of the “new Pales-
tinians.” After all, the integration of several millions of non-Jews into the Israeli
state corpus would inevitably run counter to the Zionist goal of a Jewish state.
From 1967 on, the Palestinian question remained an open dilemma that consis-
tently dominated security policy and politics in Israel.

After the Six-Day War, it took only a decade until the question of the Pales-
tinian territories conquered in 1967 was brought back to the political agenda in
earnest in connection to the Camp David peace negotiations with Egypt of 1977
and 1978. The main question was how Israel was to proceed with the Palestinians
in the Gaza Strip and the West Bank. For the first time, an autonomy solution for
the Palestinians was negotiated. Yet, even as in the late 1970s and early 1980s
the government headed by Menachem Begin (1913-1992) did succeed in reaching
a peace treaty with Egypt under the leadership of Muhammad Anwar el-Sadat
(1918-1981) — namely at the cost of returning to Egypt the Sinai Peninsula con-
quered in 1967 — Israel still failed to realize the agreed upon autonomy for Pales-
tinians in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip.

In the early 1980s, political Israel was simply not willing to lose its power
status in the Palestinian territories and instead gave the highest priority to con-
solidating the Jewish presence. In that decade, more precisely from 1984 to 1990,
Israel was governed by a grand coalition of two big Zionist camps: the Likud and
Labor Party. One way of securing the Jewish presence was through the massive
settlement of Judea, Samaria and Gaza, but the constant fight against the Pales-
tinian national movement and its representatives served the same purpose.

Shortly after the implementation of the Israeli-Egyptian peace treaty stipulat-
ing Israel’s pullout from Sinai, the Israeli leadership under Menachem Begin and
Ariel Sharon (1928-2014) sent military into Lebanon. June 1982 saw the begin-
ning of a war that was also supported by the Labor Party, — then constituting the
opposition — and that had as its proclaimed goal the righteous fight against Leb-
anon-based PLO terrorism. The true objective of the war, however, was to shape
a new geopolitical order in the Middle East, one in which Israel would be able to
preserve its strategic interests.

Above all, the motivation was to avert the autonomy of the Palestinians in the
occupied territories since that would challenge the Israeli claim to parts of Eretz
Israel. Minister of Defense and war initiator Ariel Sharon tried to convince PLO
Chairman Yasser Arafat (1929-2004) to create a Palestinian state in Jordan, which
would entail the fall of the Kingdom of Jordan. Arafat declined this suggestion. At
that, Israel forcibly expelled the PLO leadership as well as hundreds of Palestin-
ian activists from Lebanon in the summer of 1982.
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Mspavmbcwle BO€HHble - B I/I3paI/IJ'IbCKO-CI/IOHVICTCKOI7I TEPMUHONOINN UX Ha3blBalOT «I/Iy,qeﬂ, CaMapMﬂ n
laza».

Mocne 1967 roga BONPOC 0 HaTypannsaLnmn «HOBbIX NanecTUHLEB» Nepectan bbiTb
AKTyaNbHbIM. B KOHLe KOHLUOB, MHTerpaunsa HeCKoIbKNX MUIIMOHOB HeeBpeeB B N3pan/ibCkoe
rocyAapcTBO Hen36exXHO NPoTUBOpeYnIa bbl CUOHWNCTCKOV LieIn CO3AaHNS eBPelickoro
rocyaapcraa. C 1967 roga nanecTMHCKW BONPOC OCTaBasCA OTKPbITOW ANNEMMONA, HEeM3MeHHO
AOMUHMpOBaBLLUel B NOANTVIKe 6€30MacHOCTM 1 MOANTUYECKOW XM3HM V3panns.

Mocne LLlecTvAHEBHO BOVHbI MPOLLIO BCErO AeCATb JIET, NpeXje YeM BONpoc O
nanecTUHCKNX TeppUTOPUSIX, 3aBOeBaHHbIX B 1967 roy, BHOBb BCepbe3 BOLLEN B
NOANTUYECKYIO NOBECTKY AHS B CBA3M C MUPHbIMUK Neperosopamu B Kamn-Z1asuge c Ermntom
B 1977 n 1978 rogax. [naBHbIli BONPOC 3aK/1t04ancs B ToM, kak M3pavnto cnegyet
felicTBoBaTb B OTHOLLEHUW NanecTuHLUeB B cekTope [a3a v Ha 3anagHom b6epery. Bniepsble
6b1710 JOCTUTHYTO CornalleHne 06 aBToHOMUM nanectrHues. OAHAaKo, AaXe HeCMOTPS Ha To,
uTO B KOHLIe 1970-x 1 Havane 1980-X ro0B NpPaBUTENBLCTBO BO r1aBe ¢ MeHaxeMoM bermHom
(1913-1992) n sobunock MMpHoro goroeopa c Ermntom noa pykosoacTtsom Myxammega
AHBapa ac-Cagata (1918-1981) - a UMeHHO LieHoli Bo3BpalleHus Ermnty CuHalickoro
NonyoCcTPOBa, 3aBOEBaHHOro B 1967 rogy, - VI3pannto Tak 1 He yanocb peannsosaTtb
CornacoBaHHyH aBTOHOMUIO ANS NanecTuHLUEeB Ha 3anagHom bepery v B cekTope lMasa.

B Hauane 1980-x rofoB NOANTUYECKNIA VI3panib NPOCTO He Xenan TepsTb CBOW CTaTyC
nvjepa Ha nanecTUHCKNX TepPUTOPUSIX U BMECTO 3TOr0 YAeNs NepBoCcTerneHHoe BHYMaHve
YKpernneHnto eBperickoro npucyTcTems. B To gecatnneTne, TouHee, ¢ 1984 no 1990 rog,
WN3pannem ynpaensna 6onbLuas Koannums AByX KPYMHbIX CUOHUCTCKUX narepeii:/Iuky4mn
JeibopucTckoii napTum. OAHMM 13 CnocoboB obecrneyeHs eBPeickoro NpUCyTCTems 6bia1o
MacliTabHoe 3aceneHvie Myaen, Camapun 1 'asbl, HO NOCTOsIHHaA 6opbba NpoTnB
NanecTUHCKOro HaLUMOHaAbHOMO ABUXKEHVIA U ero NpejcTaBuTeneli CnyXxmnna Tom xe uenu.

Bckope nocne 3ak104eHst U3panibCKO-ermneTckoro MMpHOro 4oroeBopa,
npeAycMaTpuBaloLLLEero BbIBOJ M3panibCkmx Bock 13 CHas, n3pansibckoe pykoBOACTBO BO raBe C
MeHaxemom BervHom 1 Apuanem LLlapoHom (1928-2014) BBeno Boricka B JInBaH. B ntoHe 1982 roga
Haydanacb BOlHa, KOTOPYO NoAJepXuUBana Takxke JlefibopucTtckas napTus, - Toraa npeAcTaBsiBLIAs
0onno3numIo, - 1 KOTopas NPOBO3rallana CBoel LieNibio NpaBejHyto 60pbby ¢ Teppopr3mMoM,
ocyLecTBnsieMbIM 6asupytoLelica B JinsaHe OOTM. OgHAKO UCTUHHOW LieNibio BOWHBI 6b110
¢$opmrpoBaHMe HOBOrO reornonTYeckoro nopsaka Ha bavxHem Boctoke, B koTopom Uspannb
CMoOT 6bl COXPaHWTb CBOW CTpaTernyeckmne NHTepechl.

Mpexae Bcero, MoTMBaLMelt 66110 NpejoTBpaLLeHe aBTOHOMUM NanecTMHLEeB Ha
OKKYMMPOBaHHbIX TEPPUTOPUSIX, MOCKOJbKY 3TO MOCTAaBWO Bbl M0/ COMHeHMe npeTeH3nn Uspanns
Ha YacTn OKKYNUPOBAHHbIX TEPPUTOPUIA.SpeL M3pan/isMUHNCTP 060POHBI U MHULMATOP BOMHBbI
Apwvanb LLlapoH neitancs ybeantb npeaceaatens OOM Sicupa Apadata (1929-2004) co3paTb
nanecTMHcKoe rocyAapcTeo B MlopgaHuu, 4To noenekno 6ol 3a coboli nageHve iopAaHCKoro
KoponescTBa. ApadaT OTKIOHWA 3TO NpegioxeHue. Mocne 3Toro netom 1982 roga M3pannb cunoi

BbICnan U3 J/lIveaHa PyKoBOACTBO OO, a TakXKe COTHM NanecTUHCKMX akTUBUCTOB.
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In any case, by thus removing the Palestinian leadership from the neighbor-
ing country, Israel only managed to buy a couple of years before the Palestinian
question was back on the table. In December 1987, the first so-called “Intifada of
Stones” broke out when the civilian population of Palestine rose up; brandishing
the most primitive of weapons against an occupying force equipped with highly
sophisticated arms. But political and military Israel was confronted with a new
kind of situation when the images of their military oppression of the civilian
uprising went all around the world. More and more, Israel was being perceived as
“Goliath” in this conflict, while the Palestinians gained the attention and respect
of large swaths of the world’s public for being the oppressed “David.”

After the East-West break of 1989 and the Second Gulf War of 1991 - a trau-
matic event for Israel*! — the international community under US leadership finally
pressed for the Madrid Conference that took place in October 1991. Israel, Syria,
Lebanon, Jordan and the Palestinians were brought to the negotiating table in
order to try and jointly settle the Middle East conflict with international support.
The Palestinian question was at the center of the talks, which is why the Zionist
Right government headed (from 1990 to 1992) by Likud party leader Yitzhak
Shamir (1915-2012) took part in the conference only very reluctantly. As was to be
expected, this peace summit failed to achieve any results.

Only after a changeover of power had occurred in Jerusalem could a notewor-
thy breakthrough in Israeli-Palestinian relations be achieved. As the Labor Party
took over power in 1992, a peace process with the Palestinians was set in motion.
In the so-called Oslo Peace Process of 1993, Israel recognized the rights of the
Palestinian people for the first time in history, and accepted the PLO headed by
Yasser Arafat as its legitimate leadership and Israel’s dialogue partner.

The Palestinian Authority (PA) was established in two treaties (1993, 1995),
and with this framework in place it was assumed that the basic conditions for
a permanent solution of the Palestine question had been created. This gave rise
to the hope that Israel might now be actually willing to put Eretz Israel up for
political debate, and to divide the country between both peoples. Furthermore, it
seemed that Israel had come to accept that the two-state solution would be in the
best interests of Zionism. (The Oslo Peace Process and its failure will be discussed
in more detail in Chapter 5).

There are several reasons why the first serious attempt to end the centu-
ry-long conflict over Palestine failed. Taking into account the broad historic
context, I would like to offer the following explanatory approach: By the end of
the 1990s, Israel is in a precarious political situation, if not a total dead end. On

41 Zuckermann 1993.
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B ntobom cnyyae, Takmm 06pasom, CMecT1B NanecTMHCKOe PyKOBOACTBO U3 coceaHer
CTpaHbl, Vi3pannto yaanock BeIMrpaTb BCEro napy feT, npexze Yem nanectMHCK1iA Bonpoc
CHOBa BCTa/l Ha NoBecTKy AHSA. B gekabpe 1987 roga paspasunnacb nepeas Tak HasblBaemasi
«MHTUdaaa KaMHew», Koraa MUpHoe HaceneHuve MNanecTnHbl NOAHAN0 BOCCTaHMe,
pasmaxmBast CaMbIM MPUMUTUBHbLIM OPYXMEM NPOTUB OKKYMALIMOHHbIX CUJ1, OCHALLl@HHbIX
BbICOKOTEXHOJIOTMYHbBIM BOOPYXeHVeM. Ho MonuTnyecknii 1 BOeHHbI Mi3panib CTOAKHYACS
C HOBOW CUTyaLMel, Koraa Kaspbl BOEHHOrO NoAaBaeHNs rpaXAaHCKoro BOCCTaHNA obnetenmn
BeCb M1p. M3pannb Bce Yallie BOCMPUHMMANCSA B 3TOM KOHPAMKTe Kak «Fonnad», B To BpeMs
KaK MmanecTuHLbl NpyBaeKany BHUMaHMe 1 yBaXxeHne 3HaUNTeNbHO YacTy MUPOBOA
06LLeCTBEHHOCTY, NpeAcTaBnss cebs yrHeTeHHbIM «/laBuoM».

Mocne pa3pbiBa Mexay Boctokom v 3anagom B 1989 rogy v BTopoli BoliHbI B Mepcnickom
3anvBe B 1991 rogy - TpaBMUPYHOLLEro cobbITUSA Ana V3pannsdl - mexXayHapoaHoe coobLecTBo
nog pykosozctsom CLUA HakOHeL-TO HacTos10 Ha NpoBeAeHn Maapuackon KoHbepeHLmn,
cocTosBLUelca B okTA6pe 1991 roga. N3pannb, Cupwus, JlnsaH, NopaaHusa 1 nanecTmHLUpbl 6biiun
npuBAeYeHsbl K NeperoBopam C Lie/bio COBMECTHOrO yperyimpoBaHns 611KHeBOCTOUHOIo
KOHGAMKTa NpY MeXAyHapoAHOM nogaepxke. MNanecTMHCKMIA BOMPOC Haxo4uACa B LieHTpe
rneperoBopoB, MO3TOMY CMOHWCTCKOE NpaBoe NPaBUTeNbCTBO BO rnase (¢ 1990 no 1992 roa)/Ivky4
JNnaep naptum Vuxak LWamup (1915-2012) npuHan yyactme B KOHGepeHLUN NnLb ¢ 60bLUIOl
HeoxoTol. Kak 1 cneoBano 0XunaaTb, 3TOT MUPHbLIV CAMMUT HE NPUHEC HUKaKNX pe3ynbTaTos.

TonbKko nocne cMeHbl BAaCTK B Miepycanume yganock 406UTbCA 3HAUNTENLHOMO NPOpPbIBa B
M3paunbCKo-NanecTUHCKMX oTHoLLeHMsX. C NpuxoAoM k Bnactu B 1992 roay Jleinbopunctckoi
napTuu 6bia 3anyLLeH MUPHbIV NpoLecc ¢ NanecTMHUaMn. B pamkax Tak HasbiBaemoro OCnoBCKOro
MUpHOro npouecca 1993 roga V3pannb Bnepsble B UICTOPUW NPU3HaN NpaBa NanecTMHCKOro
Hapoga 1 npusHan OpraHumsaumio ocBoboxaeHus ManectnHbl (OOMM) Bo rnase ¢ icpom Apadatom
CBOVIM 3aKOHHbLIM PYKOBO/ACTBOM 1 napTHepoM M3pawnsa no guanory.

ManectnHckas aBToHoMUs (MA) 6blna co3gaHa B COOTBETCTBUM C ABYyMA Jorosopamu (1993,
1995 rT.), U, NCXOASA U3 3TOV CTPYKTYpPbI, NPeAnonaranoch, YTo CO3AaHbl OCHOBHbIE YC0BUS 4NN
OKOHYaTe/IbHOro peLleHns NasecTUHCKOro Bonpoca. 370 MOPoAWI0 HaAeXay Ha To, uTo M3pannb
Tenepb AeNCTBUTENBHO MOXET bbITb FOTOB MOWTY Ha YCTYNKW.3pew M3pan/ib3To CTano npesmeTom
NoNTUYECKNX Ae6aToB 1 MPUBENO K Pa3je/ieHNIo CTpaHbl Mexay AByMsi Hapoaamu. bonee Toro,
Ka3anocb, YTo M3pannb CMMPUACS € TeM, YTO peLLeHre O CO3aHnK ABYX rocyAapcTB byaeT
oTBeYaTb HaUNYYLINM UHTEPEeCcaM CMOHM3Ma. (OCN0BCKNIA MUPHBIV NpoLecc 1 ero nposan byayT
601ee NoApPo6HO paccMOTpeHsb! B rnase 5).

CyLecTByeT HECKO/IbKO MPUYMH, NO KOTOPLIM NepBas cepbe3Has NonbITka NOA0XNUTb KOHeL,
cToneTHeMy KOHPANKTY BOKPYr ManectnHbl nposanunace. MprHMMas BO BHYMaHWe LLNPOKUIA
VCTOPUYECKNIA KOHTEKCT, st XOTeN 6bl MPeAIoXNTb CefytoLwmii 06 bACHUTENbHbI MOAXO0A;: K KOHLY

1990-x rogoBs Vlapavmb OKasancsd B LWaTKOM MOJINTUYECKOM MOI0OXKEHUN, eC/i He B MOZTHOM TynuKe.

41llykepmaH 1993.
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the one hand, Israel is unable to carry through with the division of the country
due to ongoing domestic political reasons and due to its reason of state. Such an
action continues to be regarded as blasphemous not only by the Zionist Right and
by religious Zionism who have fought and will continue to fight such a measure
by all available means, but to no lesser extent also by the Zionist Left, commonly
referred to as the Israeli “peace camp,” that principally refuses to share sover-
eignty over the country with the Palestinians.

After all, the camp of the Zionist Left equally embraces the Zionist principle
that Eretz Israel is the land of the Jewish people. This remains true even as the
Zionist Left attempts to respond to the dilemma of the so-called demographic
question, meaning the bi-national reality in Palestine, with the rhetoric of a two-
state solution. The unshakable fact is that all Zionist parties have been actively
taking part in the implementation of the Zionist project in Eretz Israel for a long
time, and they have done so from a position of firm conviction that Zionism is the
ultimate answer to the so-called “Jewish question.”

This is linked to another key aspect, namely Israel’s Orientalist attitude
towards the “Arab” and consequently towards the regional Arab-Israeli conflict.
This kind of perspective forms the historically grown basis for the civilian-mil-
itary dominated Israeli order. An important consideration with regard to the
failed Israeli-Palestinian peace process of the 1990s discussed herein is the fact
that political Israel is simply not up to the task of dividing the country owing to
domestic-political and ideological reasons. And what is more, Israeli politics is
extremely skeptical when it comes to the question of whether a resolution of the
local Palestine question would indeed result in regional peace. In the following, it
will be scrutinized how political or Zionist Israel perceives the Arab environment
in which it is inescapably located.

Israel and its View of the Arab World

Examining the texts of an establishment man such as Shimon Peres from the first
three decades of Israel’s existence, one can detect in them a marked Orientalist
image of the enemy that is closely connected to the central topos of these texts,
namely the security question or the Arab-Israeli conflict. In those years, Peres
(Deputy Director-General of the Ministry of Defense from 1953 to 1965, and Min-
ister of Defense from 1974 to 1977, among other offices) showed a tendency of
referring to those he identified as enemies of the Jewish state by the generalized
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C OAHOI7I CTOPOHHbI, I/I3pa|/|nb He B COCTOAHUN OCYLLIECTBUTb pa3aes CTpaHbl 13-3a COXPaHAKLWNXCA
BHYTPUNOAUTNYECKNX MPUYNH N NO rocyjapCcTBEHHbIM COOGpa)KeHI/IﬂM. Takol war no-npexHemy
paccMaTprBaeTCA Kak KOLYHCTBO He TO/IbKO CMOHUCTCKMMW NPaBbIMA 1N PENNTNO3HBIM CUOHN3MOM,
KOTOpble 6opoNnCh 1 ByayT NPoAoKaTb 6OPOTLCS C TaKOW Mepoli BceMU JOCTYMHbLIMU CpeACcTBaMU,
HO 1 B HE MEHbLLIeK CTeNeHN CUOHNCTCKMMN NIeBbIMW, KOTOPbIX 06bIYHO Ha3bIBaAKOT n3pannbCKNmMm
«farepemMm mMupa», Kotopble NpUHLUMNNanbHO OTKa3bliBalOTCA AENNTb CyBEPEHUTET Haj CTpaHOVI C
nanectmHUuamun.

B KOHL|e KOHLOB, 1arepb CMUOHUCTCKUX /IEBbLIX B paBHOIZ cTeneHun pasaenset CUOHUCTCKUIA
NPUHLMN, COrnacHo KoTopoMy3per) M3pan/ibITo 3eMNs eBPenckoro Hapoaa. 3To oCcTaeTcs BEPHbIM,
AaXe HeECMOTPSA Ha TO, UTO CMOHUCTCKKE N1eBble NbITAOTCA OTBETUTb Ha ANIEMMY TaK Ha3blIBAaeMOoro
AemMorpaduryeckoro BONpoca, To ecTb ABYHaLMOHaNIbHOV peanbHOCTW B ManecTnHe, pUTopuUKori
peweHna I'IpOGﬂeMbI ABYX rocyaapcrB. Henokonebumbim ¢aKTOM ABNAETCA TO, UTO BCE€ CMOHUCTCKNE
napTnn akTUBHO y4acTBYIOT B peanm3aun CNOHUCTCKOro NnpoekTa B ['Ianecwmejpeu M3,DaM/7bOHVI
Aenann 3To yXe AaBHO, TBepA0 yGE)KAeHHbIe B TOM, YTO CMOHW3M ABNAETCA OKOHYaTe/IbHbIM
OTBETOM Ha Tak Ha3blBaeMbIi «eBpeI‘/'ICKI/II‘/’I BOMPOC».

370 CBAA3aHO C APYr1M KIOHEBbIM acrMeKTOM, @ MIMeHHO C OPUEHTaNNCTCKUM
oTHoLLleHneM M3panns Kk «xapabam» 1, cnefoBaTeNibHO, K permoHanbHoMy apabo-
N3pannibCKomy KOHGAUKTY. Takas nepcnekTnBa NCTOpUYeckn GpopMupyeT OCHOBY
N3panibCKOro NMopsiAKa, B KOTOPOM JOMUHMUPYIOT rpaXAaHCKre 1 BOEHHbIe CTPYKTYpbI.
BaxxHbIM coobpaxkeHeM B OTHOLLIEHWNM MPOBaNBLLEroCs N3PanabCKo-ManecTMHCKoro
MUpHoro npouecca 1990-x rogos, 06CyXAaeMoro 34ech, ABASETCA TOT GpakT, Y4To
nonnTn4ecknii Mispanab NpocTo He cnocobeH pasAenTb CTPaHy No BHYTPUMOANTUYECKIM U
MAeoNnornyeckMM npuymnHaMm. bonee Toro, nspannbekas NOANTMKA KpaliHe CKenTnYeckn
OTHOCUTCS K BOMPOCY O TOM, NMpUBEAET IV paspeLleHrie MeCTHOMO NasecTUHCKOro Bonpoca K
pernoHansHoMy mupy. lanee byaeT pacCMOTPEHO, Kak MOANTUYECKNT NAN CUOHNCTCKNA

M3pannb BoCMpUHMMaeT apabekyto cpegy, B KOTOPOi OH HEM36eXHO HaxoANTCs.

W3paunb u ero B3rnsg Ha apa6ckuii myp

AHanM3Mpys TeKCTbl TaKoro BANATENbHOrO AesTens, Kak LLMoH Mepec, HanmncaHHbIe B NepBble TpK
[ecATUNeTUS CyLLEeCTBOBaHMS M3paunsi, MOXHO 06HapYXWTb B HUX SPKO BblpaXKeHHbIl
OPUEHTaNNCTCKWIA 06pas Bpara, TECHO CBA3AHHbIN C LleHTPaslbHOW TEMOW 3TUX TEKCTOB, & UMEHHO C
BOMPOCOM 6€30MacHOCTU UAM apabo-n3panibCkM KOHPAMKTOM. B Te rogbl Mepec (3amectuTenb
reHepasbHoro gnpektopa MuHmncTepcTea 060poHbl ¢ 1953 o 1965 rog 1 MUHUCTP 060POHBI € 1974
no 1977 rog, MOMVMO APYrMX AO/KHOCTE) MPOSBAAN TeHAEHLMIO Ha3blBaTb TEX, KOO OH CYMUTa

Bparamu eBpemnckoro rocyapcrea, 0606LLeHHbIM 06pa3oMm.
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terms “Arab world” and “the Arabs.” In some instances he even talks of a conflict
between “the Arab and the Jewish people.”*?

Peres perceives the Arab-Israeli conflict in the context of the long historic
tradition of the persecution of Jews. As he said in 1965: “We are a people under
constant threat and siege.”** Elsewhere he stresses, “Israel is a state under siege,
with nothing less than its naked existence being at stake.”**

The motif of being “alone amongst the peoples” (Am levadad Ischkun) is
equally applied to the situation in the Middle East. Similarly, the metaphor of
a “giant banana” that Peres uses to illustrate the difference in size between the
small Jewish state and the dangerous and malicious enemies it is surrounded by
— “Syria in the northern corner, Egypt in the south, threatening to suffocate it”*
— reflects the Israeli sense of being threatened and isolated in that region. A key
text with regard to Peres’ enemy image is the opening chapter of his book David’s
Sling published in 1970, entitled “Conflict at the Abyss.”

Two things are relevant here. Firstly, the time when this text was written was
right after the great victory of Israel over three Arab armies in the Six-Day War.
Secondly, it should be kept in mind that the deliberations expounded in the book
could — apart from their immediate ideological-political intentions in view of the
new geopolitical situation — also be regarded as a résumé of Peres’ conflict or
security concepts after serving more than a decade in the Ministry of Defense
(1953-1965). As he himself has stated, Peres wrote this book after resigning from
that ministry. Accordingly, his statements may be understood as reflections on
the formative years of Israeli sovereignty:

Israel’s security problem is unique. It is compounded of several ingredients, all of them
unusual. Its prime feature is the totality of Arab hostility. This is both publicly proclaimed
and actively practiced, prevails in the entire Arab area, embraces the bulk of its inhabitants,
is conducted in the military, political and economic fields, and is unceasing.

Except for its sea coast on the west, Israel is surrounded by Arab States: Lebanon and Syria,
and beyond them, Iraq, in the north; Jordan in the east; Egypt, Yemen and Saudi Arabia in
the south, Enmity towards Israel is the official and operative policy of all these States, and
it is all-embracing. It includes economic boycott and blockade; political pressure and pro-
paganda; closed frontiers and passage; military attack by regular units and official encour-
agement to sabotage and terror by irregular forces.

42 Peres 1978: 74.

43 Peres 1965: 88.

44 Thid. 101.

45 Peres 1970: 143; Peres 1965: 65.
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OH 1Cnonb3yeT TepMUHbI «apabCckmii MUP» 1 «apabbl». B HEKOTOPbLIX Clyyasix OH Jaxe roBoput o
KOHONNKTE MeXAy «apabCcknuM 1 eBpencknm Hapoaamm».42

Mepec paccmaTpurBaeT apabo-n3panabCknini KOHGANKT B KOHTEKCTE AONTOA NCTOPUYECKO
TpaanumMmn npeciesoBaHuns eBpees. Kak oH cka3zan B 1965 rogy: «Mbl — HapoA, HaXOASALLMIACS NOA
NOCTOSIHHO Yrpo30Wi 1 0cafoli».43 B Apyrom mecTte oH NoA4vepkuBaeT: «/3pannb — rocyAapcrso B
ocajie, Ha KOHY CTOUT He YTO UHOe, KaK Camo €ero CylLlleCTBOBaHVe».44

MoTuB oguiHo4YecTBa cpean HapoaoB (Am levadad IschkunMeTtadopa
«TMraHTCKOro 6aHaHa», KOTOpPYH I'Iepec MCcnonb3yeT ANnA NNNKCTPpaunn pasHubl B
pasmMepax Mexay He6OoNbLUNM EBpeVICKI/IM rocyfapcrtBoM 1 onacHbIMU N
3/106HBbIMN BparamMmu, KOTOpbIMW OHO OKPY>XXEHO, TakKXe BeCbMa YMeCTHa.
- «Cnpusa B ceBepHOM yriay, ErmneT Ha tore, yrpoxas 3ajyLunTb ero»45
- OTPaXxaeT OLLyLLeHNe N3paunbTAHaMM Yrpo3bl U N30MSLMN B 3TOM pernoHe. KitoueBbiM TEKCTOM,
KacatoLmcs obpasa Bpara B rnasax lNepeca, ABnsieTcs nepsas rnaBa ero kHuUrn./ipawya Jasuga
onybnaunkosaHo B 1970 rogy nog Ha3BaHnem «KOHPAVKT B 6e3gHe».

3p4ecb BaxXKHbl Ba MOMeHTa. Bo-nepBbix, 3TOT TeKCT 6bL1 HaNMcaH cpasy nocse BeNKOo
nobegpl Mspanns Hag TpemMs apabckmMum apmmusamu B LLlecTraHeBHO BoiHe. Bo-BTOpbIX,
cnepyet NOMHUTb, YTO U3/10XKEHHbIE B KHUTe pacCy>XXAeHWs - MOMUMO UX HEMOCPeACTBEHHbIX
VAE0N0rNYECKN-NONNTUYECKNX HAMEPEHWNT B CBETE HOBOW reonoanTUYecKon cnTyaumn -
MOXHO TaKXe paccMaTpmBaTh Kak M3/10XeHWe KoHLenuuii Nepeca B 06nacti KOHGANKTa Uan
6e3onacHOCTM nocne 6onee yem AecsiTn net pabotbl B MUHMUCTepcTBE 060pOHBI (1953-1965).
Kak oH cam 3asBnan, MNepec Hanucan 3Ty KHUry nocne yxoza U3 MMHUCTepCTBa.
COOTBETCTBEHHO, €ro BblCKa3blBaHWS MOXHO MOHVMaTb KakK pa3mblLLIEHUS O rogax
CTaHOBNEHUA N3Pan/IbCKOro CyBepeHuTeTa:

Mpo6nema GesonacHOCTU W3panns yHMkanbHa. OHa COCTOUT U3 HECKO/IbKNX HEOBbIUHBIX COCTaBNsAOLMX. Ee raBHas 0C06eHHOCTL
— Bceobbem/IoLLas BPaXxAe6HOCTb CO CTOPOHbI apabckoro Mypa. 3Ta BpaxAe6HOCTb, kak My6NnYHO NpoBo3riallaemas, Tak n
aKTUBHO NpakTUKyemas, LapuT Ha BCeil TeppuTopum apabekoro Mypa, 3aTparviBaeT 60/bLUY0 YacTb €ro HaceneHus), MPOSBNSETCS B

BOEHHOW, MONNTUYECKOl N 3KOHOMUYECKOiA chepax 1 He NpekpaLaeTcs.

3a Uck/ItoYeHneM 3anagHoro Mopckoro nobepexbs, M3pannb okpyxeH apabcknmu rocyaapcrsamu: JinsaHom 1 Cupweid, a 3a HUMK
— Wpakom Ha cesepe, MopaaHueii Ha BocToke, ErvnTom, Viemerom 1 CayaoBckoii Apasueli Ha tore. Bpaxae6HOCTb Mo OTHOLLEH MO
K U3paunto siBnsieTcs opuumanbHO 1 AeiiCTBEHHOV MONUTKKOM BCeX 3TUX roCyAapcTB U HOCUT BCeobbeMoLLMiA xapakTep. OHa
BK/ItOYAET B Ceb5 IKOHOMUYECKUI 60IKOT 1 6110Kajy; NONNTAYeCKOe AaBEHUE U NponaraHAy; 3aKpbiTvie FpaHuL, 1 NPOXoAa;
BOEHHbIe Hana/ZeHus Co CTOPOHbI PeryasipHbIX BOCK 1 odurLmansHoe NooLipeHne AnBepcuii 1 Teppopa Co CTOPOHBI HeperyisipHbIX

dopMuUpoBaHuii.

42MMepec 1978: 74.

43[epec 1965: 88.

44Tam xe, 101.

45MMepec 1970: 143; MNepec 1965: 65.
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The aims of this policy are not confined to one particular area of Israel life or territory. The
Arabs do not seek just one particular portion of Israel’s land, sources of water, oil wells;
they are not interested only in political advantage of economic domination. The Arab
purpose is all-absorptive — the destruction of Israel and the annihilation or banishment of
her inhabitants. [...]

The second special feature of the Arab-Israel conflict springs from the present mentality of
the Arab world. Its source does not lie necessarily in the establishment and existence of the
State of Israel. Soon after World War One, when the Zionist ideals began to be realized on a
large scale, there were friendly and fruitful meetings between the leaders of the Jewish and
the Arab peoples. In the Weizmann-Feisal Agreement signed in the Autumn of 1918, Article
4 stated that ‘all means will be taken to encourage Jewish immigration to Palestine on a
large scale’; and Article 7 recorded that ‘the Zionist Movement proposes to send to Palestine
a committee of experts to survey the economic possibilities of the country and to report on
the most suitable means to develop it.’

The source of the conflict and of its widespread nature is to be sought not in issues between
the Arabs and the Israelis, but in events and developments within the Arab States them-
selves. It is not so much that Israel-Arab relations are the fruits of misunderstandings, but
that these misunderstandings are a reflection of the internal tensions which have struck the
Arab world.

These tensions are expressed in a warlike mood which pervades the whole region. In their
extreme from, they are expressed in full scale military action. In the last twenty years there
have been seven wars in the Middle East, four of them among the Arabs themselves, and
three between Israel and Egypt. [...]

The constant instability had its impact on life in the entire region and gave a special char-
acter to the social regimes in the Middle Eastern States. Of all the Arab States who border,
or are close to, Israel, only one, Lebanon, has tasted democracy. All the others have been
subjected throughout the entire period to a military or quasi-military regime.

The Arab States have in fact become a caricature of the slogan of Frederick the Great: they
are not States who have armies but armies who have States. Military considerations are
overriding in all their decisions affecting civilian life in these countries.

They have no system of ‘checks and balances,’ no institutions with the power to approve,
restrain, or delay for further reflection items in the fashioning of policy. They have no free
press, no independent political parties, no freely elected parliaments, no truly represen-
tative trade union movements. They lack a middle class which tends to recognize social
obligations — their own and the regime’s.

There is also something singular about Arab communication - the way they communicate
with others and also among themselves. The Arab form of expression is given to using words
in a decorative manner, with emotional connotations, rather than as precise instruments
of exact meaning. This is reflected in vague formulations of obligations. Arab argument,
instead of being fashioned with the ingredients of cogent and sober reasoning, tends to fit
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Lienv 3Toi NoAUTMKN He OrpaHNUYnBaOTCA KaKor-11M60 0HOV KOHKPETHOW 061aCTbio XXN3HU UK
TeppuTopurei N3panns. Apabbl He CTPEMSATCS 3aXBaTUTb NNLLL KaKOW-TO KOHKPETHbIN y4acTok U3panibCckoi
3eMAN, UCTOYHVIKW BOAbI, HeTSHbIE CKBaXWHbI; X MHTEpecyeT He TOIbKO MOAUTUYecKas Bbiro4a nam
3KOHOMWMYecKoe rocnoAcTeo. Lienk apabos BceobbemoLLa - YHUUTOXeHWeE Vi3panns n uctpebneHve nav

M3rHaHue ero xutene. [...]

BTopasi 0co6eHHOCTL apabo-M3pannbCKoro KOHGANKTa NPOUCTEKAET N3 COBPEMEHHOIO MeHTannTeTa
apa6ckoro Mupa. Ero nctoku He o6s3aTenlbHO CBA3aHbl C CO3A4aHMEM U CyLLecTBOBaHMeM FocyAapcTea
M3pannb. Bckope nocsie MepBoii MUPOBOIA BOViHbI, KOTAa CUOHUCTCKME UAeasbl Hauann BOMIOWATECS B XW3Hb
B 60/1bLUNX MaCLLITa6aX, COCTOANNCE APY>XECKNE N NNOA0TBOPHBbIE BCTPEUN MexXAy nnaepamMn eBpe|7|CKoro n
apabckoro HapogoB. B cornaleHnmn BeliumaHa-®elicana, nognucaHHoM oceHbto 1918 roaa, ctaThs 4 rnacuna,
UTO «BYAYT NPUHSATHLI BCE Mepbl ANSi MOOLLPEHUA MacCoBOV eBPEecKoi MMMUrpaLmn B ManectuHy»; a ctates 7
duKcmMpoBana, UTO «CMOHUCTCKOE ABUXEHWE NpeanaraeT HanpasuTb B ManecTvHy KOMUTET SKCNepToB ANs
N3yYeHVst SKOHOMMYECKMX BO3MOXHOCTEW CTpaHbl U NOArOTOBKM A0KNaja O Hanbonee NoAXOAALLNX

CpeAcTBax ee pasBUTUA».

MCTOYHMK KOHGNKTA 1 €ro LIMPOKOMACLUTAa6HOro XxapakTepa cnedyeT UckaTb He B Mpo6aeMax Mexay
apabamu 1 U3pannbTAHaMU, a B COBLITUAX N U3MEHEHWUSX BHYTPU caMUX apabckux rocyaapcrs. [leno He
CTONbKO B TOM, YTO U3pan/ibCKo-apabekme OTHOLIEHUS ABASIOTCS Pe3yNbTaTOM HeJ0NMOHUMaHWS, CKObKO B
TOM, YTO 3TO HeJOMOHNMaHWe ABNSETCA OTPaXeHeM BHYTPeHHe HanpsiXeHHOCTY, oxBaTuBLLEN apabekuii

mMup.

3TN NPOTUBOPEUS BbIPAXKAKOTCH B BOUHCTBEHHOM HAaCTPOEHMM, KOTOPOEe NMPOHU3bLIBAET BECb PervoH. B ceoeit
KpaiiHeli popme OHU NPOSBASIOTCH B NONHOMACLUTa6HbIX BOEHHBIX Ae/iCTBUSAX. 3a NocnejHVe ABajLaTb eT
Ha BavxHem BocToke NPOU30LLNO CeMb BOWH: YeTbIpe 13 HUX — MeXay cCamyMuy apabamu, 1 Tpy — Mexay

M3paunem n Eruntom. [...]

MocTosiHHas HeCTabVNbHOCTL OKasasna BAUsIHVE Ha XK3Hb BO BCEM PEervioHe U Npujana ocobblii xapakTep coLanbHbIM
pexxMmam B rocyaapcteax bavkHero Boctoka. M3 Bcex apabekiix rocyapcTs, rpaHnyalLyx ¢ Mispaunem unm
HaxoAsLLMXCA B HENocpeACTBeHHOI BN130CTM OT Hero, TONbKO 0AHO, /InBaH, NO3HaNo AeMokpaTyio. Bce ocTanbHble Ha

MPOTAXEHNW BCEro 3TOro Nneproja Haxo4nancb Noj BNACTbHO BOEHHOIO NN KBAa3VMBOEHHOIO pexuma.

Apabckue rocyfapcTBa pakTueckn npeBpaTuanChL B KapukaTypy Ha 103yHr ®purapuxa Benvkoro: 3o He
rocyAapcTBa, MMEILLME apMIK, @ apMIK, MEIoLLME roCyAapcTBa. BoeHHble coobpaxeHust Npeo6aasatoT Bo

BCEX peLUleHwsiX, 3aTParnBatoLLIMX rpaxaaHCKyo XM3Hb B 3TUX CTPaHaXx.

Y HUX HET CUCTeMbI «Cep>KeK 1 MPOTUBOBECOBY, HET MHCTUTYTOB, 061ajatoLLVIX MONHOMOYNAMM YTBEPXAaTk, OrpaHNYMBaTL UK
oTKNaAbIBaTh ANs AanbHelilero paccMoTpeHnsa BOMpPOChkI, Kacatowmecs ¢opMmposaqu NONWTUKW. Y HUX HeT cBOBOAHO npeccel,
He3aBNCUMbIX MNOINTNYECKUX nap'rvn?u, cBO60AHO MBGPGHHEIX napfiaMeHTOoB, NOA/IMHHO NpeACTaBUTe/IbHbIX I'IPO¢COD03HbIX
ABVXXEHUIA. IM He XBaTaeT CpeAiHero knacca, KOTophblii CKNOHeH 0CO3HaBaTk CoLMabHble 0653aTeNbCTBa - CBOW COBCTBEHHbIE 1

o6si3aTeNnbCTBa pexunma.

EcTb elle ofHa 0CO6eHHOCTL B apabckoM 06LLeHNM — B TOM, Kak OHU 06LLaTCA APYT C 4PYroM 1 MeXay CO60iA.
Apabckas GpopMa BblpaxeHWs CKNOHHa 1CMoNb30BaTk C10Ba Ckopee B kayecTBe yKpaLleHus, C
3MOLMOHaNbHBLIMM KOHHOTaLMAMM, YeM Kak TOUHbIe CpeACTBa NepeAayn cMbIcaa. 3TO OTpaXaeTcs B
pacnnbiBYaTbix GOpMyNMpoBKax obsi3aTensCcTB. Apabekas apryMeHTauusl, BMECTO TOro YTo6bl 6biTh

MOCTPOEHHO Ha OCHOBE Y6eaAuTeNbHbIX 1 TPE3BbIX PaccyXAeHUIA, Kak MPaBuIo, OrpaHNYMBaeTCs...
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the mould of propaganda and incitement. Truth finds it difficult to wend its way through the
thickets of Arab communication not only with the outside world but also within the Arab
world itself.*

Thus, the two features of the Arab-Israeli conflict or the characteristics of the gen-
eralized image of the “Arab world” and the “Arab states” are, on the one hand,
the “totality of Arab hostility” towards Israel and, on the other hand, the “present
mentality of the Arab world.” In contrast to the statements Peres would make
about the Palestinians in 1996, the above passages from 1970 contain a clear
message of the acute peril for the Jewish state being posed by the Arab world.
Peres’ unambiguous language, especially when referring to the all-engrossing
Arab hostility, as well as the double emphasis of the “Arab purpose” of annihi-
lating Israel being made already on the first page of his book, hardly leaves any
doubt as to the significance which he ascribes to this danger.

Furthermore, the enumeration of the Arab states by name, even including
those that are not direct neighbors of Israel and hence not involved in a direct
conflict with it, and also the mention of a series of anti-Israeli measures, are all
meant to support his theory of an archenemy alliance between the entire Arab
world against Israel. The main message of this 1970 book is that there is no basis
for negotiations whatsoever between Israel and its neighboring states, and a fact
that is alluded to in a rather ostensible manner is that peace based on territorial
concessions made by Israel cannot possibly be achieved in this particular histor-
ical phase.

An interesting contradiction comes to light when it becomes apparent that
the chief characteristic of the “all-absorptive” hostility is rooted in the strong
interconnection of the two histories; the Israeli-Zionist one and that of the other
side. On the one hand, the “Arab world” as a clearly defined unit is fixated on
the goal of “the destruction of Israel” and “the annihilation or banishment of
her inhabitants.” This is pursued by very concrete political measures, namely
through “economic boycott and blockade; political pressure and propaganda;
closed frontiers and passage; military attack by regular units and official encour-
agement to sabotage and terror by irregular forces.”

On the other hand, the history of Israel is depicted as that of a victim of the
malevolent intentions and policies of the Arab world, which is why Israel has no
choice but to take security-political measures to ensure its own future existence.
In this sense, it is clearly conveyed that the attribute of an all-encompassing
hostility is rooted in a strong connection of both histories. In the last paragraph,

46 Peres 1970: 10-12.
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3To $popma nponaraHAbl U NOACTpekaTenbCTBa. ICTMHe TpyAHO NPobUTLCA CKBO3b Aebpn
apabCKoi KOMMYHMKaLMM He TONBKO C BHELLHUM MUPOM, HO 1 BHYTPY CaMoro apabekoro
Mupa.46

TakvnM 06pa3oM, ABYMS XapakTepHbIMY YepTamu apabo-n3pannbekoro KOHGANKTa UM YepTaMu
0606LLeHHOro 06pasa «apabckoro Mvpa» 1 «apabCkmx rocysapcTs» SBASHOTCS, C OAHON CTOPOHBI,
«COBOKYMHOCTb apabckoi BpaXAebHOCTM» MO OTHOLLEHWIO K MI3pannto, a ¢ Apyroi —
«COBPEMEHHbI MeHTanUTeT apabckoro Mypax. B oTanume ot 3asBieHwin Mepeca o nanecTuHLaX,
cAenaHHbIx B 1996 rogy, npnBejeHHble Bbille OTPbIBKW U3 KHUM 1970 roja cogepat acHoe
rnocnaHvie o6 ocTpoli onacHoOCTK, KOTOPYH apabCckunii MMp NpeacTaBaseT A/ eBpenckoro
rocyaapcrtsa. HeaBycMbICneHHBIN A3bIK [epeca, 0CO6eHHO KorAa peyb MAET O BCEMoroLatoLLeit
apabCekoi BpaxaebHOCTH, a Takxke ABOMHON akLeHT Ha «apabCcKoii Lenv» yHNUYToxeHns Vspanns,
cAenaHHbIli y>ke Ha NepBo CTPaHULLe ero KHUMM, NPakTUYeckn He 0CTaBASeT COMHEHWUA B TOM
3HaYeHUK, KOTOpoe OH NPUAAET ITO ONaCHOCTU.

Bonee ToOro, nepeuncneHve apabckmx rocyaapcTs No VIMeHaMm, BKoYasa gaxe Te,
KOTOpble He ABNATCA NPAMbIMK coceaaMmn V3pannsa n, cnefosaTesibHO, He BOBJ/IEYEHbI
B NPSAMOM KOHGANKT C HAM, a TakXXe yNoMUHaHMe psifa aHTUN3PauIbCKNX Mep,
Npu3BaHbI MOATBEPANTL €r0 TEOPMIO O COKO3e 3aKNATbIX BParos Mexay Bcem apabckmm
MUPOM 1 M3panneM. FnaBHbIli NOCbIN 3TOM KHMMM 1970 roaa 3ak1t04aeTcs B TOM, UTO
HeT HMKaKMX OCHOBaHWI 419 MeperoBopoB Mexay M3pavnem n ero cocegHMum
rocyfapcrtBaMu, 1 AOBOJIbHO IBHO HAMeKaeTCs Ha TO, YTO MNP, OCHOBAHHbIV Ha
TeppUTOpPUanbHbIX YCTYNKax CO CTOPOHbI M3panns, B AaHHbIA NCTOPUYECKUIA NePUOA
HEBO3MOXEeH.

MHTepecHoe npoTnBOpeuUre NPosiBASAETCS, KOrAa CTAHOBUTCS OYEBUAHO, YTO rNaBHas
XapaKTepucTMKa «BCenornoLatoLLel» Bpaxae6HOCTN KOPEHUTCS B TECHOM B3aUMOCBA3M
ABYX UCTOPUIA: N3PanibCKO-CUOHUCTCKOM 1 UCTOPU APYroi CTOPOHbI. C O4HOI CTOPOHBI,
«apabCKnin MUp» KaK YeTKO onpejeneHHas einHNLA COCPeOTOHEH Ha LieIv «YHUUTOXEHWS
M3panns» n «<McTpebneHns Uan N3rHaHus ero Xutenen». 370 JOCTUraeTCcs C MOMOLLbIO
BeCbMa KOHKPETHbIX MONNTUYECKNX Mep, a8 UMEHHO: «3KOHOMMNYeCKoro 60rikoTa 1 610Kajbl;
NOJINTUYECKOrOo JaB/IeHNs U NponaraHbl; 3aKpbITUS rpaHnL, U NPoe3/a; BOEHHbIX aTak
perynsipHbIX YacTer 1 opuLManbHOro NooLLpeHns caboTaxa 1 Teppopa Co CTOPOHbI
HeperynsapHbIX GOPMUPOBaAHNA».

C Apyroii CTOPOHbI, UCTOpUs Vi3panns n3o6paxaeTcs Kak MCTOPUS XepTBbl 310HaMePeHHbIX
HaMepeHWUi 1 NOANTUKM apabCckoro Mmnpa, NosTomy y Mispanns HeT MHOro BbI6OPa, KpOMe Kak
NPYHMMaTbL Mepbl B chpepe 6e30MacHOCTU 1 NOANTUKIN ANs obecneyeHns cBoero byayLiero
CyLLIeCTBOBaHMS. B 3TOM CMbICNe ICHO MOKa3aHo, YT aTpMBYT BCceobbeMtoLLel BpaxaebHOCTH

KOPeHUTCS B TECHOV CBA3W 06enx nctopuii. B nocnegHem absade...

46lepec 1970: 10-12.
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however, Peres develops a reversed argumentative strategy that relies on the sep-
aration of both narratives. Thus he dehistoricizes and depoliticizes the conflict.
As he goes on to explain: “The Arabs do not seek just one particular portion of
Israel’s land, sources of water, oil wells; they are not interested only in politi-
cal advantage of economic domination. The Arab purpose is all-absorptive — the
destruction of Israel and the annihilation or banishment of her inhabitants.”

This kind of reasoning, aimed at excluding any option of negotiation, con-
tains both momentums. On the one hand, there is the obviously conjunctive
aspect, namely the intention of destruction that one side harbors against the
other which is understood as an apodictic axiom not requiring any further expla-
nation. On the other hand, there is a refusal to treat as an issue that which actu-
ally connects the two histories, namely the subject matter of the conflict - in this
case particularly the territory — to which a solution may in fact be found together.
The territory is quasi expunged from the conflict.

It has been argued that Peres per se denies that the territory is the central
conflict issue. In reality, he is very much aware that the land is at the center of
this clash. It is only that he chooses to put the accent on the fact that it is “all
or nothing” when it comes to this conflict item. He sees this conflict as being
governed by the logic of the zero-sum game - wherein it is alleged that the other
side is not interested in any kind of compromise, whether concerning the land or
other things — but wants nothing less than the whole territory, which means the
annihilation of the Jewish state.

Even if the Palestinian question remains decidedly unmentioned, it always
looms just below the surface in such contexts, especially by virtue of the fact that
during the years in question Peres conceived of the “Arabs” or the “Arab world”
as one entity, firmly unified in its hostility towards Israel. One may speak of a
decoupling of both histories insofar as Peres grasps the conflict in the fundamen-
tal terms of “to be or not to be,” which a priori prohibits concrete compromises
over “just one particular portion of Israel’s land” or “sources of water, oil wells.”
Rather, any such concessions appear pointless, even downright dangerous.

This discourse implies not only the historical but also the spacial severance
of one’s own history from that of the others. Consequently, based on the conflict
feature of the all-encompassing hostility of the Arab world alone, Peres draws the
following pessimistic conclusion:

This comprehensive hostility has been maintained without pause since the day of Israel’s
establishment, and it has been kept at boiling point throughout. It is reflected in the condi-
tion of Israel. She has no powerful patrons who may, on the political plane, help to achieve
a compromise which could prove an effective turning point. Her military victories are
always overshadowed by the thought that they do not necessarily mark the end of warfare.
Every success is countered in the Arab mind by the knowledge that they enjoy overwhelm-
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OgHako Mepec paspabaTbiBaeT 06paTHYHO apryMeHTaLMIOHHYO CTPaTernto, OCHOBaHHYO Ha
pasgeneHunm AByx HappaTMBoB. TakiMM 06pa3oM, OH AencTopu3npyeT 1 AenonnTusnpyet
KOHPAUKT. Kak oH fanee o6BbACHsAET: «<Apabbl He CTPEMATCSA 3aXBaTUTb /INLLb KaKo-TO
KOHKPETHbIN Y4aCTOK U3Pan/ibCKOM 3eMAN, UCTOYHUKN BOAbl, HEPTSAHbIE CKBaXWHBbI; NX
MNHTepecyeT He TONIbKO NONTUYecKas BbIroAa 1in 3KOHOMUYecKoe rocnoAcTso. Lienb apabos
BCEOOBLEMAIOLLA - YHUYTOXeHUe V3panns n nctpebneHne nam n3rHaHue ero XuTenem».

Takoli Xo4 paccy>XAeHWI, HanpaBneHHbIA Ha UCKOUYeHMe 10601 BOSMOXHOCTUN NeperoBopos,
cozepXuT B cebe o6a acnekTa. C 04HOI CTOPOHbI, MPUCYTCTBYET OYEBUAHbIA KOHBIOHKTUBHbIA
acnekT, a MEeHHO HaMepeHMe K PaspyLLEHNIO, KOTOPOE OZHa CTOPOHA MUTAET MO OTHOLLEHUIO K
APYroii, 1 KOTopoe MOHMMAaeTCs Kak anognKTuYeckas akcMoma, He TpebytoLas ganbHerRLmnx
06bACHeHWI. C Apyroi CTOPOHbI, HabloAaeTcs 0TKas paccMaTpmBaTb Kak Npobaemy To, UTo
daKTMYeCcKM CBA3bIBAET ABe UCTOPWY, @ IMEHHO NpeAMeT KOHGINKTA - B JAHHOM C/ly4ae, B
YaCTHOCTU, TEPPUTOPUIIO — peLLieHNe KOTOPOTro $pakTUUeCKN MOXET 6biTb HalAeHO COBMECTHO.
TeppuTopus GaKkTUUeCcKn NCKNOUAETCS U3 KOHGAUNKTA.

BbINI0 BbICKa3aHO MPeAnooXeHue, YTo Mepeccam rmo ce6eOH OTPULIAET, UTO TeppUTOPUS
ABNAETCA LEHTPabHbIM KOHd)ﬂI/IKTHbIM BOMpoCOoM. B AeVICTBMTeﬂbHOCTM, OH NMpeKpacHO OCO3HaeT,
UYTO 3eM1I HaXO4NTCA B LLEHTPE 3TOro CTO/IKHOBEHUA. I'Ipocm OH NpeanoYynTaeT genatb akUeHT Ha
TOM, YTO B 3TOM KOHGIMKTHOM BOMpoOCe AeACTBYeT MPUHLMM «BCE UK HUYero». OH paccMaTpriBaeT
3TOT KOHGNNKT Kak Urpy € Hy/NeBOI CYMMO, B KOTOPOIA YTBEPXAAETCS, UTO Apyrasi CTOpOHa He
3aMHTepecoBaHa HY B KakoM KOMMpoMMcce, 6yAb TO B OTHOLLEHWMN 3€MAN UN Yero-nnéo elle, Ho

XO4YeT He MeHbLUe, YeM BCHO TEPPUTOPUID, YTO O3HaYaeT YHUUTOXeHNe eBpeﬁCKOFO rocyfapcrsa.

Jaxke ecnm NanecTMHCKMA BONPOC OCTAaeTCst MPAKTUYECKM He 3aTPOHYTbIM, B MOAO0BHbIX KOHTEKCTaxX OH
BCerga MasiunT rAe-To Ha MOBEPXHOCTLN, 0COBEHHO B CUY TOTO pakTa, UTo B paccmaTpuBaemsble roasl MNepec
BOCMPUHUMaN «apaboB» NN «apabcknin MUp» Kak efnHoe Lienoe, TBepAo 06bejnHeHHoe B CBOEN
BpaxAe6HOCTY K V3panito. MoXHO roBOpWTb O paspbiBe MeXAy STUMU ABYMS UCTOPUSIMU, MOCKONbKY
Mepec NoHVMaeT KOHGANKT B GYyHAAMEHTANIbHOM CMbICNE «6bIThb UN He BbiTby, UTOanp1opy3anpeLLaeTcs
NATU Ha KOHKPETHbIE KOMMPOMMCChI MO MOBOAY «/1LLb OAHOV KOHKPETHOM YacTy U3PannbCKoi 3eMnm»
VAN «NCTOYHVKOB BOZABI, HEPTAHbBIX CKBaXMWH». HanpoTumB, Nto6ble NoA06HbIE YCTYMKMN KaxyTcs
6eCcCMbICIEHHBIMY, aXe OTKPOBEHHO OMaCHbIMU.

STOT AVNCKYPC NOoApasyMeBaeT He TO/IbKO NCTOPUYECKYHO, HO U MPOCTPaHCTBEHHYHO
060C06/1eHHOCTL COBCTBEHHO NCTOPUK OT UCTopUK Apyrux. CnefoBaTeslbHO, NCXOASA U3
KOHGNMKTHOro XapakTepa BceobbeMtoLLe BpaxAebHOCTM ToNbKO apabekoro Mupa, MNepec genaet

CNesytoLmMii NecCMUCTUYECKNTA BbIBOA:

3Ta Bceob6beMAIoLLas BPaxae6HOCTb NOAAEPXKMBALTCS HENPEPLIBHO CO AHA OCHOBaHWS M3panns v NOCTOSIHHO
HaxXOAMUTCA B COCTOSHMMN KWMEHWsI. 3TO OTPaXaeTcsi Ha NONOXeHUN U3pauns. Y Hero HeT BANSITe/NbHbIX
MoKpoBWTeNew, KOTopble MOr/N 6bl Ha NONNTUHECKOM YPOBHE MOMOUYb AOCTYb KOMMPOMMCCA, COCOBHOro
cTaTb 3¢PeKTUBHLIM MOBOPOTHLIM MOMeHTOM. Ero BoeHHbIe nobe/bl BCerja oMpavatoTcsi MbIC/b0 O TOM, YTO
OHU He 0653aTe/IbHO 03HaYaloT KOHeL, BOVHbI. B apabckom CO3HaHUM Kax/blii ycnex conpoBoXAaeTcs

OCO3HaHWeM TOro, 4To OH MMeeT NoAas/isitoLLee MPeBOCXOACTBO.
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ing superiority in the numbers of their populations, the size of their territories, the scale of
their armies, and by the belief in their historic capacity for the long pull.

No compromise can satisfy them. It is the Arab goal to abolish Israel, not to change a politi-
cal situation. Israel must surely be the only State since the Second World War which has had
to face so stark a situation, with no alternative on the horizon.*

Even after such decisive military victories of the Israeli army (IDF: Israel Defense
Forces) over the Arab armies like the one in 1967, Israel cannot heave a sigh of
relief because - given the demographical superiority of the Arabs in a region
being seen as threatening — the hazard is far from eliminated. After all: “No com-
promise can satisfy them.” The reduction of the conflict to an all-encompassing
Arab hostility towards Israel contains an irreconcilable contrast within itself.

While linking the narrative of the two collectives, where one respectively refuses
to accept the other and thus banks on the disappearance of its opponent, this very
connection is not addressed any further because the mutual hostility is absolutized.
The “comprehensive hostility” of the Arabs towards Israel remains unsubstantiated
and therefore becomes depoliticized and dehistoricized. Political events notwith-
standing, it is perceived as a given, unchangeable and inevitable fact.

Peres follows this dehistoricization or depoliticization discourse by drawing
on a separation rhetoric and blaming one particular Arab character trait for the
Arab-Israeli conflict: namely the “present mentality of the Arab world.” It is seen
as a unique conflict feature and is of great importance for the enemy image that is
being discussed here. The expression “present mentality” contains two contrary
components. On the one hand, the term “mentality” points to something that is
ingrained, constant, and hence hard to change. On the other hand, the reference
to the “present” alludes to its transient character, thus qualifying it. By tracing
“the source for the conflict” not to “issues between the Arabs and the Israelis,”
but to the current system of the Arab states themselves, Peres clearly continues
to pursue his political argumentation according to which peace simply cannot be
negotiated at the present time.

Two points are merged in this characterization of “Arab mentality,” one being
the Arabs’ “warlike mood,” the other the “backwardness of most Arab states.”
In her 2002 study on Peres’ view of the Arab world, Israeli historian Yael Krispin
states that what we have here before us is a rather obvious enemy image. Up until
the late 1960s, Peres saw Arabs as “malicious, inferior, not willing to compro-
mise” and prone “to twisting [the truth] and aggressive agitation.” Also, they are

47 Ibid. 9-10.
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NPEBOCXOACTBO B YNC/IEHHOCTU HaceNeHUs, pasMepax TeppVITOpI/IIZ, MacuTabax ale/||71, a Takxe B
Bepe B CBOKO NCTOPUNYECKYH CNoCo6HOCTb K AONTOCPOYHOMY FroCnoACTBY.

Hukakoii KOMNPOMUCC VX He YA0BNeTBOPUT. Lienb apaboB — YHUUTOXUTL M3panb, a He M3MEeHNTL NMONTUYECKYHO CUTYaLIMIO.
W3paunnb, HECOMHEHHO, ABNSETCA eAVHCTBEHHBLIM rOCyapCTBOM CO BpeMeH BTopoii MUpOBOI BOIHbBI, KOTOPOMY NPULLIOCH

CTO/IKHYTBCS C CTONb CYPOBOIA CUTyaLyeld, Koraa Ha ropy3oHTe HeT anbTepHaTBbL.47

[laxke nocne Taknx peLuLaoLLmx BOeHHbIX nobes nspannbckoin apmum (LAXAST: ApMusa 060poHbI
M3pannn) Hag apabckMu apMmsamMu, Kak, Hanpumep, B 1967 rogy, Mi3pannb He MOXeT B30XHYTb C
obnieryeHnem, NOTOMY YTO - YUNTbIBas AemMorpadpuyeckoe NPeBOCXOACTBO apaboB B pervoHe,
BOCMPUHMMAaEMOM KakK Yrpo3a - OnacHOCTb Aaneko He ycTpaHeHa. B koHLe KOoHLoB: «Hrkakol
KOMMPOMMUCC UX He YA0BNeTBOPUT». CBejeHne KOHPNNKTa K BceobbemAtoLLeli apabekoit
BPaXAebHOCTIN Mo OTHOLLEHWIO K VI3pannto coaepXuT B cebe HenprMUPUMBIA KOHTPACT.

XoTsi B NOBECTBOBAHWM ABYX KOJIIEKTUBOB, A€ OAUH N3 HUX OTKa3blBaeTCs NPUHATL
Apyrovi n, Takum 06pa3oM, paccHMTbIBaeT Ha MCYe3HOBEHE CBOEro OMMOHeHTa, 3Ta CBA3b
Janee He paccMaTpuBaeTCs, MOCKObKY B3aMMHas BpaxaebHoCTb abcontoTusnpyeTcs.
«BceobLas Bpaxae6HOCTb» apabos Mo OTHOLEeHWIO K V3pannto octaeTcs HeEO60CHOBaHHOW
1, cnejoBaTesIbHO, AenOoNNTUSNPYETCA U Jenctopusnpyetca. HecmoTpsa Ha noantTuyeckne
CO6bLITUSA, OHa BOCMPUHUMAETCS Kak AaHHbIV, HEM3MEHHbI 1 Hen36exXHbIN GakT.

Mepec NpogosKaeT 3TOT ANCKYPC AeMNCTOPM3aLMM UK AeNOoNNTU3aLMK, ONMpasce Ha
pPUTOPVKY pasjeneHusi 1 06BMHSAS B apabo-M3pannbCkoM KOHGANKTE OHY KOHKPETHYIO YepTy
xapakTepa apaboB: a IMeHHO «COBPeMeHHbIVi MeHTannTeT apabckoro Mupa». OH paccmaTtprBaeTcst
KaK YHNKaNbHas 0CO6eHHOCTb KOHPNNKTa 1 MMeeT 60/bLLoe 3HaUYeHe Ans obpasa Bpara, KOTopbIit
34ecb 06CyXaaeTcs. BbipaXeHne «COBPeMEHHbI MEHTAINTET» COAEPXUT ABa MPOTMBOMOOXHbIX
KOMMOHeHTa. C 04HOVi CTOPOHbI, TEPMUH «MEHTa/INTET» yKa3blBaeT Ha HEYUTO YKOPEHUBLLIEeCs,
NOCTOSIHHOE U, CNlejoBaTeNbHO, TpyAHOM3MeHsieMoe. C Apyroi CTOPOHBI, CCbIIKa Ha «HacTosiLLee»
HamekaeT Ha ero npexoAsLLuii xapakTep, TeM CamMbIM YTOUHSIS ero. MpocnexmBas «MCTOUYHNK
KOHOAMNKTa» He K «npobaeMam Mexzay apabamu 1 M3pannbTHaMW», a KTeKyLymiB pamMmkax C1cTemsl
cammx apabckux rocyaapcTs MNepec ASBHO NPOAOXAET CBOK MOAUTUYECKYIO apryMeHTaumio,

COrNIacHO KOTOPO MUP MPOCTO HEBO3MOXEH B Pe3y/ibTaTe NeperoBOPOB. B HACTOSLLEE BPEMS.

B 37O XapakTepucTunke «apabckoro MeHTannTeTa» CIMBAOTCA 4Ba MOMEHTA: «BOUHCTBEHHBII
HacTpoli» apaboB 1 «OTCTaNoCTb 6ONLLINHCTBA apabCkux rocyjapcTs». B ceoem nccnegosaHnm
2002 roaa, nocssiLeHHOM B3rnsgy MNepeca Ha apabckuii MUp, N3panabCKUii NCTOPUK 3 KpucninH
yTBEPXAAeT, UTO Nnepey, HaMu JOBONLHO OYeBUAHbIV 06pas Bpara. BnaoTb 4o KoHua 1960-x rogos
Mepec cuntan apabos «3M106HLIMUN, HEMONHOLIEHHbIMU, HE XeNarLUUMN UATA Ha KOMIPOMUCC» U

CKNOHHBIMM «K MCKaXeHWto [MpaBgbl] 1 arpeccnBHOl armtaymm». Kpome Toro, OHm

47Tam xe. 9-10.
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“primitive and extremely concerned about their dignity, aggressive, uneducated
and socially backward.”*®

That these two aspects of socio-cultural regression coupled with aggressive
tendencies form the basis of Peres’ Arab enemy image is also confirmed in the
text of 1970. At its very beginning, the “internal tensions” that lie at the core of
the Arab world as well as the combative tendency lingering therein is mentioned.
Peres takes a descriptive approach here by elaborating in some detail on the
numerous wars and military coup d’états in the region. He speaks of a resulting
“constant instability” in these states, which are informed by the particular char-
acter of their dictatorial regimes, and refers to the Arab governments as “mili-
tary” or “quasi-military regimes.”

Peres fails to produce an explicit analysis of this inner instability, however.
It is barely associated with the region’s colonial history and its still perceivable
impact. Instead, it is ascribed to a characteristic trait exhibited by Arab societies.
For example, Peres links the militant tendency of Arab states — with the exception
of Lebanon - to a lack of civil institutions in these countries. After all, they have
“no free press, no independent political parties,” and also “no freely elected par-
liaments, no truly representative trade union movements.” Likewise, there is “no
middle class which tends to recognize social obligations.” To him, Arab states are
“not States who have armies but armies who have States.”*®

To underline his hypothesis of the Arab world’s regressive culture, Peres
goes on to include the Arabic language in the overall picture. He, who has hardly
any knowledge of Arabic, alleges that the enemy has insufficient communica-
tion skills, portraying Arabic as a reflection of a backward and bellicose culture.
As he says, Arabic shows the tendency of “using words in a decorative manner,
with emotional connotations.” This implies that expressions are generally of a
non-binding nature, and hence no great importance is attached to the word in
Arab culture.

Not least, Peres charges the Arabic language with being violent in nature:
“Arab argument, instead of being fashioned with the ingredients of cogent and
sober reasoning, tends to fit the mold of propaganda and incitement.” Here, Peres
underpins his theory that peace is not negotiable by pointing out the inadequacy
of the enemy’s means of communication. Arabic is simply unsuitable for discern-
ing truth, which is why “[t]ruth finds it difficult to wend its way through the thick-
ets of Arab communication.”

48 Krispin 2002: 196-197.
49 Peres 1970: 11.
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«lMpVYMUTVBHBIE 1 KpaliHe 03a604eHHbIE CBOUM [OCTOVMHCTBOM, arpeccBHble, HEO6Pa30BaHHbIE 1
coumanbHo oTcTanble».48

To, 4TO 3TU ABa acrnekTa CoLManbHO-KybTYPHOI perpeccumn B COMeTaHUM C arpeccBHbLIMU
TeHAEHLVMsMM COCTaB/ISIOT OCHOBY 06pa3a apabckoro Bpara, cosgaHHoro Mepecom,
noaTBepxaeTcs 1 B Tekcte 1970 roga. B camom Hauane yrnomnHaloTCst «BHYTPEeHHVE
NPOTMBOPEUUsi», exallye B OCHOBe apabCkoro M1pa, a Takxke CoXpaHsoLLascs B Hem
BOVIHCTBEHHAas TeHAEHLMS. [epec UCMob3yeT 34ecb OnmncaTebHbIl NOAXOA, MOAPO6HO OMMChIBas
MHOFOUMNCNIEHHbIE BOVHbI 1 BOEHHbIE AeNCTBUS. rOCY4apCTBEHHbIV 1epeBopoTB pervoHe. OH
roBOPUT O BO3HMKAIOLLE B pe3ynbTaTe «MOCTOSIHHON HeCTabuAbHOCTU» B 3TUX FoCcyAapcTBax,
06YyCNOBNEHHOW 0COBLIM XapakTepoM MX ANKTATOPCKMX PEXMMOB, 1 Ha3blBaeT apabckune
NPaBUTENBCTBA «BOEHHBLIMU» UAW «KBAa3UMUANTAPHBIMU PEXMAMM.

OAHaKO I'Iepec He npejnaraet ABHOro aHanmsa 3TOM BHyTpeHHEI7I HecTabunbHocTU. OHa Wb
NOBEPXHOCTHO CBA3aHa C KONOHMaNbHOM MCTOpMeVI pervoHa n eé Bcé eU.l,é OWYTUMbIM BANAHUNEM. BmecTo
3TOro e€ NPUMNUCLIBAOT...XapPakTEPHAsT 4epTadTO XapaKTepHO A1 apabckux obLyects. Hanprmep, Mepec
CBA3blBae€T BOMHCTBEHHYH TEHAEHLMNIO apa6CK|/|x rocyfapcTB - 3a UCKNOYeHEM JlnBaHa - ¢ OTCYTCTBMEM
FPaXXAaHCKUX NHCTUTYTOB B 3TUX CTPaHax. B KOHLe KOHLOB, Y HUX «HeT CBOsOAHOI‘/‘I npeccol, HeT
He3aBUCUMbIX MOTINTUYECKUNX I'IapTI/II‘/'I», a Takxke «HeT CBOGOAHO I/I36paHHbIX napnamMeHToB, HeT no-
HacTodwemy npeacrtaBuTeibHbIX I'IpO(I)COI-O3HbIX ABVI)KeHI/IVI». TOYHO TaK Xe, TaM «HeT cpeaHero knacca,
KOTOprVI CK/IOHEH NpU3HaBaTb counanbHble ob6si3aTenbcTBax. Mo ero MHeHuo, apa6CK|/|e rocypapcrtea - 310
«He rocyapcTsa, UMetoLme apMmmn, a apMum, MeroLLIMe rocyaapcrea».49

UT06bI NOAYEPKHYTL CBOKO MMMOTE3Y O PETPECCUMBHOM KyNbType apabekoro Mupa, Mepec
BK/IOYAET B 06LLYI0 KapTUHY apabckuid A3blk. OH, MPaKTUYecky He BRaetoLLmnii apabeknum s3biKoM,
YyTBEPXAAET, UTO Yy NPOTUBHMNKA HEAOCTAaTOYHO KOMMYHWKATVBHbIX HAaBbIKOB, |/|306pa>Kaﬂ apa6cwn7|
A3bIK KaK OTPaXeHre 0TCTanoli N BOVHCTBEHHOW KynbTypbl. Kak OH roBopuWT, B apabckoMm s3bike
HabNtoAaeTCcs TeHAEHLMS «CMO/b30BaThb C/I0BA B €KOPATUBHbIX LiesX, C SMOLMOHabHBIMM
KOHHOTaLMAMU». 3TO NoApasyMeBaeT, YTO BblpaXeHWsi, Kak NpaBu/Io, HOCAT Heobs3aTeNbHbIl

XapakTep, 1 NMo3ToMy B apabCKoii KynbType C/10BY He NPUAAETCs 60/bLLOTO 3HaYEeHUs!.

B yacTHocTW, Mepec 06BUHSIET apabCknii Si3blk B HACUNBLCTBEHHOM XapakTepe: «Apabckme
apryMeHTbl, BMECTO TOrO UTO6bI BbITb MOCTPOEHHBIMY Ha OCHOBE Yy6eANTEeIbHOIO 1 TPE3BOro
paccyxAeHus, Kak Npasuio, COOTBETCTBYHOT LWabNoHaM NponaraHgbl 1 NoAcTpekaTenbCcTBa». 34ech
Mepec NoAKpenisieT CBOK TEOPUIO O TOM, YUTO MUP HE MOANEXUT 06CYXKAEHMIO, yKasbiBasi Ha
HeafeKBaTHOCTb CPEACTB KOMMYHMKaLMU NPOTUBHMKA. APabCKmii A3bIK MPOCTO HEMPUIoAeH ANs
pacnosHaBaHWs NCTUHBI, MO3TOMY «MCTUHE TPYAHO NPONOXUTL cebe NyTb CKBO3b Ae6pn apabekoi

KOMMYHUKaLUn».

48KpwucnnH 2002: 196-197.
490Mepec 1970: 11.
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As aresult, any attempt at communication is doomed to failure. Peres stresses
the fact that these communicational features not only impact foreign policy but
also inform the inner-Arab relations. Put another way, even amongst themselves
Arabs cannot help but communicate in a “peculiar” manner. This line of argu-
ment is not only aimed at confirming Peres’ message that peace is out of reach at
this point in time, it also implicitly locates the source of the conflict “on the other
side.”

True, after his harsh, curt judgment, Peres does goes on to soften his tone: “I
do not cite this to draw a sweeping judgment of the character of the Arabs, or to
claim that it is immutable, but simply to show how this character is used by the
current regimes to which the Arabs are at present reconciled.” But this relativiza-
tion does little to mitigate the postulate of the “peculiar nature of the Arabs,” as it
still implies that it remains prey to easy manipulation by Arab regimes.

In Peres’ estimation, it is these regimes that are to blame for taking advantage
of this general mentality. He may express the future-oriented, optimistic posi-
tion that the current situation can be altered, not least because “the Arabs have
known more enlightened regimes in the past” and “far-reaching social change
is already knocking on the historic door of the Arabs, and if indeed there is such
change, the destiny of the region will be completely transformed.” But despite
this fact, in Peres’ understanding the destiny of the region depends entirely on the
change of the political history of the Arabs.>°

The history of the Arab-Israeli conflict, the topos Peres is addressing here, is
explained based exclusively on Arab history, with the solution being hinged on
an inner-Arab shift: “At all events, until there is change, Israel feels rather like a
State planted in an international suburb which is torn by constant disturbances,
a suburb in which neither law nor order, logic nor peace, plays any role in the life
of its inhabitants.”>*

Here, Peres is projecting his Eastern European experience, his personal per-
spective, on the Middle Eastern context. In the original Hebrew version of the
same text he even uses the term “pogrom”>? to describe the Arab outbursts of
violence, a term rooted in the history of the Jewish diaspora, highlighting his
sense of a parallelism between the Arab-Israeli relations and the situation of the
Jewish minority within an inimical Eastern European environment. With regard
to the two other conflict features invoked by Peres, namely the “superiority in the
numbers” of the Arabs over the Jews in the region and the frequency of violent

50 Ibid. 12.
51 Ibid. 12.
52 Peres 1970: 4. (Hebr.)
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B pesynbTrare ntob6as nonbiTka KOMMYHUKaLMM obpeyveHa Ha nposain. MNepec
noAYepKMBAET, YTO 3TV OCOBEHHOCTU KOMMYHMKALMW BANSIOT He TO/IbKO Ha BHELLIHIOH
MOANTKKY, HO 1 Ha BHYTpMapabckme oTHoLLeHWs. VIHbIMK cioBamu, faxe Mexay coboii
apabbl He MOryT He 06LaTbCsA «CBOe0bpa3HbIM» 06pasoM. ITa IMHUSA apryMeHTaLmnm
HanpaBneHa He TONbKO Ha NOATBEPXAeHMe yTBepxaeHs MNepeca 0 TOM, UTO MUP B AaHHbIV
MOMEHT HeOCTMXMM, HO 1 KOCBEHHO yKa3blBaeT Ha UCTOYHUK KOHPANKTa «Ha APYroW
CTOPOHE».

[lelicTBUTeNbHO, MOC/Ee CBOEro Pe3KOro N IaKOHUYHOIO CyX/AeHws Mepec cMsirdaeT ToH: «51 NprBOXY
3TO He 4115 TOro, UTO6bI BLIHECTU BCeOBBEMIOLLLEe CYXKAeHMe 0 XapakTepe apaboB 1AW yTBEPXAaTb, UTO OH
Hen3MeHeH, a NpocTo YTObbI noKasaTtb, KaK 3TOT XapaKTep NCMob3yeTcA HblHELUHUMU peXxnMmamu,
KOTOPbIMYM apabbl B HACTOSILLIEE BPEMS MPUMUPUANCE». HO 3Ta pensTBm3auus Mano YTo genaet Ans
CMArYeHUs NocTynaTa o «CBOe06Pa3HOM xapakTepe apaboB», MOCKO/IbKY OHa Mo-NpexHeMy
noApasyMeBaeT, UTO OHW OCTaOTCS IErkol Jo6bIUel NS MaHUMYNSLMIA CO CTOPOHBI apaBCKUX PEXMOB.

Mo MHeHuIo MNepeca, MEHHO 3TW PeXVMbl BUHOBATbI B TOM, UTO BOCMO/1b30BaINCh TakUM
06LWMM MeHTannTeToM. OH MOXeT BblpaXaTb ONTUMMUCTUYHYIO, OPUEHTUPOBAHHYIO Ha byayLee
Nno3nLMIo, NoNaras, YTo HbIHELLUHIOK CUTYaLMio MOXHO U3MEHUTb, He B NMOoCNeAHIoI oYepeib
NoTOMY, YTO «apabbl B MPOLLIOM 3HaAM 60/1ee NPOoCBeLLEeHHbIe PEXUMbI» U «Aaneko ngyLme
counanbHble nepemMeHbl yXe CTy4aTcsi B UCTOpUYecKre A4Bepu apabekoro Mypa, 1 eciv Takve
nepemMeHsbl AeliCTBUTEIbHO NPOM30IAYT, CyAbba perrioHa NoMHOCTLI0 U3MEHNTCA». Ho, HecMOTps Ha
370, B NOHUMaHWK MNepeca cybba perrioHa NofHOCTLI0 3aBUCUT OT 3TOM0.06 M3MEHEHUN
r0/IMTNYECKOU ncTopumn apabos.50

McTopust apabo-m3pannbckoro KOHGAMKTA, K KOTopoli obpaliaeTcs MNepec, o6bacHseTCs
VCK/IOUNTENBHO Ha OCHOBE apabCko NCTOpUK, a peLLeHre KOHGNKTa OCHOBbLIBAETCA Ha BHYTPUapa6ckmx
nepemeHax: «B t060M C/ly4ae, nMoka He NPOU30AYT NepeMeHbl, M3paunb oLLyLLaeTcs ckopee Kak
rocyAapcTso, PacnosioXXeHHOe B MeX/AyHapOoAHOM NPUropoze, pasavpaemMoM NoCTOSHHbIMU
6ecriopsakamu, NPUropoze, B KOTOPOM HW 3aKOH, HV MOPSIA0K, HY JIOFUKE, HU MUP He UTPpatoT HKaKOA
PONN B XUN3HW ero xuTenei».."51

3peck Mepec npoeuypyeT CBOM BOCTOYHOEBPOMEVCKMIA OMbIT, CBOK INUYHYIO TOUKY 3pEHUS, Ha
61MXKHEBOCTOUHBIV KOHTEKCT. B OpvrMHanbHOM eBpelickoil Bepcrm TOro Xe TeKCTa OH Aaxe
NCNONb3yeT TEPMUH «MOrpoM»52 ANs ONMCaHNSA BCMbILLEK HACUINSA CO CTOPOHbI apaboB — TEPMUH,
YXOAALLMIA KOPHSMU B NCTOPUIO €BPEIICKON Anacrnopsbl, — NoAYepKMBas CBOe OLLyLeHne
napannenu Mexay apabo-n3panbCKMMnN OTHOLLIEHUAMU U MONIOXEHNEM eBPelickoro MeHbLUVHCTBA
BO Bpax/ebHOW BOCTOUHOEBPONENCKon cpeje. YTo kacaeTcs 4BYX APYrnX KOHGANKTHLIX MOMEHTOB,
YNOMAHYTbIX [lepecom, a MIMEHHO «4MCNIEHHOrO NPeBOCXOACTBa» apaboBs Haj eBpessMU B PervioHe 1

4acCTOTbl HACU/IbCTBEHHbIX AeIZCTBI/IIZ

50Tam xe. 12.
51Tam xe. 12.
52MMepec 1970: 4. (vBp.)
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outbreaks, his explanations are restricted to quantitative aspects, referencing
data, population size, territory and military power.>

The Arab world is an unknown territory to him; it inspires in him feelings
of fear. Consequently, an integration of Israel into the Arab region is downright
unimaginable in the years before 1970. As early as the mid-1950s, in his function
as Deputy Director-General of the Ministry of Defense, Shimon Peres formulates
the so-called “Periphery Doctrine,” also known as the “Border State Doctrine.”
It is aimed at overcoming Israel’s clearly felt and unsettling regional isolation by
means of an Israeli alliance with non-Arab or non-Muslim states and minorities
in the Middle East.

From the historical perspective, this line of thought constitutes the founda-
tion for the mainly military forms of cooperation between Israel and states such
as Iran, Ethiopia and Turkey, as well as with minorities like the Christians in
Lebanon or the Kurds. As co-developer of this doctrine and also given his posi-
tion in the Ministry of Defense, Peres had a key role in shaping Israeli relations
with states in Africa and Asia that are subject to a high security rating and about
which little is known due to their mostly military nature, including arms trade
and military training.

The logic of the Periphery Doctrine, arising out of a deep sense of isolation,
contains the “activistic” approach that consists in retorting to perceived rejec-
tion from the immediate environment by “activistically” shutting-off from it. An
important aim of this doctrine, developed after the Suez War of 1956 in reaction
to Israel’s political defeat, was to counter the Arab nationalism lead by the Egyp-
tian President Nasser. The Suez War boosted his position considerably as it was
extremely alarming to Israel.

The fear of a spread of hostilities fostered by Arab nationalism - in particular
the 1958 Syrian-Egyptian military unification into the United Arab Republic gave
reason for concern — also finds expression in Peres’ book of 1970. He underscores
the necessity of putting a stop to the process in which Arab neighbor states are
infecting the entire Arab world and the Muslim religious community with their
enmity towards Israel, lest it grab hold of the whole region.>*

Pursuant to the Periphery Doctrine, Israel was supposed to confront Arab
nationalism, perceived to be the archenemy, by providing military support to
non-Arab and non-Muslim forces within the region. The hope was to weaken Arab
nationalism in this way, and hence its member states. This concept contributed
to the establishment of the notion that one has no choice but to resign oneself

53 Peres 1970: 12-14.
54 Peres 1970, Chapter 13 “Israel and the Arab Word”: 258-280.
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B oTHOLEHMM Benbllwek 3a60n1eBaHnli ero 06bscCHeHNst OrpaHN4YnNBarOTCA KONNYECTBEHHBIMUW acnekTamMu, cCblasdCb
Ha JaHHble, YNC/IEHHOCTb HaceNeHns, TEpPPUTOPUIO N BOEHHYIO MOLLb.53

Apabckunii Mup 6b1a ANt HEro Hen3BeAaHHOW TeppuUTOpUEli; OH BHYLLIAM eMy CTPpaXx.
CnepoBaTenbHO, MHTErpaums Mispanns B apabckuii permoH 6bina CoBepLUEHHO HEMbICIVIMA B FOAbI
20 1970 roga. Ewe B cepegmHe 1950-X rogos, 3aHNUMas AO/HKHOCTb 3aMeCcTUTeNs reHepasabHOro
AnpekTopa MuHmncTepcTBa 060pOoHbI, LLMMOH Mepec cdopmMynmpoBan Tak HasblBaeMyH «AOKTPUHY
nepudepumn», Takke N3BECTHYIO Kak «40KTPUHA NOrpaHNYHOro rocygapcrea». OHa 6bina
HanpaB/ieHa Ha npeojo/eHe IBHO OLLYyLLLIAeMOli 1 TPeBOXHOW pernoHanbHon nsonsumm Mspanns
nocpeacTBOM Coto3a V3panns ¢ HeapabCkMMM AN HeMYCYbMaHCKMM FoCcyAapcTBaMm 1
MeHbLUNHCTBaMN Ha bavxHem BocToke.

C NCTOPUYECKOL TOUKWN 3PeHNs, 3Ta IMHNS MbIC/IM COCTaB/IAET OCHOBY ANS MPENMYLLECTBEHHO
BOEHHbIX GOPM COTPYAHMYECTBa MeXAY V3pannem 1 Takumm rocygapcteamu, kak MipaH, d¢uonusa n
Typums, a Takxe C MEHbLUVHCTBAMU, TaKUMU Kak XpUcTraHe B JInBaHe nan KypAapl. byayun ogHnm
13 pa3paboTUMKOB 3TOM AOKTPUHBI, @ TakXe Y4NTbIBas ero A0/MKHOCTb B MHMCTepcTBE 060POHbI,
Mepec cbirpan kNtoYeByto posb B OPMUPOBAHNN U3PaUIbCKNX OTHOLLEHWI C rocyAapcTBaMum
Adpukn 1 A3nn, KOTOPble MEIOT BbICOKMNI YpOBEeHb 6€30NacHOCTA 1 O KOTOPbIX Masio YTO N3BECTHO
13-3a VX NpenMyLLLeCTBEHHO BOEHHOIO XapakTepa, BK/1H04asi TOProB/Iko OPY>XMEM 1 BOEHHYHO
NoAroToBKy.

Jlorunka JOKTPUHbI Neprpepurm, NporcTeKatoLlas U3 rybokoro YyBcTea N30a9LMK, BKIOYaET B cebs
«aKTUBUCTCKUIA» NOAXOZ, 3aK/IH0YaIOLLMIACS B OTBET Ha NpeAnonaraemMoe oTTOPXXeHe CO CTOPOHbI
HernocpeACTBEHHOI0 OKPYXEHMs NyTeM «aKTUBMUCTCKOro» OTCTPaHeHWst OT Hero. BaxxHoW Lenbto 3Toll
JOKTPUHBI, pa3paboTaHHoli nocne CyaLkoli BoliHbl 1956 roga B 0TBET Ha MOAUTUYECKOE NopaXxeHue
M3pawnns, 66110 NPOTUBOAENCTBME apabCkoMy HaLMOHaNM3My BO raBe C erneTckuM NpesvAeHToM
Hacepom. CysLikasi BOViHa 3HaUUTeIbHO YKPEenuaa ero No3nLmm, MoCKosbKy OHa bbina KpaviHe TPeBOXHOM
ans N3pawvns.

CTpax nepej pacnpocTpaHeHeM BpaxAebHOCTY, pa3xuraemor apabckM HaLMOoHaIN3MOoM, - B
YaCTHOCTY, NOBOAOM Anst 6eCnokoCTBa CTano BoeHHoe o6beanHeHre Cupun n ErvnTa B 1958 rogy B
O6bearHeHHYo Apabckyto Pecrybimky, - Takxe HaxoAuUT oTpaxeHue B kHure Mepeca 1970 roga. OH
noj4epkMBaeT He06X0AVMOCTb MONOXUTL KOHeL, NPoLieccy, B Xoje KOTOpOoro coceaHve apabekme
rocyapcTBa 3apaxaroT Becb apabCckmini MUP 1 MYCYIbMaHCKYH PEINTMO3HYH0 06LLIMHY CBOe
BPaXAe6bHOCTbIO K V13pannto, UTobbl TOT He 3aXBaTW/ BECb PErnoH.54

B cooTBeTCTBMM C JOKTPUHOV Nepudepnm, M3paunb fomkeH 6bi1 MPOTUBOCTOSATL apabckomy
HaLMoHann3My, BOCNPYHUMaeMOMy Kak 3aksTblli Bpar, OkasblBasi BOEHHYHO NMOAAEPXKY Heapabckum v
HeMyCy/IbMaHCKMM CnaM B pernoHe. Hagexzaa coctosina B TOM, YTOBbI TaKUM 06pa3oM 0C1abuTe apabekuii
HaLVOHaNn3Mm, a cnejoBaTteslbHO, Y roCyAapcTBa-4UeHbl. 3Ta KOHLEeNUMs cnocobcTeoBana GopMUMpoBaHmto

npeacTtaBneHnsa 0 TOM, YTO y YenoBeka HeT MHOro BbIGOpa, KpOoMe KakK CMNpUTbLCA C C|/|Tya|.|,v|e|7|.

53MMepec 1970: 12-14.
54epec 1970, MnaBa 13 «M3pannb 1 apabckuin Mup»: 258-280.
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to the existing regional situation of besiegement. And this view was ultimately
solidified as the main focus was averted from the near environment — but only in
a political-diplomatic, certainly not in a military and secret-military sense.

In 1958, Peres justifies this way of thinking as follows: “We are looking to
draw nearer to an environment that will cooperate with us, and not one that is
capable of exterminating us.”® Following this logic, the immediate neighbor
states have to be partially ignored and removed from one’s consciousness, as they
are obviously not adequate to the task of cooperation.

Arab Nationalism as Israel’s Archenemy

Egypt’s President Gamal Abdel Nasser was the enemy par excellence for Israel
from 1952 until his death in 1970, particularly between the armed encounters of
1956 and Egypt’s defeat in 1967. This decade is considered to be a period of relative
calm after the devastating years that followed the establishment of Israel right up
until the Suez War in October 1956. From Israel’s point of view, however, the calm
was pregnant with tension as Arab nationalism was at its peak during this time.

In these years, Arab nationalism, with the charismatic Egyptian president
as its figurehead, was seen as a highly dangerous phenomenon for the young
state. Following his military defeat in the Suez War, Nasser scored an important
political victory when Israel was not able to celebrate its military success due to
international pressure and was forced to withdraw from the conquered land, par-
ticularly the Sinai Peninsula and the Gaza Strip, by March 1957.

At that time Arab nationalism gained new momentum through the broad-
ening of support in the Arab world for a secular national movement of the Arab
states as they were gradually being freed from imperialism. The unification of
Syria and Egypt in 1958, the reinforcement of Palestinian forces in Jordan, the
founding of the Palestinian organization “Fatah” in 1964 with Nasser’s help, and
Nasser’s general support for the Palestinian cause — all contributed to the process
in which Nasser was stylized as Israel’s nemesis.

In 1970, Shimon Peres analyzed Nasser as a person and as a politician, taking,
as it were, a retrospective view of the Nasser era. He described Nasser’s dilemma
as follows: “Nasser’s regime is also torn by two conflicting purposes. It would
like to establish a reform movement which will grapple with the grim realities of

55 Peres 1965: 68.
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K CyLLl,ecTByI'OLLI,EIZ peI'I/IOHaﬂbHOIZ CUTyauum ocajbl. N 3Ta TO4kKa 3peHnA B KOHEYHOM uTore
yKpenunnack, NOCKONIbKY OCHOBHOE BH/MaHWe 6bln0 nepeHeceHo c 6nmxaiwero OKpYy>XeHnA - HO
TONBKO B NONNTUKO-4UNIOMAaTUYeCKOoM, 6eByCﬂOBHO, He B BOEHHOM 1 CEKPETHO-BOEHHOM CMbIC/e.

B 1958 roay MNepec o60ocHoBan Takor 06pa3 MblLLAEHUS ClesyoLmM 06pa3om:
«Mbl cTpeMUMca NPUBAN3NTLCS K Cpeje, KoTopasi ByAeT COTPYyAHUYATb C HaMK, a He K
TOW, KOTOpPas cNocobHa Hac NCTPebuTb».55 Cnegys aTol norvke, 6ANXKaNLWNX coceei
cneAyeT 4acTMYHO UTHOPMPOBATE Y UCK/TIOUYUTE M3 CO3HAHWS, MOCKOJIbKY OHU IBHO He
NnoAxoAaT Ans 3aja4u COTpyAHNYeCTBa.

ApabCcKUi HaLMOHaNN3M Kak 3aKknsaTbl Bpar Nspanns

Mpe3naeHT Ervnta Famans A6zenb Hacep 6b1n BparoM.mpesocxo4Hbiinsa Vspanns ato gecatunetme
Anvnock ¢ 1952 roga Ao ero cmepTy B 1970 rogy, 0CO6eHHO B Mepuoj Mexay BOOPY>KeHHbIMMN
cToNnkHoBeHUAMN 1956 roga v nopaxeHuem Erunta B 1967 rogy. 310 gecaTUNeTUE CHUTAETCSH NEPUOAOM
OTHOCUTE/IbHOTO CMOKOVCTBUA NOCae pa3pyLUMTeNbHbIX 1T, MOC1eA0BaBLUMX 3a Co34aHneM V3panns
BMA0Tb 40 Cy3LKOW BOViHbI B 0KTA6pe 1956 roga. OfHaKo € TOUKM 3peHus V3panns 3To cnokoncTeme 6bino
COMPAXEHO C HaMPSXXeHHOCTBH0, MOCKObKY apabCckuidi HaLMOHaN3M B 3TO BpeMs A0CTUI CBOero nyika.

B Te rogpl apabckuii HauMoHann3Mm, BO r1aBe C Xapn3MaTUUHbIM ermneTckum
npesnAeHTOM, paccMaTpmMBaCcs Kak KpaiHe onacHoe siBneHne Ans MO0A0ro rocyjapcrea.
Mocne BoeHHoro nopaxeHusi B Cyaukoli BoriHe Hacep ogep>an BaXKHY NOANTUYECKYHO
nobegy, koraa Vi3panab He CMOT OTNPa3HOBaThb CBOW BOEHHbIW ycrex 1s-3a
MeXAyHapOAHOro AaBneHns 1 6bia BbIHYX/AEH BbIBECTN BOMCKA C OKKYNMUPOBaHHbIX
TeppuTOpUIA, B YacTHOCTM ¢ CMHAMCKOro NoslyocTpoBa 1 cekTopa Masa, k mapTy 1957 roga.

B To Bpemsi apabcknii HauMoHann3M Habpan HOBbIV MMNYLC 6aarogaps
pacwmpeHnto NnoAAepPXXKN B apaGCKOM Mupe CBETCKOro HauMoHaNbHOTO ABUWXEHNA
apa6CK|/|x rocyAapcTtB, NOCTEMNEHHO OCBOGOXABBUJVIXCH OoT nMnepunannsma.
O6beguHeHne Cnpun v ErvnTa B 1958 rogy, ycuneHmne nanecTUHCKMX cua B MlopaaHuu,
CO3ZaHue nanecTMHCKom opraHmsaunm «®ATX» B 1964 rogy npu noasepxxke Hacepa un
obLan noagepxka Hacepom nanecTMHCKOro Aesa — BCe 3TO CMOCOBCTBOBANO TOMY,
uTO Hacep cTan BOCMPUHUMATBLCS Kak 3aknATbIA Bpar M3panns.

B 1970 roay LLInmoH Mepec npoaHanusvposan Hacepa Kak IMYHOCTb U Kak MNONUTMKA, B3MNSAHYB, Tak
ckasaTb, Ha 3noxy Hacepa B peTpocnekTuse. OH onucan gunemmy Hacepa cneayrolvm o6pasom: «Pexum
Hacepa Takke pasampatoT ABe nNpoTMBopeYallue Apyr Apyry Luenun. OH xoTen 6bl co3aTb

pedpopmaTopcKoe ABUKEHNE, KOTOpoe byaeT 60pOThCs C CypOBLIMY PeANSMU...»

55[Mepec 1965: 68.
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Arab life; but it also wants it to be a messianic movement, pursuing mystical aims
inspired by Arab history.”>®

Among Nasser’s reform goals Peres lists the fight against the Muslim reli-
gious extremists such as the “Muslim Brotherhood,” and the implementation of a
socialist policy; even if the respective reforms in the fields of education, economy
and lifestyle were mostly of a merely symbolic nature. The messianic aspect, com-
ments Peres, drives Nasser to “create the kind of army which Egypt is incapa-
ble of establishing at present”. Finally, Peres explicitly states what he sees as
the actual conflict: namely the wish to become an “Egyptian Kemal Ataturk”>%,
“securing a place in Arab history as the modern Saladin”*® at the same time.®°

Peres basically assumes that as a result of the ambivalence of the two ambi-
tions — statesman and messiah — Nasser ultimately falls prey to the Arab salva-
tion movement in the form of Arab nationalism. Especially following Nasser’s
promising rise to becoming the leader of the country on the Nile as it was being
liberated from British imperialism, Peres sees him as “a grave disappointment —
to the world, to Egypt itself, to the Arabs and to Israel.”*!

Arab nationalism, understood mainly as pressure to solve the Palestine ques-
tion, caused Israel great anxiety between 1956 and 1967. In the years after the
founding of the state up until the “liberating” Six-Day War, Israel relied on secur-
ing and consolidating the demographic and geopolitical successes of 1948-1949.
The local border or retaliation wars of 1952-1956 and the regional armed encoun-
ters of 1956 and 1967 were an expression of these attempts to permanently pre-
serve Israel’s achievements of 1948. The fear of a powerful Arab nationalism can
be clearly perceived between the lines of Peres’ retrospective account of this time.

Such a movement would force Israel to solve the Palestine question in the
interests of the “Arabs of Eretz Israel,” which would pose a real threat for the
Zionist project. Although Peres does address, even if only very sporadically and
briefly, the interconnectedness of the Israeli-Palestinian and the pan-Arab-Israeli
conflicts, the fear of consequences ultimately leaves him speechless. He briefly
mentions the hope of the Arabs of Eretz Israel, inspired by the strengthening of
the Egyptian president and his desire to become an Arab Saladin. But he does not
fail to mention what a disaster Nasser has ultimately brought on the Palestinians

56 Peres 1970: 263.

57 Ibid. 263.

58 Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk (1881-1938), founder of the modern state of Turkey.

59 Yusuf Ibn Ayyub (1138-1193), called Saladin, first sultan of the Ayyubid Dynasty. In 1187 he
conquered Jerusalem, ending the 88 years of Christian rule for the time being.

60 Peres 1970: 263.

61 Ibid. 265.
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«Apabckas XM3Hb; HO OHa Takxe XO4eT, UTOBbl 3TO BbI10 MeccraHckoe ABMXEHVeE, Npecnejytollee MUCTUYECKME Lienw,
B/JOXHOB/IEHHbIE apabCckoli nctopueri».56

Cpegaw ueneii pedopm Hacepa [Mepec nepeyncnseT 60pbby C MycyIbMaHCKUMU
PEANTNO3HBIMWN IKCTPEMUCTaMMU, TaKUMW Kak «bpaTbsi-MyCyibMaHe», U NpoBejeHne
COLManNCTNHECKOM NONNTUKI; XOTS COOTBETCTBYOLWME pedpopMbl B 061acT 06pa3oBaHuS,
3KOHOMWKM 1 06pasa XM3HN HOCUAN B OCHOBHOM NULLIL CUMBOIMYECKMIA XapakTep. MeccnaHckmni
acnekT, oTMeyaeT lNepec, nobyxaaeT Hacepa «co3jaTb Takyto apmuto, KoTopyto Ervner B
HacTosiLee Bpems He cnocobeH co3aaTb»57. HakoHel, MNepec NpsiMo 3asaBASieT O TOM, YTO OH
cymnTaeT peanbHbIM KOHGNKTOM: @ UMEHHO, XXenaHune cTaTb «ernneTckum Kemanem AtaTiopkom»58,
«obecrneynB cebe MeCTo B apabCckoi NCTOpUKM Kak coBpeMeHHbIli CanagnH»59 ogHoBpemMeHH0.60

MNepec, N0 cyTn, UCXOANT N3 ABOCTBEHHOCTU ABYX aMOULINIA - rOCYyAapCTBEHHOrO
AesTens u MeccuMu - U B KOHEYHOM UTOre CTaHOBUTCS XXePTBOM apabCckoro ABUXKEHNS
cnaceHus B opme apabckoro HaumoHanmsma. OcobeHHo nocne MHoroobeLuarLLero
BOCXOX/AeHWst Hacepa Ha nocT nmuaepa cTpaHbl Ha Hune B neprog eé ocBoboXaeHNs oT
6puTaHcKoro nmnepunannsma, Nepec BUANT B HEM «cepbE&3HOe pa3oyapoBaHue - AN MUpa,
Ans camoro ErmnTa, Ans apabos v Ans Mispanns».61

Apa6cwu7| HaunoHanuns3wm, MOHUMAaEMBbI raBHbIM 06pa30M Kak gaBneHue c uenbto peeHnsa
nanecTMHCKOro BOMpoCa, Bbi3biBan y V3panns 6onbLuyto Tpesory B nepuog ¢ 1956 no 1967 rog. B roabl
rnocne 0CHOBaHWS rocyapcTBa 1 BNIOTb 0 «0CBO6OANTENbHOW» LLlecTnaHeBHO BOWHLI V3pannb
nonarancs Ha obecneyeHune 1 3akpenneHne geMorpapuyecknx N reononnTUYeckmnx ycnexos 1948-1949
rofoB. J/lokafbHble MOrpaHNYHbIe UK OTBEeTHble BOMHbI 1952-1956 rof0B 1 pervioHanbHble BOOPYXXeHHble
cTonkHoBeHVA 1956 1 1967 roaoB 6bl1M BblpaXXeHWEM 3TUX NOMbITOK HaBCerAa COXPaHUTb A0CTUKEHNS
M3panns 1948 roga. Ctpax nepej cuabHbIM apabcknm HaLMOHaNN3MOM OTHET/IMBO NPOC/IeXNBAETCA
MeX/y CTPOK PETPOCMEeKTUBHOMO ONMCaHNs 3Toro nepuoja MNepecom.

MNopobHoe ABVXeHVe BbIHYANAO0 6bl 3panb peluaTe NanecTUHCKNN BONPOC B
VHTepecax «apaboB».3peL V3pan/ib», YTO NPeACcTaBasao bbl peanbHy yrposy
CMOHNCTCKOMY NpoekTy. XoTa lNepec 1 3aTparvsaeT, MNyCcTb U 0YEeHb COPajNYecKn 1 KpaTko,
B3aVIMOCBSI3b N3PanabCKO-NanecTMHCKOro 1 naHapabcko-13panibCKoro KOHGANKTOB, CTpax
nepej nocieACTBNAMY B KOHEYHOM UTOre NLLIAET ero gapa pedn. OH KpaTko yroMmnHaet
Hagexay apabos HaJpew M3pan/ibBAOXHOBNEHHbI YKpenieHem No3nLuii ermneTckoro
npesnjeHTa 1 ero cTpemaeHem ctaTe apabckum CanaguHOM, OH He yrnyckaeT U3 BUAy,

KaKyr KaTaCTpOd)y B KOHEYHOM NTOre HaB/1ieK Ha NanectTnHLUEB Hacep.

56[lepec 1970: 263.

57Tam xe, 263.

58Myctada Kemanb AtaTiopk (1881-1938), ocHOBaTe/lb COBPEMEHHOIO TYPeLIKOro rocyAapcTsa.

59t0cyd M6H Aiito6 (1138-1193), Nnpo3BaHHbI CanagnHoM, NepBbIii CynTaH guHacTum Ailto6ugos. B 1187 roay oH 3aBoeBan
Mepycanum, Nonoxme koHew, 88-neTHeMy XpUCTUAHCKOMY NPaB/IeHNIO0 Ha TOT MOMEHT.

60lMepec 1970: 263.

61Tam xe, 265.
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through his policy of war, “a bigger catastrophe than they [the Palestinians] have
experienced under King Farouk and the Mufti of Jerusalem put together.”®?

Even when looking at the Palestine question from this angle, Peres omits
Israel and its role as if it was purely “an Arab affair.” In order to understand how
Zionist Israel perceives the “Arab environment,” “the Arab world” or “the Arabs,”
it is useful to employ the separation discourse hypothesis according to which
Israel’s political culture has cultivated a discourse over the years that is drawing
on an isolated perception of the two histories, with the Jewish-Zionist or Israeli on
one side and that of “the Arabs” on the other.

Conclusion: Between Regional Conflict and the Question of
Palestine

The implementation of Zionism in the Orient threw Israel into a clash with the
“Arab enemy.” Political Israel conceives of and deals with the so-called Middle
East conflict on two different planes: on the one hand as a local Palestinian ques-
tion, on the other as a regional conflict with the “Arab world.” The traumatic inva-
sion in May 1948 of five Arab armies into Palestine to fight against the creation
of the Jewish state marked a turning point in the conflict history, as it meant the
spacial expansion of the Arab question. From Israel’s point of view, the “Arab
world” and not only the Arab population of Eretz Israel had now become a dan-
gerous adversary, and as Peres’ texts reveal, even an archenemy. This enemy
image of the Arab environment soon consolidated in Israel, and lastingly shaped
the Israeli understanding of the conflict.

Numerous armed encounters with several neighboring states on different
fronts — the so-called War of Independence in 1948, the Suez War in 1956, the
Six-Day War in 1967, the War of Attrition in 1967-1969, the Yom Kippur War in 1973,
the Lebanon War in 1982-2000, the Gulf War in 1991 and other military operations
— all served to solidify this image. Up until the Egyptian-Israeli peace settlement
0f 1978, Egypt was considered the most dangerous antagonist. As the leading state
of Arab nationalism and as the major opponent in the wars of 1948, 1956, 1967,
and especially 1973, it had been the state most feared by Israel up to this point.

In the 1980s, the war theater shifted from the south to the north. As a civil war
broke out in Lebanon in 1975, the country became increasingly attractive for inter-
ventions by neighboring states like Syria, with whom Israel has been engaged in
a territorial conflict since 1967. Israel intervened in Lebanon as early as 1978 and

62 Peres 1970: 144. (Hebr.)



48 —— 2. Cuonncrcuit M3pawnb 1 ero Bparn

Ero BoeHHast nonnTuvKa npreena K «6onbLlueli katacTpode, YeM Ta, KOTOPY OHU
[nanectuHupbI] Nepexunn npu kopone ®apyke 1 mydTunn Mepycanrma BMecTe B3ATbIX».62
[laxke paccmaTpurBas NanecTUHCKNA BOMPOC C 3TOM TOUKM 3peHuss, Nepec ymanymeaeT 06

M3pawnne 1 ero ponu, kak ecam 6bl 3TO 6610 UCKNHOUNUTENBHO «apabckoe Aenox». Ana NoOHUMaHWSA
TOro, Kak CMOHUCTCKWNIA Mi3pannb BOCMPUHMMAET «apabCckyto cpesy», «apabckuii Mup» nam
«apaboB», NONE3HO MCMOIb30BaTh MMMNOTE3Y ANCKYPCa PasjeNeHusi, COrnacHo KOTOpoW
noanTuyeckas kynbTypa M3panns Ha NPOTsSKeHUU MHOTVX NeT KynbTUBUpoBana ANCKypC,
OCHOBAaHHbI Ha N30/IMPOBAHHOM BOCMPUSITUN ABYX UCTOPWUIA: €BPEiCKO-CUOHNCTCKON Namn

N3PanbCKoli C OAHOM CTOPOHBI 1 UCTOPUU «apaboB» C APYroii.

3akntoueHmne: Mexxay permoHanbHbIM KOH¢III/IKTOM n naleCTUHCKUm

BONpPOCOM

BHeapeHwue coHM3Ma Ha BocToke BBeprnio VM3paunnb B CTONKHOBEHME C «apabCckyM Bparom.
Monntnuecknin Mi3pannb paccMaTpuBaeT 1 pellaeT Tak Ha3biBaeMbl 6MKHEBOCTOUHbIN
KOHQINKT Ha ABYX Pa3HbIX YPOBHSIX: C O4HOM CTOPOHbI, KaK JIOKaNbHbIM NanecTuHCKNN
BOMPOC, C APYroi — Kak permoHanbHbIli KOHPAVKT C «apabckum Mnpoms». TpaBmaTyeckoe
BTOp>XeHWe B lNanectnHy B Mae 1948 roga naTu apabckmx apMuin ans 60pb6bl NpoTus
CO3/aHNSA eBPericKoro rocyapcTea CTas0 NoBOPOTHLIM MOMEHTOM B UCTOPUN KOHPANKTA,
MOCKONIbKY 03Ha4asio MPOCTPaHCTBEHHOE paclumpeHme apabekoro Bonpoca. C ToUku 3peHuns
W3panns, «apabcknii Mup», a He Tobko apabckoe HaceneHve, Ipey H3pavisTenepb OH cTan
oracHbIM NPOTUBHMKOM, &, KaK MoKa3blBaroT TeKCThI [epeca, Aaxe 3ak/ATbIM Bparom. 3ToT
BpaXAebHbIVi 06pa3 apabckoro Mmpa Bckope ykpenuscs B Vispanne n Hagonro copmmpoBan
n3pannbCkoe NoOHNMaHne KOHPANKTA.

MHoroumncneHHble BOOpPY>XeHHble CTO/IKHOBEHWS C HeCKO/IbKMMW CcOCeHUMU rocylapCTBaMM Ha PasHbIX
$poHTax - Tak Ha3blBaeMasi BoiiHa 3a HezaBucnumocTb 1948 roga, Cysukas BoiiHa 1956 roga, LLlectngHeBHas BoliHa
1967 roaa, BoiiHa Ha ncToweHne 1967-1969 rogos, BoviHa Cy4Horo 4HsB 1973 roay, JinBaHckas BoiHa 1982-2000
ro/los, BoiiHa B Mepcugckom 3anmee B 1991 rogy v Apyrue BOeHHble ornepaLyu.

- BCE 3TO NIMLLb YKPENAsSA0 3TOT 06pa3. BnnoTk 40 ermneTcko-n3panabLCkoro MMpHOro
cornawenusa 1978 roga ErmneTt cumTancs caMblM ONacHbLIM NPOTUBHUKOM. byayun BegyLimnm
rocyapCcTBOM apabCckoro HaUMOHaAN3Ma 1 rnaBHbIM CONEPHMKOM B BoiHax 1948, 1956, 1967
1 ocobeHHO 1973 rofoB, OH 6bln rocyAapcTBOM, KOTOPOro M3paunb 6oacs 6onbLue BCero.

B 1980-x rogax Teatp BOEHHbIX AeACTBUIA NepemMecTuacs ¢ tora Ha cesep. C Ha4anoM rpaxaaHckorn
BOViHbI B JIuBaHe B 1975 rogy cTpaHa ctana Bce 6onee npviBnekaTenbHOM AN UHTEPBEHLNIA CO CTOPOHbI
cocegHMX rocyapcTB, TakKnX Kak Cl/lpl/lﬂ, C KOT0p0I7I I/I3pa|/|r|b HaxoanTca B TeEppUTOPUanbHOM KOH¢J1I/IKTe C

1967 roga. i3pavnb BmeLwancsa B cutyauuio B JlIusaHe ewe B 1978 rogy.

62[epec 1970: 144. (Esp.)
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then again in 1982 to 2000, in order to shape the geopolitical order according to
its own interests.

Tense relations with other Arab countries apart from Syria — such as Iraq
(1991, 2003), Jordan (despite the peace treaty of 1994) and Iran (since 1979) — are
still a part of political reality. Thus the regional constellation of the “all-absorp-
tive hostility,” as portrayed by Peres in 1970, seems to have been confirmed from
the historic perspective.

But what is ultimately at the heart of these conflicts on different fronts is
the shift of borders that occurred in 1948 and 1967, in other words, the Palestine
question. This in turn is linked to other entanglements of the regional conflict
and has profound historic reasons. Over the years, Israel’s understanding of the
Palestinian question has directly led to the impasse in which it currently finds
itself locked. The fear of grappling with this question by political means is caused
by the fact that this would mean calling into question a pillar of Zionism: Eretz
Israel as the country of the Jewish people.

Since this myth is a constituent of the Israeli reason of state, there is no real
dispute over Palestine in Israel’s political discourse. It is not the Palestine ques-
tion but rather the Palestinian question that is on Israel’s agenda. This agenda
has been discussed mainly in security-political and military terms (through the
military government before 1967 and the military occupation afterwards), which
has resulted in the depoliticization of the conflict. Ensuing from this, Israel has
gradually developed an understanding of the conflict according to which the con-
frontation with the Palestinians or the neighboring Arab states is not really about
the land or other material resources, but rather about a general aversion against
the Jewish state as such — in other words about the “all-absorptive hostility” of
the “new Goyim.”

If one draws on Yosef Gorny’s typology of the Zionist schools of thought that
dedicated themselves to the Arab question during the time of the Yishuv before
1948, then historically Israel has been trying to realize the concept of a Political
Zionism as it has been formulated by Theodor Herzl, or a Zionism of maximal-
ist-separatist orientation as proposed by Berl Katznelson, with the main focus
being on the establishment and preservation of a Jewish state for the Jewish
people in Eretz Israel. This entailed displacing “the others,” the Palestinians
living in the area, not only physically (as soon as the opportunity arose) but
also mentally. The Palestinians were forced into the role of an “out group” of the
Zionist vision as they were de facto living on the “land without a people” that was
understood to be the “promised land” meant “for a people without a land.”

Israel’s view of the Palestinians, however, is highly ambivalent. On the one
hand they appear as the beaten enemy given the devastating defeats they sus-
tained in 1948 and 1967. Over the course of Zionism’s dramatic victory, especially
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3aTeM CHOBa B nepuroy ¢ 1982 no 2000 rog, ¢ Lenbio $opMMPOBaHMS reonoNnTNYECKOro NnopsiAka B COOTBETCTBIMN CO CBOUMM
CO6CTBEHHBIMU WHTepecamu.

HanpseHHble OTHOLLEeHMS € ApYrMMmn apabcknmm cTpaHamu, nommmo Crpuu, - Takmmm Kak Mipak
(1991, 2003), MlopgaHusa (HecMOTpst Ha MUPHBIA gorosop 1994 roaa) n VipaH (c 1979 roga) - no-npexHemy
ABMATCA YaCTbIO NONNTUYECKON peanbHOCTU. TakM 06pa3om, permoHanbHasa KapTuHa
«BCENOroLLatoLLe BpaxaebHOCTU», kak eé onuvcbian MNMepec B 1970 rogy, Noxoxe, NoATBEPAMAACH C
MNCTOPUYECKOV TOYKM 3peHus.

Ho B ocHOBE 3TUX KOHPIMKTOB Ha PasHbIX GPOHTAX NEXMNT, B KOHEYHOM CYeTe,
CMeLLleHue rpaHnL, npounsolejiiee B 1948 n 1967 rogax, MHbIMU CNOBaMU, NanecTUHCKUIA
BOMpoC. 3TO, B CBO o4epespb, CBA3aHO C APYrMU acrnekTaMmy permoHasbHoro KOHGANKTa 1
VIMeeT rnybokmne ncropryeckme npuymrHbl. Ha NpoTsaXKeHnn MHOMMX NeT MoHNMaHme
M3pannem nanecTMHCKOro BOMpoca HanpsiMyto NpUBOAWIO K TYNUKOBOW C1Tyauuu, B
KOTOPOVi OH celivac HaxoauTcs. CTpax nepej peLleHneM 3Toro Bonpoca noanTu4ecknmm
CcpeAcTBaMM BbI3BaH TE€M, YTO 3TO 03HaYano 6bl MOCTaBUTb MO COMHEHME OAMH U3 CTOJINOB
CUoHM3Ma:3pey VM3pan/ibkak cTpaHa eBperickoro Hapoaa.

MockonbKy 3TOT MU SABNSETCA HEOTHEMIEMOI YaCTbI N3PansIbCKOro
rocyapCTBEHHOr0 YCTPOMCTBA, B M3PanibCKOM MOANTUYECKOM ANCKYPCe HET peanbHbIX
crnopos no rnosoay ManectuHbl. 3TO He Tak./las1ecTuHaBonNpoc, a ckopeenazsecTnHeyBonpoc,
CTOSALLMIA Ha MOBeCTKe AHS V3panns. OTa noBecTka AHS 06Cy>KAanack rnaBHbIM 06pasom B
KOHTeKCTe 6€30nacHOCTY, MONTUKN N BOEHHOTO Aena (B Nepuoj BOEHHOro NpaBneHns 40
1967 roja 1 BOEHHO OKKyMnaLum nocae Hero), 4To NpuBeso K AenoanTusaumnm KoHpamkTa. B
pe3ynbTaTe V3panib NocTeneHHo BbipaboTan NOHMMaHue KOHGANKTA, COrnacHoO KOTOPOMyY
NPOTUBOCTOSIHME C ManecTMHLaMn UV COCeAHMMMN apabCckuMm rocyjapcTBaMm Ha caMom
Jiene CBA3aHO He C 3eM/ieil UK APYrMN MaTepuanbHbIMU pecypcamu, a ckopee ¢ obLLer
HEeMNpPUA3HbIO K eBPeriCKkoMy rocyAapcTBy Kak TakoBOMY — APYrMMU C1oBaMu, €
«BCEMNoroLWwatoLLei BpaxaebHOCTbIo» «HOBOro»/ou.

Ecnm 06paTnthCs K TMNONOTAN I7Ioce¢a FOpPHW CUOHNCTCKMUX LLKOS MbIC/IN, NOCBATUBLLNX
cebs apabckomy Bonpocy B nepuoa/iuysfio 1948 roga Nspannb ncropmyecku nbitancs
peannsoBaTb KOHLEMNLUMIO MONNTUYECKOrO CMOHW3Ma, CHOPMYANPOBaHHY Teo4opoMm
I'epuneM, AN CNOHN3Ma MaKCI/IMaJ'II/ICTCKO-CeI'IapaTI/ICTCKOI‘/'I HanpaBneHHOCTH,
npegaoxeHHoro bepsom KauHenbCOHOM, C OCHOBHbIM YNOPOM Ha CO3jaHue N COXPaHeHne
eBpeCKOoro rocyapcTaa Ans eBperickoro Hapoga.pewy V3pavn/isITo nogpasymeBano
BbITECHEHWE «APYrnX», MaNeCTUHLEB, MPOXMBAIOLLMX B 3TOM palioHe, He ToIbKo Gusnyeckn
(KaK TONIbKO NpeACTaBmIacb BO3SMOXHOCTb), HO U MeHTanbHO. ManecTuHLUbl 6bIn
BbIHYX/EeHbl 3aHATb POJIb «YY>XOW rPYMMbl» B CUOHUCTCKON KOHLEMNUMK, MOCKOAbKY OHU 6binn
Ae-PakToXUTb Ha «3emsie 6e3 Hapoaa», KOTopasi cunTanack «3emseil ob6eToBaHHO,
npesHasHayYeHHON «Ans HapoAa 6e3 3eMnn».

OpfHako oTHoOLLeHWe M3pannsa K nanecTMHUaM BeCbMa HeoAHO03Ha4Ho. C O4HOV CTOPOHBbI, OHU
NPeACTatoT Kak NobexAeHHbIl Bpar, y4nTbiBas COKPYLUNTEIbHbIE MOPaXKeHNs, KOTOpble OHW

notepnenu B 1948 n 1967 rogax. B xoge gpamatnyeckoi nobesbl CMOHM3Ma, OCOBEHHO...
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in geopolitical and demographic terms, the old Arab question came to seem less
precarious than at the time of the Yishuv. Now it was thought to be either solvable
by limited concessions, or controllable by military means. Indeed, the Palestin-
ian “refugees” or “intruders” as well as the Palestinian “citizens” have been kept
in check by the Israeli military since 1948. This is also true for the Palestinians
who have been living under Israeli hegemony since 1967. And although the mili-
tary rule over Israeli Palestinians was officially suspended in 1966, they factually
remained under the observation of the domestic intelligence service, and they
continued to be denied a truly equal status.

On the other hand, the Palestinians have slipped from total control. Because
not only are they living on the territory of Eretz Israel and thus pose a permanent
demographic and (security) political challenge for Zionist Israel, they also see
themselves as a nation and claim nation statehood on the territory of Palestine.
Still, Israel continues to fight their right to self-determination throughout and
without compromise, all the while falling into a more and more difficult position
on the global as well as on the regional stage. For by denying the Palestinians
their right to autonomy and statehood, Israel is thrust into an ever-escalating con-
flict with the Arab world.

Israel has always been apprehensive of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict spread-
ing into the entire Middle Eastern region, and the example of May 1948 when five
Arab armies got involved in the conflict over Palestine, fighting together to bring
down the new state, is seared into Israeli consciousness. The same is true for the
war of 1973. A united “Arab nation” would essentially force Israel to bring the
Palestine question to the negotiating table, among other things.

The pan-Arab backing of the Palestinians translates into a direct threat to
Israel’s state concept. The notion of an all-encompassing hostility emanating
from the Arab world is closely connected to the Israeli view of the conflict over
Palestine. Continuing to ignore the Palestinian enemy by excluding this problem
complex from the political discourse for many years is an expression of this
ongoing pushing-aside tactic. It is exactly because it is believed that the Palestin-
ians are a defeated enemy that the Palestinian question has become depoliticized
and delegated to the military. In this way, the issue disappeared from the Israeli
public’s general awareness for many years, until the First Intifada broke out in
late 1987.

Only in the early 1990s did the willingness emerge in the Israeli Zionist Left to
take on the Palestinian question by political means, and to accept the hated PLO
as the political representative of the Palestinians. Negotiations with the PLO had
been unthinkable in Israel up to the Oslo Peace Process in 1993, and as of 1985
the law had even prohibited them. It is precisely because the Palestinians had
been systematically eliminated from the Israeli consciousness and made out to be
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B reononnTtuyeckom n gemorpaduryeckomM naaHe ctapbiii apabckumii BOMpoC cTan KasaTbes
MeHee LIaTKMM, YeM BO BpeMeHa...ysTenepb CHUTaN0Ck, YTO MpobaeMy MOXHO peLlnTb
60 NyTeM orpaHNYeHHbIX YCTYMNoK, M60 BOeHHbIM MyTeMm. [eicTBUTeNbHO, NanecTnHCKne
«BeXeHLbI» NN «3aXBaTUMKM», @ TakXKe NanecTUHCKMEe «rpaXAaaHe» HaxoAsaTcs Noj
KOHTpONEeM n3paunnbekor apmum ¢ 1948 roga. 3To cnpaBenBOo U A8 NaNecTMHLEB,
KMBYLLIMX MOA U3PaunbCKol rereMoHuei ¢ 1967 roaa. Ml xoTa BoeHHOe npaB/ieHe Hag
N3pannbCKMMN NanecTuHUamm 6110 oduLmManbHO NPUOCTAHOBEHO B 1966 roay,
daKTN4eckn OHM OCTaBaNNCb NMoJ HabntogeHeM BHYTPeHHel pasBeAKu 1 NPoAo/Kanu 6biTe
NILLEeHbl NOA/IMHHO PaBHOrO CTaTyca.

C Apyroi CTOPOHbI, NanecTUHLbI BbILLAW MU3-M0Z MNOAHOro KOHTPOAS. [OTOMY UTO OHU He
TONBKO XMNBYT Ha TeppuTopun...Spey H3panisTakmum 06pa3oM, OHY NpeacTaBasoT cobo
NMOCTOSIHHYHO AeMOrpaduryeckyto 1 (MoMTUYecKyto) Mpo6aemy A/l CUOHUCTCKOro M3paunns, a Takke
CUnTaloT Cebs Hauweli 1 3asBNSAT O CO3A4aHMM HaLMOHaNBHOIo rocyAapcTBa Ha TeppuTopun
ManecTuHbl. TeM He MeHee, M3paunb NpogosmkaeT 60poTbCs 3a CBOE NPaBo Ha camoonpejeneHne
6e3 KOMMPOMICCOB, NOCTOSIHHO OKa3bIBasiChb BO BCe 60/1ee CI0XKHOM MON0XeHMM Kak Ha MUPOBOA,
TaK 1 Ha pervoHanbHol apeHe. OTkasblBasi NafeCTUHLAM B paBe Ha aBTOHOMUIO U
rocys,apCcTBeHHOCTb, Mi3pannb BTArMBaeTcs BO BCe 60/1ee 060CTPAOLLMIACA KOHPANKT C apabCknm
MUPOM.

M3pannb Bcerga onacancst pacnpocTpaHeHns N3panibCKo-nanecTUHCKOro KOHPANKTa
Ha Becb bavxHui Boctok, n npumep mas 1948 roga, korga nAtb apabckmx apMmunii
BMeLLaNNCb B KOHPAUKT 13-3a MNanecTnHbl, cpaxascb BMeCTe 3a CBepXeHNe HOBOro
rocyfapcTBa, MPOYHO 3arneyaTnieNnics B U3PanabCKOM CO3HaHUN. TO e camoe OTHOCUTCS U K
BoliHe 1973 roga. O6besnHeHHas «apabckas HaLwms», Mo CyTw, 3acTaBuna 6bl Vi3panne,
NOMWMO MpPOYero, MOAHATb MNaNecTUHCKNI BOMNPOC 3a CTOJ1 Meperosopos.

MaHapabckas nogaepykka nanectuHues TpaHCGOPMMpPYeTCs B NPSIMYLO yrpo3y
rocysapcrBeHHon kKoHuenuun N3pawnns. MpeacraBneHre 0 BceobbeMtoLLel BpaxaebHocT,
nexogsiein N3 apabckoro MmMpa, TeCHO CBA3AHO C M3PanIbCKUM B3rSA0M Ha KOHGANKT
BOKPYr NanecTuHsbl. [pogonxatoLLieecs MTHOPMPOBaHME NanecTMHCKOro Bpara nytem
VCK/TIOYEHWNS 3TOr0 KOMMJIEKCHOr0 BOMPOCa M3 NOAUTUNYECKOro AUCKYPCa Ha MPOTSXKEHUN
MHOTUX /1eT iBASETCSA BblpaXKeHeM 3TOM NPOoA0IKAIOLLEeliCs TaKTUKN OTTeCHeHWs. IMeHHo
NOTOMY, YTO NaneCcTUHLbI CHUTAIOTCS NOBEXAEHHbLIM BParoM, NanecTuHCKNI BOnpoc
AenonnTU3NPOBancsa 1 6bin NepesaH B BefeHVe BOeHHbIX. Taknm obpasom, npobnema
ncyesna U3 06LeCTBEHHOro CO3HaHUS M3panns Ha gonrve rogpl, noka B koHue 1987 roga He
pa3pa3sunack lMNepBas MHTUbaza.

Nk B Havane 1990-x rofjoB B N3panibCKOM CMIOHUCTCKOM I€BOM JiBV/XXEHUN
NOsIBUAACh FOTOBHOCTb 3aHATLCSA MNaNeCTUHCKUM BONPOCOM NOAUTUYECKUMN CPeAcTBaMU U
npu3HaTb HeHaBUCTHY0 OOT NnoanTUYECcKUM NpejcTaBuTeNieM nanecTmHLUeB. MNeperosopsl ¢
OO 6bl1n HembICANMBI B M3panne o OcnoBckoro mypHoro npouecca 1993 roga, a ¢ 1985
rofia 3aKoH Aaxe 3arnpetian ux. MIMeHHO NOTOMy, YTO NanecTUHLbI BbIIN CUCTEMaTUNYeCKN

NCKNKYEHbI N3 NU3PanbCKOro CO3HaHMA 1 NpeAaCTaBeHbl Kak...
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nothing more than a defeated yet still dangerous “out-group” over time that the
peace process of the 1990s could not lead to a true settlement.

For Israel kept insisting, even during the Oslo Peace Process, on its maxims of
“military dominance,” “Jewish freedom of settlement in Eretz Israel” and “open
borders” throughout the region. This is why, despite the fact that the PLO has
been officially recognized and negotiations with it — difficult to carry out and
extremely controversial as they are in Israel — have been taken up, the core of the
conflict, Eretz Israel, has remained untouchable through these years.

Israel’s refusal to split the country is very closely related to the fear of ques-
tioning the Zionist reason of state. In view of the existing bi-national situation,
Israel’s understanding of the Zionist project as a Jewish state for the Jewish people
in the land of the Jews will inescapably lead to an order of violence as it is inher-
ent in the system itself. Indeed, the historically grown political order represents
the “consequent” practice of Political Zionism because it ultimately makes the
separation of both peoples in the Holy Land necessary.

Closely linked therewith is Israel’s orientalist view of the “Arab world” as the
great “Other.” Just as with the entire “Arab world,” the Palestinians are also alter-
nately ascribed the role of archenemy and patient opponent, with whom negoti-
ations are possible to a certain extent but by no means on a plane of equality. An
honest rapprochement or a real integration into a “backward and violent” region
is at no time even aspired to, which is why mechanisms of dissociation and exclu-
sion have been established in the course of time.

This regional isolation, whether it is self-imposed or forced on the Jewish
state from the outside, finally leads to the conflict being integrated into the polit-
ical order; hence to an understanding of the conflict in which the state of strife is
interpreted as a given, unchangeable fact and in which that conflict is ultimately
depoliticized. What is meant by the depoliticization of the conflict is the refusal
to locate its core within one’s own politics, be it war, settlement or population
policies. Rather, it is thought of as residing exclusively in the “universal hostility”
that is an integral part of the “mentality of the others.”

In the Israeli consciousness it is “the violence of the others” or the “Arab will
to annihilation” that remain the pivotal factors for the emergence of Arab-Israeli
animosities. Whether it is Egypt under Nasser in the 1950s and 1960s, or under
Sadat in 1973, or fundamentalist Iran since the late 1970s supporting the religious
Palestinian Hamas movement and Hezbollah in Lebanon since the mid-1980s —
they all fall into the category of the relentless archenemy. This provides an expla-
nation for the historically grown, depoliticized perception of the conflict, which
in turn forms the basis of the political order and the political culture as well as
the self-image of Zionist Israel. All three issues will be the subject matter of the
next chapter.
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He 4YTO NHoe, Kak no6e>|<,quHaﬂ, HO BCe elLlle onacHas «4yxasq rpynna», cyluiecrsoBaHue KOTOpOIZ MMprIIZ
npouecc 1990-x rof0B He CMOT NPUBECTU K NOAJVHHOMY YPeryanpoBaHuio.

W3pawnnb, faxe B xo4e MyupHoro npotecca B Ocno, Npojosikan HactansaTb Ha
CBOMX MPUHLMMNAX «BOEHHOI0 NPeBOCXOACTBA» N «eBPENCKOM CBOBOAbI pacceneHus B
Spey N3pan/ib« «OTKPbITbIE FPaHNLbI» BO BCeM pernoHe. IMEHHO No3TOMY, HECMOTPS
Ha odpuumansHoe npusHaHme OOT 1 Havano NeperoBOPOB C Hell — CIOXKHbIX U KpaiHe
NPOTMBOPEYMBLIX B VI3panne - cyTb KOHGMKTA 3ak/o4aeTcs B cnejyoLlem:3pey
U3pan/ibOcTaBasCb HenprkacaeMblM Ha MPOTAXEHUN BCEX 3TUX NeT.

OTkas M3pauns oT pasgeneHuns CTpaHbl TECHO CBA3aH CO CTPAaXOM NMOCTaBUTb M0/ COMHeHMe
CMOHUMCTCKYHO FOCYAapCTBEHHYHO UAEONOTNI0. BBUAY CyLliecTBYtOLLel ABYHALMOHANbHOM ChTyaLmn,
NOHMMaHMe M3pannem COHMCTCKOro NpoeKkTa Kak eBpelickoro rocyAapcTsa A1l €Bpeickoro
Hapo/a Ha 3em/e eBpeeB Hen3beXHO NprBeAeT K HaCW/INI0, MOCKO/bKY 3TO 3a/I0KEHO B CaMOiA
cncTeme. lecTBUTENBHO, MCTOPUYECKM CIOXMBLUMIACA MOANTUYECKNI NOPAAOK NpeacTaBseT
COo60i1 «CneAcTBME» MONNTUYECKOTO CUOHM3Ma, NOCKO/bKY B KOHEYHOM UTOre OH Aenaet
HeobxoANMbIM pasjeneHrie 06oMx HapoaoB Ha CBATol 3emne.

C 3TUM TeCHO CBSA3aH N3PanibCKNIA OPUEHTANNCTCKUIA B3MNAA Ha «apabCckuii Mnp»
KaK Ha BE/IMKOro «Apyroro». Kak n B caiyvae co BCceM «apabckiM MUPOM», ManecTUHLam
rnonepeMeHHO NPUNNCLIBAETCA POJb 3aKIATOro Bpara 1 TepnennBoro NPoTUBHKKA, C
KOTOPbIM NepPeroBopbl BO3SMOXHbI B ONpeAesieHHOM CTeneHn, HO HX B KOeM c/lyyae He
Ha paBHbIX. YecTHOe cbnmxeHme Nnn peanbHas MHTErpaLns B «OTCTaNbIA 1 XeCTOKN»
pervioH gaxe He paccMaTpUBAOTCS, MO3TOMY C TeYEHNEM BPEMEHU BbLIv CO34aHbl
MeXaHU3Mbl OTUYYXAEHWUA 1 UCKNHOYEHUS.

JTa pervioHanbHas n3onaums, byb To CaMoM301ALMA AV HaBA3aHHas eBPenckoMy rocyaapcTey
M3BHE, B KOHEYHOM 1TOre NnpuBoANT K UHTErpaummn KOH¢J1VIKTa B MOJINTUYECKUIA nopsaAokK; cneaoBaTesibHO,
K MOHMaHuK KOH¢J1VIKTa, B KOTOPOM COCTOAHME KOH¢U1VIKTa NHTEPNPEeTUPYeTCAa Kak AaHHbII?’I, HEN3MEeHHbIN
d)aKT, N B KOTOPOM 3TOT KOH(I)ﬂVIKT B KOHEYHOM cYyeTe AenonnTusnpyeTca. |-|O,D, ,qenonmmaumel?l KOH¢ﬂVIKTa
noApasymeBaeTcd 0TKas paccMaTpmBaTb €ro CyTb B paMKax CO6CTBEHHOW NONNUTUKN, GyAb TO BOViHa,
rnoceneH4yeckas nan Aemorpa(bmquKaﬂ nonutuka. Bmecto atoro, KOH¢}'II/IKT paccMaTpurBaeTcs Kak
CYLLLeCTBYHOLLMIA UCKNIOUNTENBHO B «BCeObLLel BPaXAeB6HOCT», KOTOpas ABASETCS HEOTbeMIEMOW HacTbIo
«MEHTaNNTEeTa APYrnx».

B n3pannbCkoM CoO3HaHUM KtoYeBbiMM GpakToOpamm BO3HNMKHOBEHMS apabo-
N3PanibCKOM BPaXAbl OCTAIOTCA «HAaCUIME APYTUX» AN «apabekas BONS K YHUUTOXEHWNIO».
Byab TO ErvneT npm Hacepe B 1950-x 1 1960-x rogax, unv Cagat B 1973 rogy, nnv
dyHAAMEeHTanNCTCkniA MpaH ¢ koHua 1970-x, NogAepXu1BatoLLMA peINrMo3Hoe nanecTnHCKoe
aAsvxkeHne XAMAC un «Xe36onny» B JlIneaHe ¢ cepeanHbl 1980-X rooB, — BCe OHW NOMNajatoT B
KaTeropmo HeyMOIMNMOTO 3aKNSTOro Bpara. 3To 06bACHAET UCTOPUYECKN CNOXMBLLEeCs,
AenonnTnU3npoBaHHOe BOCNpuATUE KOHPIMKTA, KOTOPOe, B CBOIO o4vepeab, dopmupyet
OCHOBY MOANTMYECKOro NOpsiAKa U MOANTNYECKON KyNbTypbl, @ TaK)Ke CaMOCO3HaHMWA

CNOHNCTCKOro I/I3pa|/|nﬂ. Bce TpwW BOMpocCa CTaHyT npeaMeToM Cl'leﬂ,yl-OLLl,eVI rnasbl.



3 Israeli Democracy and the Zionist Project

Given its Zionist self-conception as a Jewish state on the one hand and the
bi-national reality in Palestine/Eretz Israel on the other, the question as to what
form of government the Israeli state was to take arose from the very moment of
its establishment. Israel defines itself as a “Jewish and democratic state.” The
tension immanent in a definition of state that contains both these aspects already
becomes apparent in the founding document. Thus, the Declaration of Indepen-
dence of May 14, 1948 states the following with regard to the purposes and prin-
ciples of the Jewish state:

The State of Israel will be open for Jewish immigration and for the Ingathering of the Exiles;
it will foster the development of the country for the benefit of all its inhabitants; it will be
based on freedom, justice and peace as envisaged by the prophets of Israel; it will ensure
complete equality of social and political rights to all its inhabitants irrespective of religion,
race or sex; it will guarantee freedom of religion, conscience, language, education and
culture; it will safeguard the Holy Places of all religions; and it will be faithful to the princi-
ples of the Charter of the United Nations.!

This passage outlines the conflicting priorities of the task of Eretz Israel’s “Juda-
ization” as it is contained in the Zionist project and the aspiration of the new state
to democratic and liberal values. The Declaration of Independence wishes to see
universalist concepts such as “freedom, justice and peace” as compatible with
the Jewish-national raison d’état of demographically reshaping the country. The
Zionist project is supposed to be based on liberal principles, while at the same
time drawing on biblical sources of the visions “of the prophets of Israel.”

The Declaration of Independence is often seen as a liberal-democratic basis
for the coexistence of Jewish and Palestinian citizens. But the “Jewish Code” — a
term coined by Baruch Kimmerling (1939-2007) - still remains the main pillar
of Jewish society and the Jewish state. Traditional Israeli social and political sci-
ences invoke the Declaration of Independence when they label the Israeli politi-
cal system a liberal democracy, even though they do not fail to stress the deficits
which are attributable to its specific historical origins.

Israeli democracy is therefore defined in different ways. Some writers stress
the “democratic” element in the self-conception of the “Jewish and democratic

1 The Ministry of Foreign Affairs: http://www.mfa.gov.il/mfa/foreignpolicy/peace/guide/pages/
declaration%200f%?20establishment?%200f%20state%200f%20israel.aspx.
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3. U3paunbckas AeMOKpPaTUsi U CUOHUCTCKUIA NPoeKT

YuunTbiBasi, C OAHOV CTOPOHbI, CMOHNCTCKOE camoBOCMpusATME MNanecTHbI Kak eBpeinckoro
rocysapcTBa, a C Apyrol — AByHaLMOHaNbHYO peanbHOCTb B MNanectuHe/3pey U3panisC apyroii
CTOPOHBI, BOMPOC O TOM, Kakyto $opMy NpaBneHns npumeT n3panibCKoe rocysapcTBo, BO3HUK C
CamMoro MOMeHTa ero co3gaHus. Mi3paunb onpegensieT cebs kak «eBpelickoe 1 AeMokpaTnyeckoe
rocysapcteo». HanpsbxeHue, npucyLlee onpejeneHno rocyapcTaea, BKaoYatoLwemy oba aTux
acrnekTa, CTaHOBUTCSA O4EBUAHbLIM yXe B yupeanTensHoM gokymeHTe. Tak, [Jeknapaums
HesaBMCUMOCTY oT 14 mas 1948 roga rnacuT cneaytoLlee OTHOCUTENBHO Lienei 1 NPUHLMNOB

eBpeiickoro rocyaapcrea:

FocyaapcTBo M3panb 6yAeT OTKPbLITO AN eBPecKOo MMMUTPaLMn 1 A1 BOCCOEANHEHNS U3THAHHWKOB; OHO
6yseT cnocobcTBOBaThL Pa3sBUTUIO CTPaHbl Ha 61aro Bcex ee XuTeneli; oHo 6yAeT OCHOBaHO Ha cBoboje,
CnpaBeaInBOCTM 1 MUPE, KaK 3TO 66110 NpeAonpeaeneHo Npopokamun M3panns; oHo o6ecneymnT noaHoe
PaBeHCTBO COLMabHbIX U MOAUTUYECKMNX NPaB BCEM CBOVIM XWUTENSAM HE3aBUCUMO OT PN, packl Uan
nona; OHO rapaHTVpyeT cBo60Ay BepOMCNOBEAaHNSA, COBECTU, A3blka, 06Pa30BaHNA 1 KyNbTypbl; OHO byaeT
OXpPaHATb CBATbIE MeCTa BCEX penmrvu‘/‘l; N OHO GyAET BEepHO npvHUynnam YcTaBa Opl’aHVI3aLWIVI OGLGAVIHEHHI:IX

Hauwii.

B 3TOM OTpbIBKe 13/105KeHbI MPOTUBOPeYBbIe NPUOPUTETLI 3aaun.3pey Mcpasib««yaansaums» B TOM
BU/E, B KOTOPOM OHa NpeAcTaB/iieHa B CMOHWUCTCKOM npoekTe.#CTpemM/ieHne HOBOro rocyAapcraa K
AeMOoKpaTU4yecknm n n|/|6epaanb|M LUeHHOCTAM. ,CI,eKnapaLmq He3aBUCMMOCTUN BblpaXkaeT XXenaHve BnAeTb
yHMBEpPCanncTckne KoHuenunmy, Takmne Kak «CBOﬁOAB, cnpaBegnnBoCTb N MUP», COBMECTUMBIMIU C eBpeI‘]ICKO-
HaLMOHaNNCTUYECKUM MUPOBO33peHreM.raison d'étatpemorpaduryeckas nepectporika cTpaHsl.
CUOHUCTCKMIA MPOEKT A0/KEH OCHOBbLIBATLCS Ha NMbepanbHbIX NPUHLMNAX, OAHOBPEMEHHO ONMPasch Ha
6unbneickme NCTOYHNKN BUAEHWIA «NPOPOKOB M3pannsi».

Jleknapauys He3aBMCMMOCTU YacTO pacCMaTPUBAERTCS Kak nbepanbHO-AeMoKpaTMyeckast OCHOBa ANS
COCYLLLeCTBOBAHMA €BPENCKUX 1 NaNecTUHCKMX rpaxaaH. OaHako «EBpelicknii KogeKe» — TepMUH,
BBe/eHHbI bapyxom KummepanHrom (1939-2007) — no-npexHeMy ocTaeTcs raBHOV ONOpoi eBpenckoro
06LLecTBa 1 eBPencKoro rocyapcTea. TpagnUMOHHbIE N3panbCkne coLpaneHble U MOANTUYECKE HaYKK
CcbiNaTca Ha Jleknapauunio He3aBMNCMMOCTU, KOTAa Ha3blBakoT M3PpanbCKyto MONTUYECKYHO CUCTeMy
nmbepanbHO AeMoKpaTnel, XOTS 1 He yrycKatoT 13 BUAY HeoCTaTKu, 0byCNOBNeHHbIe ee
cneumenUeckMMmn CTOPUYECKUMIM NCTOKaMU.

TaknM 06pasom, n3pannbckas AeMoKpaThs onpeaensieTcs no-pasHoMy. HekoTopble aBTopbl

NoAYEPKMBAOT «eMOKPaTNYeCKNii» 3SNeMeHT B caMouAeHTUdUKALUK «eBPelickoro 1 JeMoKpaTn4Yeckoro».

1MUHNCTEPCTBO MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen: http://www.mfa.gov.il/mfa/foreignpolicy/peace/quide/pages/
declaration%200f%20establishment%200f%20state%200f%20israel.aspx.
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state,” and refer to its constitution as a liberal® or constitutional democracy?, but
also as a concordance democracy* such as the ones of Switzerland or Belgium,
where the aim is to include as many social agents as possible into the political
process and to arrive at decisions by bringing about consensus.

Other voices underline the “Jewish-ethnic” aspect and conceive of Israel as
an “ethnic democracy””, or even as a “Jewish democracy” or “theo-democracy”®.
Basically, all these research opinions assume that the Israeli body politic is dem-
ocratic in principle. This premise is also shared by relatively critical researchers
who point out the considerable defects of this democracy, even as they make only
the core country of Israel, i.e., the territory within the so-called armistice borders
of 1949-1967, the object of their studies.

In contrast, other researchers insist that the entire area of Palestine/Eretz
Israel is relevant when it comes to the question of the political constitution since
the State of Israel has exerted almost continuous political-military and socio-eco-
nomical hegemony over this territory from 1967 on. These writers arrive at the
conclusion that the Israeli state can hardly be called a democracy in the light of
these two considerations: Firstly, the country has declared the policy of “Juda-
ization of the country” to be its reason of state. And secondly, this policy keeps
restricting the living conditions of non-Jews, with the term “non-naturalized pop-
ulation” being used to refer to the occupied Palestinian territories. This line of
research uses terms such as “apartheid™, “herrenvolk democracy”®, “a hybrid of
democracy and military occupation”®, or “ethnocracy”® in reference to Israel.

If the term “liberal democracy” is taken in the meaning of the French Revo-
lution, according to which the same civil rights are to be granted to all citizens
regardless of them belonging to a particular social group, Israeli democracy
hardly qualifies. After all, Jews are automatically guaranteed privileges as com-
pared to non-Jewish citizens in consequence of the Israeli self-definition as a
“Jewish” state. Here, the principle of civil rights collides with the raison d’état of
a “state of the Jewish people,” which by definition prefers Jews, whether they be
Israeli citizens or not.

2 Neurberger 1998.

3 Eisenstadt 1985.

4 Horowitz and Lissak 1990.
5 Smooha 1996.

6 Kimmerling 1994.

7 Davis 2003.

8 Benvenisti 1987.

9 Azoulay and Ophir 2008.
10 Yiftachel 1999.
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rocyAapcTBo», U Ha3blBaTb €ro KOHCTUTYLNIO NNbepanbHON2 AN KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOW
AeMokpaTuneii3, a Takxe geMokpaTueri cornacmsad, nofo6HON LWBeriLapckoi an 6ensrniickoi, rae
Lielb COCTOUT B TOM, YTO6bI BOBNEYb Kak MOXHO 60/1blUe COLMaNnbHbIX CyObekToB B MOANTUYECKNT
npowecc 1 NPUHNUMAaTL peLLleHns NyTeM JOCTUXKEHNS KOHCeHCyca.

ﬂ,pyrme nccnejoBaTenn nogvepkmBatoT <<eBpeVICKO-3THMHeCKMVI>> aCnekT N paccMaTprBaroT Vlzpamnb Kak
«3THNYEeCKYy AeMOKpaTVIK)»S, nnn faxe Kak «eBpeI‘/'lCKy}O AEMOKpaTno» nnn «TeO,CI,eMOKpaTI/IIO»5. B ocHoBHOM, BCe
3TN nccnepoBaTebCkne MHEHNA NCXOAAT N3 NPeAnoN0oXeHWs, YTo U3panibCkoe NnoanTrnyeckoe COO6IJ.|,ECTBO B
npuHUmnne AeMoKpaTnu4yHo. 3710 npeanonoxeHwve pasfenstoT Y OTHOCUTE/IbHO KPUTUYECKN HAaCcTPOeHHble
nccnegoBatenu, KOTopble yKa3blBaloT Ha 3HaUUTe/IbHble HEAOCTAaTKU 3TOM AeMOKpaTnKn, Jaxe HeECMOTPSA Ha TO, YTO
06BEKTOM 1X MCCﬂeAOBaHMVI ABNAETCA TO/IbKO OCHOBHasA TepputTopua M3pa|/|nﬂ, TO eCTb TEppUTOpPUA B Npejenax Tak
Ha3blBaeMbIX rpaHuL, nepemunpus 1949-1967 rogos.

B MpoT1BONONOXHOCTL 3TOMY, ApYyrune nccnefoBaten HacTanBarT Ha TOM, YTO BCA
TeppuTopusa ManectuHbl/ Ipewy M3pan/ibITO aKkTyanbHO B KOHTEKCTe BOMPOCa O MOANTNYECKON
KOHCTUTYLIMK, NOCKONbKY MocyaapcTBo M3pannb ¢ 1967 roga noyTy HeMpepbIBHO OCyLLEeCcTBASET
NOINTUKO-BOEHHYHO U COLMaNbHO-IKOHOMUYECKYHO rereMoHUI0 Haj 3ToM Tepputopueid. ABTOpbI
NPUXOANAT K BbIBOZY, YTO M3panbCKOe rocyAapcTBo BPSA IV MOXHO Ha3BaTb AeMokpaTuel,
yumnTbIBas ABa ClefyoLmx 06CTOATeNbCTBA: BO-NePBbIX, CTPaHa 06bABMNa MONNTUKY «Mygan3annm
CTpaHbl» CBOEW rocy;apCTBEHHON LieNibio. Bo-BTOPbIX, 3Ta NOAUTUKA NPOAO/IXKAET OrpaHN4YMBaTh
YCNI0BUS XN3HW HeeBpeeB, NP 3TOM TEPMUH «HeHaTypan30BaHHOEe HaceneHne» NCnosb3yeTcs
ANs 0603HaYeHNS OKKYNMUPOBaHHbIX MNanecTUHCKNX TeppuTopuii. B gaHHOM nccnegosaHnmn
MNCMONb3YHTCA Takne TEPMUHBI, Kak «anapTena»7, «herrenvolkpemokpatus»8, «<rmbpug aemokpaTmm
11 BOEHHOW OKKYyNnaLum»9 nam «3THokpaTus»10 B oTHoLeHUW 3panns.

Ecav noHnMaTh TepMUH «InbepanbHas AeMOoKpaTUs» B 3HaueHn ®paHLy3CcKoli peBonoumm,
cornacHo KOTOpOI‘/'I BCEM rpaxaaHaM A0J/DKHbI 6bITb npeaocTaBieHbl O4HAKOBbIE rpaXAaHCKMe npaBa
He3aBUCMMO OT VX MPUHAANEXHOCTU K TOV NN UHOV CoLManbHOl rpynne, To U3pawnibckas AeMoKpaTus
BPS/A 1N MOAXOANT M0Z 3TO onpejeneHune. B KOHLLe KOHLOB, eBpesiM aBTOMaTUYeCKW rapaHTVpyroTCs
NPUBWIETNIN MO CPABHEHWIIO C HEEBPECKMMU rpaxaaHamu B cuy camoonpejeneHus Vipanns kak
«eBPENCKOro» rocyAapcTaa. 34ecb NPUHLMN rPaxAaHCKMX NpaB cTankuBaeTcs craison d'état«rocyaapcrea
eBpeiickoro HapoAa», KOTOPOe MO OMNPeAENEHNIO OTAAET NPeANoYTEHNE eBPEesiM, HE3aBUCUMO OT TOTO,

ABNIAKOTCA N OHW rpaXkgaHamm I/I3pa|/u1ﬂ nnn Het.

2Helipbeprep 1998.
33i3eHwWwTaaT, 1985.

4l oposuy 1 Jlnccak, 1990. 5
Cmyxa 1996.

6KnMmmepaunHr 1994.

7038u1c 2003.

8beHBeHunCcTN 1987.

9A3ynain n Odump 2008. 10
NTaxenb 1999.
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Israeli Democracy: “Ethnic Democracy” or “Ethnocracy”?

Two concepts of democracy that were being discussed in the Israel of the 1990s
epitomize the tension between the antidemocratic policy and democratic self-con-
ception that is contained in the Israeli self-definition as a “Jewish and democratic
state.” These were the hypotheses of the “ethnic democracy” developed by the
Israeli political scientist Sammy Smooha (1941-), and the model of “ethnocracy”
proposed by the Israeli geographer Oren Yiftachel (1956-). When Smooha applies
the model of an ethnic democracy to Israel, this serves as an alternative concept to
the national-state liberal democracy that is based on equal rights for all citizens.

Likewise, it creates an alternative to the concept of the concordance democ-
racy that is based on the equal status of various ethnic-national and religious
sections of the population.™ The ethnic democracy describes states and societies
that are characterized by pronounced ethnic-national divides while still having
democratic organizational forms. In an ethnic democracy, the political power is
not distributed between the pluralities of ethnicities living in the state territory.
Rather, the state is dominated by only one of the hostile ethnic-national collec-
tives, so that the interests of that single group are catered to as a matter of priority.

Based on this definition, Smooha identifies Israel as an ethnic democracy, in
which the Jewish ethnic group has been able to preserve its group-related inter-
ests (national, demographic, economic, social and cultural) by appropriating the
state apparatus. Although individual rights are granted to the ethnic democracy’s
non-Jewish, Palestinian citizens, they are subjected to the mechanisms of a struc-
tural group hierarchy.

According to Smooha, the ethnic democracy model applies to ethnically
divided or hostile societies. Despite the fact that political and civil rights may be
due to all citizens in a democracy thus constituted, the hegemony of the state’s
dominant ethnic group is ultimately institutionalized. In Israel, the refusal to
recognize Israeli Palestinians as a national minority is justified by invoking the
obligation to the Zionist master narrative. For Smooha, one motive for doing so
is of a historic-legal nature, namely that the recognition of the national rights of
Palestinians would undermine the exclusive right of the Jews to Eretz Israel.

Another reason is that a minority status would grant the Palestinians a claim to
autonomy, and hence create the danger of territorial separation. As a third aspect,
Smooha points out a security-political motive: “According to the opinion of many
Jews, such a recognition of the Arabs in Israel as a Palestinian national minority
could lead to them being defined as an enemy, so that the hostile relations between

11 Smooha 2002.
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MBPaMﬂbCKaﬂ AeMoKpaTua: «x3THNYeCKaa AeMoKpaTua» UWin «3THOKpaTVIH»?

[lBe KoHLUenuun geMokpaTiin, obecyxaaslumecs B apanne B 1990-x rogax, spko 4eMOHCTPUPYOT
Hanps>KeHWe Mexay aHTUAEMOKPaTNYeCKON NOANTUKON 1 AeMOKPaTUYeCKMM CaMOCO3HaHNEM,
3a/710KE€HHbIM B camoonpezeneHnm Vi3panns kak «eBpenckoro 1 AeMokpaTnyeckoro rocyapcrear.
370 6bIAN TMNOTE3bI «ITHUYECKOV AeMOKpaTUM», pa3paboTaHHble N3panabCKM NONUTON0rOM
Cammm Cmyxa (1941-), U MoAenb «3THOKPaTUM», NpeAoXKeHHas N3pannbCckum reorpadpom OpeHom
NTaxenem (1956-). Koraa CMyxa npumeHsieT MOAeNb 3THUYECKON AeMokpaTun K Mspannto, 3To
CNYXUT anbTepHaTUBOWN KOHLENLMN AnbepanbHOl AeMOKpPaTUM HaLMOHaAbHOro rocyAapcTBa,
OCHOBAHHOW Ha paBHbIX MpaBax BCeX rpaxgaH.

AHaNorMYHbIM 06pa3om, OHa CO34aeT abTepHaATUBY KOHLEMLVN KOHKOPAAHCHOW AemokpaTtuy,
OCHOBaHHOVi Ha PaBHOM CTaTyCe Pas3IyYHbIX 3STHUYECKUX, HALMOHA/bHBIX U PeINTNO3HBIX Fpynn
HaceneHus.<sup>11</sup> 3THMYeckas AeMOKpaTVs OMUCkbIBAET rocyAapcTsa 1 06LLecTBa, KoTopble
XapaKTepu3yHTCA BblpaXXeHHbIMU 3THUYECKUMU 1 HaLMOHaNbHbLIMN PasINUYUAMU, HO NPU 3TOM COXPaHAKT
AemMoKpaTUyeckre opraHun3aLnoHHble GpopMbl. B 3THMYeCKOW AeMoKpaTiM NonTuYeckas BnacTb He
pacnpeaenseTcs Mexay MHOXeCTBOM 3THUYECKMX rpynr, MPOXMBAOLMX HA TEPPUTOPUN rocyAapcTea.
CKopee, rocyfapcrBo HaxoamMTca noj AOMUHMPOBaHMEM TOJIbKO OAHOVI n3 Bpa)Kp,e6Hle 3THU4Yeckux rpynn,
TaK YTO UHTepeChl 3TOM eANHCTBEHHO rpynnbl yA0BNETBOPAIOTCA B MPUOPUTETHOM MOPSIAKE.

Wcxoas 3 aToro onpegeneHns, CMyxa paccmaTtpusaeT M3pansib kak 3THUYECKYo AeMOoKpaTuio, B
KOTOpOVi eBpelickasi 3STHMYeckas rpynna CMoria CoXpaHWTb CBOV FPYMNMoBbIe MHTepechl (HaLVoHanbHble,
Aemorpaduyeckme, 3kKOHOMUYECKMNE, CoLManbHble U KyNbTypHbIe) MyTeM NPUCBOeHUA rocyAapCTBEHHOro
annapara. XoTa HeeBpenckme nanecTuHckme rpaxaaHe, ABAAIOLWLMECH YacTbo 3TOM 3THNYECKON
AemMokpaTtuu, 06nap,a|oT NHAVNBUAYaNbHBbIMU NpaBaMy, OHU NOAYNHAKTCA MeXaH3Mam CprKTypHOVI
rpynmnoBowi nepapxuu.

Mo MHeHWto CMyXW, MOAeNb STHNYECKOW 4eMOKPaTUM MPUMEHUMA K 3THUYECKW pa3jeéHHbIM
VAN BpaxaebHbIM obLecTBaM. HecMOTps Ha TO, UTO B TakoW AemMokpaTum BCe rpaxaaHe MoryT
obnagate NONNTUYECKUMU W FPaXAAHCKMUW MPaBaMu, rereMOoHNA JOMUHMNPYIOLLIE STHUYECKO N
rpynnbl B rocyapcTBe B KOHEYHOM UTOre MHCTUTYUMOoHanm3npyetcs. B U3paune oTkas npusHath
M3pannbCKMX NanecTUHLEeB HauMOHalbHbIM MeHbLUVHCTBOM OMpaB/blBaeTCA CCbINKOM Ha
0653aTeNnbCTBO Nepes CMOHUCTCKUM rOCNOoACTBYOLMM HappaTusoM. [ins CMyxXu OAHUM U3 MOTVBOB
3TOro ABAAETCH NCTOPUKO-NPABOBOM XapakTep, @ UMeHHO TO, YTO NMPU3HaHMe HaLVOHa/bHbIX MpaB
nanecTyHLUeB NoAopBao bkl CKIUMTENbHOE MPaBo eBpeeB HadpeL M3pan/ib.

Ewe ogHa NpUYnHa 3aKNKYaeTcsd B TOM, YTO CTaTyC MeHbLLUNHCTBA NpeAocTaBua 6bl NanecTMHUam npaBo Ha
aBTOHOMWIO 1, Cief0BaTeIbHO, CO3A4an 6bl ONacHOCTb TeppuTOopranbHOro pasjeneHns. B kauvectBe TpeTbero
acnekta CMyxa ykasblBaeT Ha MONNTUYECKUA MOTMB 6e30nacHOCTY: «[10 MHEHMIO MHOTUX eBpeeB, Takoe Npu3HaHue
apa6os B I/Ispavme B Ka4yecTBe NanecTnHCKOro HaunoHalbHOro MeHbLUVHCTBA MOXET NMPUBECTU K TOMY, UTO UX

OnpeaenaT Kak Bparos, YTO NpUBEAET K Bpa)KAE6HI:IM OTHOLWWEHUAM MeXay

11Cmyxa 2002.
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them and the Palestinian people [living in the territories occupied by Israel] would
be quasi reinforced, thus encouraging the Palestinians to sabotage the state.”*?

Given the structural discrimination against inferior groups in an ethnic
democracy, this model is understood as a compromise concept in which the two
contradicting elements of the Israeli definition of state, namely the “Jewish” and
“democratic” aspects, can be more or less reconciled. However, on a subtextual
level the term “ethnic democracy” — no less than the self-definition as “Jewish”
and “democratic” — actually serves to deny the bi-national political reality, i.e.,
the presence of two ethnic groups and the discrimination of one by the other.

After all, what does this combination of “Jewish” and “democratic” mean if
not the blocking out of the fact that the Israeli state not only exercises the hege-
mony over another, non-Jewish nationality, but also that an undemocratic situa-
tion arises, and indeed cannot but arise, in the course of this process, if what is
aspired to is a Jewish state in Eretz Israel.

Having a “state of the Jewish people” as its reason of state, Israel traditionally
opposes the model of a “state of all its citizens,” that is, the bi-national option
as a solution of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. As for an equal status within the
meaning of a concordance democracy, that too is rejected in the ethnic democracy
model. And as the national right to self-determination continues to be denied to
Israel’s Palestinian minority, the distribution of public power resources is clearly
unfolding to their disadvantage.

Considering all this, the problem of Smooha’s line of argument does not least
lie in the fact that he wishes the ethnic democracy to be understood as a stable,
sustainable model. He seeks to bridge the contradiction between a truly demo-
cratic status of equality and favoritism towards one ethic group contained in the
term of the ethnic democracy by means of an intellectual balancing act; main-
taining that the “dominance of the majority group” is made up for by “democratic
terms” for all citizens.®> Smooha’s criterion for the distinction between the differ-
ent kinds of democracy is the constitutional relationship between the dominant
ethnic group, the state and the ethnic minority groups.

In an ethnic democracy the “ethnic nation, not the citizenry, shapes the
symbols, laws and policies of the state for the benefit of the majority. This ideol-
ogy makes a crucial distinction between members and non-members of the ethnic
nation.” Thus, Smooha relies on the procedural or constitutional elements of

12 Smooha 1996: 296.

13 Ibid. 303.

14 Smooha 2002: 477; http://edoc.vifapol.de/opus/volltexte/2009/1893/pdf/working_paper_13.
pdf, 39.
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«MIX 1 NanecTMHCKNA Hapo [NPoXMBatOLLMIA Ha OKKYMMPOBaHHbIX M3pannem Tepputopusx] paktuyecku
noay4nnmn 6bl ycuneHme, YTo NOATONKHYN0 6bl NanecTUHLEB K caboTaxy rocysapcreax.12

YunTbIBasi CTPYKTYPHYHO ANCKPUMUHALMIO B OTHOLLEHWN HALWWX FPYMN B YCIOBUSIX STHUYECKON
AleMoKpaTVK, 3Ta MOAe/Nb NMOHMMAEeTCA kak KOMMPOMUCCHaA KOHLKENLUS, B KOTOPOU ABa NPOTUBOPeYaLLImnX
3/1eMeHTa N3PanabCKOro onpeaeneHuns rocy4apcTea, a IMeHHO «eBPeNCKUIi» 1 «AeMOKPaTUYeCKNiA»
acnekTbl, MOTYT 6bITb 60N1€e UK MeHee NprMMpPeHbl. O4HaKOo Ha NOATEKCTOBOM YPOBHE TEPMUH
«3THNYeCKas AeMOKpaThs» — He MeHbLLIe, YeM CamoomnpejeneHme Kak «eBpeickoe» 1 «jeMokpaTryeckoes
— paKTUUeCKN CRYXNT ANst OTPULLAHWS ABYHALIMOHANBHOM NOMUTNYECKON peanbHOCTH, TO ecTb
CyLLeCTBOBAHWS ABYX STHUYECKMX rpynn 1 ANCKPUMUHALIMI OAHOM APYroii.

B KOHLie KOHLIOB, YUTO O3HAYaeT 3TO CoYeTaHWe C/I0B «eBPENCKN» 1 «eMoKpaTUYieckuii», ecin He
MrHopupoBaHue Toro ¢pakTa, YTo 13panibCKoe rocyAapcTBO He TONBLKO OCYLLECTBAAET rereMOHI0 Haj,
APYroii, HeeBpelicKoli HaLMOHaNbHOCTHIO, HO 1 YTO B XO/e 3TOro NpoLiecca BO3HUKAET, 1, MO CyT, He
MOXET He BO3HNKHYTb, HeleMOKpaTUYeckas CUTyaLms, e LeNnbio SBASETCA CO3jaHne eBpeiickoro
rocyaapcrtea B Vispavne?3pey M3paunisb.

Mcxoas 13 Toro, 4To 3pannb OCHOBLIBAET CBO FOCYAapCTBEHHYIO MOANTUKY Ha NPUHLMNe
«rocysapcTBa eBpeickoro Hapoaa», OH TPAAVLIMOHHO BbICTyNnaeT NPOTVB MOAENM «roCyAapcTBa BCeX CBOVX
rpaxgaaH», To eCTb ABYHaLMOHaIbHOroO BapuaHTa peLleHus 13pannbCko-nanecTUHCKOro KOHGAMKTa. Yto
KacaeTcsi PaBHOrO CTaTyca B CMblC/e IeMOKPaTUM COTIacus, TO U OH OTBEPraeTcs B MOAENN STHUYECKOW
AeMoKpaTun. M MockosibKy NPaBo Ha HaLMoHaibHOe camoonpejeneHne NPoAo/XaeT oTPULaTLCS 41N
NanecTUHCKOro MeHbLUMHCTBA M3panns, pacnpejeneHyie rocyJapcTBeHHbIX PECYpCoB SBHO MPONCXOANT B
nx yep6.

YunTbiBasi BCe Bblllecka3aHHoe, npobnemMa aprymeHTaumm CMyxa 3ak104aeTcs, B YaCTHOCTH, B
TOM, UTO OH XO4eT, YTObbl STHMYeCKasa AeMOKPaTUS MOHNManNach Kak cTabuabHas, ycTonunsas
Mozenb. OH CTPeMUTCA NPeoosieTb NPOTHUBOPeUe MEXAY MNOAJVHHO AeMOKPaTUYECKM CTaTycoM
paBeHCTBa 1 $paBOPUTM3MOM MO OTHOLLEHWIO K APYTUM. O4MHITHNYECKas rpynna, BKIIOYeHHas B
NOHATNE STHNYECKOW AeMOKPaTMMN MOCPEACTBOM VHTENIEeKTyaNbHOro 6anaHcMpoBaHus;
yTBEPXAAeTcs, UTO «AOMUHNPOBaHME BOMLLLINHCTBAa» KOMMEHCUPYETCS «AeMoKpaTUYeckumMm
YCNoBUSIMU» AN BCeX rpaxaaH.<sup>13</sup> Kputepriem Cmyxa AN8 pasnnyeHns pasanyHbixX
BM/AOB A€MOKPATUN ABNSAETCA... MHCTUTYLHNOHAE/IbHBIVB3aVIMOOTHOLLEHNS MEXAY AOMUHUNPYIOLLIEA
3THMYECKOU rPyNMoW, rocyapCcTBOM U 3THUYECKMMU MeHbLUMHCTBAMMU.

B sTHM4Yecko geMokpaTum «3THUYEeCKas Hauus, a He rpaxzaHe, popmupyeT CMBO/bI,
3aKOHbI 1 MOINTMKY roCyAapcTBa B MHTepecax 60bLUNHCTBA. OTa NAE0N0rNS MPOBOANT
peLuaroLLiee pasvumne Mexay YieHaMy U HeuneHaMu STHUYeCKor Haumm».14 Takum

06pa30M, Cmyxa onrpaeTca Ha npoueccyasibHble NI KOHCTUTYLIMOHHbIE 3/1eMEHTbI

12Cmyxa 1996: 296. 13
Tam xe, 303.
14Cmyxa 2002: 477; http://edoc.vifapol.de/opus/volltexte/2009/1893/pdf/working_paper_13.pdf, 39.
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a democracy according to which the majority principle and the civil liberties of
the individual must be respected. But the core question as to how much legal
inequality an ethnic democracy is supposed to tolerate still remains unanswered.
When it comes to this special type of democracy in a divided society, Smooha’s
goal here is to differentiate it from the model of a “herrenvolk democracy” at all
costs.

He argues that the latter, unlike an ethnic democracy, grants “the dominated
groups no democratic rights whatsoever,” acts “against universal norms and the
world public,” and thus represents a “non-democratic, extreme, rare and unsta-
ble regime.”** By contrast, the ethnic democracy is cast as a stable construct and
therefore a success model. This stability is ascribed to the “democratic tradition
of the Zionist movement and the Yishuv,” the “pronounced Western orientation
of the Jews in Israel,” and the “external dependencies on the democratic-western
world.”

In stressing that the continual inclusion of the Palestinian minority in Israeli
democracy is warranted by the democratic purpose of Israel as well as the demo-
cratic orientation of Zionism, Smooha asserts the democratic aspect of the ethnic
democracy concept. Consequently, the ethnic democracy is seen as representing
“a realistic compromise between ethnic national state and democratic regime.”¢
When Smooha calls the ethnic democracy a “realistic compromise”?’, one reason
for this is that its “ethnic” aspect is understood to be a mainstay of the Zionist
self-conception. Another explanation is the fact that security-political consider-
ations serve as a rational method to implement and preserve this self-conception.
In other words, what we have here is a “realistic model” with regard to a state that
is “Jewish” and “democratic.”

While Smooha applies his model to the sovereign state territory of Israel
within the pre-1967 borders, thus drawing a clear dividing line around the occu-
pied - or “disputed,” as they are termed in the jargon of the Zionist Left — territo-
ries, the geographer Oren Yiftachel bases his model of ethnocracy on a different
area of research. In his analysis of the Israeli political constitution, conducted
against the blueprint of a conception of democracy which properly also includes
civil equality, civil rights and the protection of minorities, Yiftachel refers to all
territories under Israeli control, that is, the entire area of Palestine/Eretz Israel. As
Yiftachel observes, the power distribution in the region has remained unchanged
even throughout the Oslo Peace Process that was set in motion in 1993, as in fact

15 Smooha 1996: 303.
16 Ibid. 303.
17 Ibid. 304.
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Jemokpatus, B COOTBETCTBUM C KOTOPOIA ZOMKHBI YBaXaTbCs MPUHLMM 60bLINHCTBA U
rpaxgaaHckre ceo604bl NMYHOCTU. HO KNOUeBOW BONPOC O TOM, HACKOLKO AOMYCTUMOe
ropuaNYecKoe HEPaBEHCTBO AO/KHA TepneTb STHMYeCKas AeMoKpaTus, 40 CUX Nop ocTaeTcs 6e3
oTBeTa. Korga peyb naet o6 3Tom 0co60M TuMe AeMOKpaTUN B pa3sefieHHOM obLecTBe, Lesb

CMyXxa 34eCb COCTOUT B TOM, YTOBbI OTAINYUTE ee OT MOAenu «herrenvolkpemokpaTuio 6ol LIeHO.

OH yTBEPX/aeT, UTO NOCNeAHNAS, B OTAMNYME OT 3THUYECKOV eMoKpaTuK, He NpeAoCTaBseT
«yrHeTeHHbIM rpynnam H1UKaKnX AeMOoKpaTUUecknx npas», AeCTBYeT «MPOTMBOMONOXHO YHMBEPCanbHbIM
HOpMaM 1 MUPOBOMY OB6LLECTBY» 1, TaKMM 06pa3oM, NpeACTaBaseT Cobol «HegeMoKpaTUYeCcKuii,
3KCTPEMUCTCKNIA, PeAKWIA N HECTaBW/bHBIV PeXM».<sup>15</sup> HanpoTus, 3THMYeCKas AeMoKpaTus
paccmaTtpuBaeTcs Kak CTabuibHas KOHCTPYKUMS W, CedoBaTeNlbHO, Kak Mojesb ycrexa. 3Ta cTabuibHOCTb
NPUNNCLIBALTCS «A@MOKPATUYECKON TPaANLIMM CUOHNCTCKOTO ABUXEHUS N/LLYB«ABHO BblpaXeHHas
3anajHan opveHTaLVs eBpees B V3panne» 1 «BHELLHAA 3aBUCUMOCTb OT A@MOKPaTNYeCcKoro 3anajHoro
Mupa».

MoauepkrBas, YTo NOCTOSHHOE BKNOUEHMEe NaNecTUHCKOrO MEHbLLIVHCTBA B U3PanbCKyo
Z@MOKPAaTUNIO ONpaB/AaHo Kak eMoKpaTUYeckMMm Lensmm Mapaunns, Tak u JeMoKpaTnyeckom
HanpaBneHHOCTbIO CMOHM3Ma, CMyxa yTBEPX/AAET AeMOKPAaTUYECKMI aCNeKT KOHLLeNLUN STHUYECKON
AemokpaTun. CneaoBaTeNlbHO, STHUYEeCKas AeMOKPaTUA PacCMaTPBAEeTCA KakK «pPeasncTUYHBbIA
KOMMPOMUCC MEXAY 3STHAYECKMM HaLMOHabHbIM roCcyapCTBOM U A&MOKPaTNYECKM
peXnMom».<sup>16</sup> Korga CMyxa HasblBaeT 3THUYECKYIO 4eMOKPaTUIO «peanmcTUYHbIM
KOMMPOMMCCOM»<sup>17</sup>, 0AHa 13 NPUYMH 3TOr0 3aK/NK0HAETCs B TOM, UTO ee «3THUYeCKNIA» acnekT
NoHVMaeTcst Kak OCHOBa CMOHUCTCKOrO CaMOCO3HaHMS. [lpyroe 06bsicHeHMe COCTONT B TOM, UTO
coobpakeHVs 6€30MacHOCTU U NOANTUKN CyXaT PaLMoHanbHbIM METOA0M ANS pPeann3aLnm n CoXpaHeHus
3TOr0 CaMOCO3HaHMA. [IpyrMMun CoBamu, Mbl UMEeM e C «PeannCTUYHOM MOJeNbio» rocyAapcTsa,
KOTOpOE ABAAETCA «eBPENCKM» 1 «@MOKPaTUYECKM,

B 10 Bpems kak CMyxa NpyMeHsieT CBOKO MOJe/b K CyBePeHHO rocyjapCcTBeHHON TeppuTopumn
M3pawnns B npeaenax rpaHuL, Ao 1967 roaa, NPoBoAs TakuM 06pa3om YeTKYHo pasaenunTenbHy ANHUI0
BOKPYI OKKYNMPOBaHHbIX — WM «CMOPHbIX», KaK MX Ha3blBaloT Ha )XaproHe CMOHUCTCKUX N1eBbIX, —
Tepputopuii, reorpad OpeH VipTaxenb 0CHOBbLIBAET CBOIO MOAE/b STHOKPATUN Ha ApYyroi o6nactu
vccneioBaHuiA. B ceoeM aHannse n3panibCKon NOANTUYECKOW KOHCTUTYLIMK, NPOBEAEHHOM Ha OCHOBE
KOHLeNUMM AemMoKpaTuy, KoTopasi Mo npasy BK/IOYaeT B cebs TakxKe rpaxaaHckoe PaBeHCTBo,
rpaxzaHcKre Npasa 1 3amTy MeHbLUMHCTB, VidpTaxenb cCbinaeTcs Ha BCe TEPPUTOPUM, HaXOASALLMECA Noj,
V3PanibCKIM KOHTPOJIEM, TO eCTb Ha BCHO TeppuTopuio MNanectnHbl. Ipey M3panisKak oTmevaeT
WTaxenb, pacnpejeneHne BNacTu B pervioHe 0CTaBaNoCh HeM3MeHHbIM faxXe Ha MPOTAXEHUN BCero

OCNI0BCKOro MUPHOTO MpoLiecca, HauaToro B 1993 rody, MockosbKy pakTuyecku

15Cmyxa 1996: 303. 16
Tam xe, 303.
17Tam xe, 304.
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the limited Palestinian autonomous areas are still being subjected to Israeli-mil-
itary hegemony.'®

Just as in the model of the ethnic democracy, in the ethnocracy model the
“dominance of one ethic group” with respect to the other ethnic groups of the
state serves as the basis for the body politic. In contrast to the ethnic democracy,
however, the ethnocracy is judged to be undemocratic as by definition it puts the
dominant ethnic group into the center of its contemplation. Its hegemony inevi-
tably goes hand in hand with the control and supervision of other ethnic groups
in the state. As Yiftachel goes on to explain:

An Ethnocracy is a non-democratic regime which attempts to extend or preserve dispropor-
tional ethnic control over a contested multi-ethnic territory. Ethnocracy develops chiefly
when control over territory is challenged, and when a dominant group is powerful enough
to determine unilaterally the nature of the state. Ethnocracy is thus an unstable regime,
with opposite forces of expansionism and resistance in constant conflict®

When it comes to the conflicting priorities of a “Jewish and democratic state,”
the ethnocracy makes the interests of the Jewish-ethnic elements its main prior-
ity. Yiftachel demonstrates this by referring to the Knesset legislation by which
the Jewish character of the state is ensured, such as the right of return of 1950
and the citizenship law of 1952, both of which favor Jews over non-Jews when it
comes to the entitlement to citizenship. Another reinforcement of the Jewish-eth-
nic element, says Yiftachel, is a 1964 ruling by the Israeli Supreme Court in which
the “Jewish character of the State of Israel is constitutionally” prescribed, as well
as in the amendment made to the Basic Law in 1985 according to which no party
may be accepted into the Knesset that seeks to change Israel’s definition as a state
of the Jewish people.?®

But for Yiftachel, the main issue when it comes to defining Israeli democracy
is not only a matter of the legal level. Rather, he stresses that the actual state prac-
tice should be examined. As he points out in this context, a double process has
been underway ever since the establishment of the state: namely the “Judaiza-
tion” of the land on the one hand and its “de-Arabization” on the other, meaning
the expropriation and displacement of the Palestinians. These dynamics of the
political geography have led to a radical demographic change, hence to the
modification of the structures of ethnic-territorial control, the break-up of state

18 Yiftachel 1999: 369.
19 Ibid. 367-368.
20 Ibid. 370.
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OrpaHMHeHHble AdBTOHOMHbIE ManecTUHCKne paMOHbI no-npexHeMy HaxoAaTca Noja rereMoHunemn
N3pPannbCKO-BOEHHbIX .18

Kak v B Mogenu aTHUYecKol JeMoKpaTun, B MOAENN STHOKPaTUN «A0MUHMpPOBaHMe
OAHOVi STHNYECKOI FPynMbl» MO OTHOLLEHMIO K APYTIM STHUYECKMM rpynnam rocyAapcraa
CNYXUT OCHOBOW A/191 MONNTUYECKON cucTembl. OAHAKO, B OTANYME OT 3THUYECKON
LEeMOKpPaTUN, STHOKPATUSI CUMTAETCS HeAeMOKPATUYHOM, MOCKOJIbKY MO OMpeAeeHNI CTaBUT
ZLOMUHUPYHOLLYIO STHUUECKYH Fpynny B LLEHTP CBOEro BHMaHWsI. Ee rereMoHUst Hens36exHo
WAET pyKa 06 pyKy C KOHTPO/IEM Y HaZ30POM 3a APYrMMU STHUYECKMMU FpyrnnaMum B

rocyaapcree. Kak ganee nosicHsiet Vidtaxess:

3THOKpaTVI5! —3T0 HeAEMOKpaTMHeCKMVI pexuvm, KOTOprIZ NblTaeTca paclpunTb UIN COXPaHUTL HenpOﬂOpHMOHaanblﬁ
3THUYECKNIA KOHTPOAb HaJ, CNOPHOM MHOTO3THNYeCKol TeppuTOpUeit. STHOKPaTWA pa3BMBaeTCA rNaBHbIM 06pa3oM Toraa, koraa
KOHTPO/b HaZ TeppPUTOPVIEli 0CMaprBaeTCs 1 KOrAa AOMUHUPYIOLLAS rpynna A0CTaTOUHO CUAbHA, YTO6bI B OAHOCTOPOHHEM NOpsiAKe
onpeAensTh XxapakTep rocyaapcrsa. Takum 06pasom, STHOKPATUS — 3TO HECTaBUNLHBIA PEXUM, B KOTOPOM MOCTOSIHHO

KOHGIUKTYIOT MPOTUBOMONOXHbBIE CU/IbI SKCMAHCMOHU3Ma 1 CONPOTUBAEHUS. 19

Korpaa peyb 3axo4MT 0 MPOTMBOPEUBbIX NPUOPUTETAX «EBPECKOrO U AeMOKPaTUYEeCKoro
rocyapcTBa», 3STHOKPaTUS CTaBUT NHTEPeCkl eBPeliCKo-3THNUYECKNX SN1eMEHTOB Ha NepBoe MecTo.
VdTaxenb AeMOHCTPUPYET 3TO, CCbINasch Ha...KHecceT3akoHOoAaTeNbCTBO, rapaHTupytoLee
eBpelicknii xapakTep rocyapcrsa, Takoe Kak npaBo Ha Bo3BpalleHue 1950 roga 1 3aKoH o
rpaxgaaHcTBe 1952 roga, o6a 13 KOTOpbIX OTAAOT NpeAnoYTeHVe eBpesM nepes HeeBpesiMn B
BOMpoce NpeAoCTaBaeHNs rpaxaaHcTea. ELle ogHMM NoATBEpPXAEHMEM eBPeiCKo-3THNYEeCKOro
3neMeHTa, no cfoBam VdTtaxens, anseTcs pewleHne BepxoBHoro cyaa Mspavns 1964 roga, B
KOTOPOM «eBperckunii xapakTep FocyaapcTBa Mi3pannb KOHCTUTYLMOHHO 3aKpernieH», a Takxe
nonpaska kK OCHOBHOMY 3aKOHy 1985 roga, cornacHo KOTOpPOW HW 0fHa NapTUs He MOXeT 6bITb
NPUHSATa B COCTaB rocyAapcTBa.KHecceTkoTopas CTPeMUTCA U3MEHUTL onpegeneHue M3panns kak
rocyAapcrea eBperickoro Hapogaa.20

OgHako ans NdTaxens rnaBHbIN BONPOC, KOrAa peyb ngeT 06 onpeaeneHnmn n3pannbCkoi
AeMoKpaTnK, 3aK/1toHaeTCsl He TONbKO B...ropugundeckuiiypoBeHb. Ckopee, OH NOAYePKMBAET, YTO
daKTNYECKNIArocy4apcTBeHHAas npakTukaCnepyeT U3yunTb 3TOT BONpoc. Kak oH yka3biBaeT B 3TOM
KOHTEKCTe, C MOMEHTa CO3AaHus rocyAapcTea NPONCXOAN ABOMNHOM NPOLIeCC: C OAHOV CTOPOHBI,
«MyAansaums» 3eMnu, a c Apyron — ee «geapabusauums», To eCTb 3KCNPONpuaLmsa 1 BbiTeCHeHVe
nanecTuHueB. 3Ta AMHaMVKa NONNTUYECKON reorpadumn nprsena K pagnkanbHbIM
Aemorpaduryeckm N3MeHeHUAM, a C1efloBaTeNlbHO, K U3MEHEHWIO CTPYKTYpP

3THOTEPPUTOPUANBHOIO KOHTPOJISA U pacnady rocysapcrea.

18N ¢pTaxens 1999: 369. 19
Tam Xxe, cTp. 367-368.
20Tam xe, 370.
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borders, the inclusion of the Jewish and exclusion of the Palestinian diaspora,
and also to a close interlacing of religion, territory and ethnicity.*

According to Yiftachel, the main obstacle on the way to a true Israeli democ-
racy is the non-existence of a clearly definable Israeli demos. What he alludes
to here is the abstract definition of the “national population” that is indispens-
able for a democracy, in this case “the Jewish people.” According to the “right of
return,” Jewish citizens of other states have more rights in the State of Israel than
non-Jewish citizens born on Israeli territory.

Moreover, Yiftachel finds it problematic that exterritorial, non-civic Jewish
organizations influence political decisions inside Israel. This includes exterri-
torial Jewish organizations and groups such as the “Jewish National Fund,” the
“Jewish Agency” and the “Zionist Federation,” which, although not being elected
by the Israeli people, have an effective political power in Israel. Yiftachel also
mentions the extensive system of donations by wealthy Jews abroad, as well as
lobbies of Jewish communities on the international stage. He perceives them as
an integral part of the exercise of political power by exterritorial organizations.

From Yiftachel’s point of view, it is not only the lack of a clearly defined dis-
tinction between the rulers and the ruled that is standing in the way of terming
Israel a democracy, but also the hazy lines of demarcation of the Israeli state
territory. Yiftachel’s term of “geographic dynamics™ is central here, alluding to
the Israeli transgression of borders by promoting the settlement of Israeli-Jewish
citizens outside the sovereign, internationally recognized state territory. In this
geographic space of the occupied territories, Israel pursues an ethnic segregation
between Jewish citizens and disenfranchised Palestinians by military means,
which collides with democratic principles. Yiftachel draws the conclusion:

‘Israel,” as a definable democratic-political entity, simply does not exist. The legal and polit-
ical power of extraterritorial (Jewish) bodies and the breaching of state borders empty the
notion of Israel from the broadly accepted meaning of a state as a territorial-legal institu-
tion. Hence, the unproblematic acceptance of ‘Israel proper’ in most social science writings
[...] and in the public media has been based on a misnomer.*

From this consideration Yiftachel develops his main hypothesis according to
which it is the Jewish ethnos as opposed to the Israeli demos that rules the Jewish
state, so that the latter has to be defined not as a democracy but as an ethnoc-
racy. In 2007, the Israeli political scientist Yoav Peled (1947-) argued that since
the beginning of 2000, within its internationally recognized borders of 1949-1967,

21 Ibid. 371-373; Yiftachel 2006: 114.
22 Yiftachel 1999: 377.
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rpaHuLibl, BKIHOUEHe eBpelickol 1 NCKIoYeHVe NanecTUHCKON Anacnopel, a Takxe TecHoe
nepenseteHve peanrnm, TEPPUTOPUN 1 STHUYECKON NPUHAaANeXHOCTN.21

Mo cnosam NdpTaxens, rnaBHbIM NPENAaTCTBMEM Ha NYTU K MOAAVHHOW N3panabCKoi
AeMOoKpaTUN ABASETCA OTCYTCTBME YeTKO OnpeensieMoro U3panibCkoro rocyAapcTBa.JemMoBepCcuu.
3/ecb OH HamekaeT Ha abCcTpakTHoe onpejeneHne «HaLMoHaNbHOMO HaceneHNs», He06XoAMMoe
AN ,leMOKpaTUn, B JAHHOM C/lydae — «eBPencKoro Hapoga». CornacHo «npasy Ha BO3BpaLLeHne»,
eBpelickmne rpaxaaHe Apyrux rocysapcts nmetoT 6onblue npas B Focygapctee Vspannb, yem
HeeBpeWcKkmne rpaxaaHe, pogmsLuvecs Ha Tepputopumn N3panns.

Bonee Toro, iptaxenb cunTaeT NpobaeMaTnUHbIM BAVSIHVE SKCTEPPUTOPUANbHBIX, HE CBA3aHHbIX C
rpaxzaHckM 06LLeCTBOM eBpelicknx opraHv3aLuii Ha NoIMTUYecke peLleHnst BHyTpu Mspawns. 31o
BK/IHOUaeT B Ce6s Takmne aKCTeppUTOprabHble eBperickne opraHnsaumm v rpynnbl, Kak «EBperickni
HaLMOHanbHbIV GoHA», «<EBpelickoe areHTCTBO» 1 «CUOHNCTCKas pelepaLmisi».»KOTopble, XOTs U He
1361patoTCs N3pPannbCKMM HapOAOM, 061asatoT 3$PeKTUBHOM NONUTUYECKOW BNacTblo B M3paune.
NdTaxenb Takxe ynoMnHaeT O6LUMPHYIO CUCTeMy NOXepTBOBaHWUIA boraTkix eBpees 3a pybexom, a Takxe
N066MCTCKNE rPYNIbl eBPENCKNX 0BLLMH Ha MexayHapoAHol apeHe. OH paccMaTpuBaeT UX Kak
HeoTbeM/IeMYI0 HacTb OCYLLECTBAEHWS MOANTNYECKOV BAACTU 3KCTEPPUTOPMAbHBIMU OpraHn3aumusaMm.

C Touku 3peHus VidTaxens, NpensaTcTBMEM AN1S TOFO, YTOBbI Ha3BaTb M3panib gemokpaTtueld,
ABNAETCA He TO/IbKO OTCYTCTBME YeTKO OMpeAeneHHOro pasinuma Mexay NpaButensaMm 1 NoAAaHHLIMU, HO
1 pasMbITble IVHWUW pasrpaHnyeHns rocyAapCcTBeHHoN Tepputopumn M3panns. 34ecb LeHTpanbHoe MecTo
3aHMMaeT TepMuH VipTaxens «reorpadpuyeckas AnHamumKa», ykasbliBaroLMii Ha HapyLueHve Vi3pannem
rpaHuL, NyTeM COAeNCTBUA pacceneHunio N3pannbCkmx rpaxjaH eBperickoro NPONCXoXAeHNS 3a npejenamu
CyBepeHHOM, MexX/ayHapoAHO NMPU3HaHHO rocysapcTBeHHON TeppuTopun. B 3TOoM reorpapuyeckom
NPOCTPaHCTBE OKKYMUPOBaHHbIX TeppUTOpUIi M3panib MPOBOAWT STHUYECKYHO CerperaLyviio Mexay
eBpecKMMY rpaxaaHamu 1 INLLEHHbIMW NPaB NafecTUHLaMy BOEHHbIMY CPeACTBaMU, YTO NPOTUBOPEUNT

AeMOKpaTn4YecknM npunHUmMnam. |/]¢TaXel1b AenaeT BbIBOA:

«/3pannb» kak onpegensiemoe 4eMoKpaTMUecko-noanTyeckoe obpasosaHue, NPOCTOHe cyiyecTsyerlipaBoBas n
MOANTNYECKas BNaCTb 3KCTEPPUTOPUANbHBIX (EBPEIACKX) OPraHOB 1 HapyleHWe rocyAapCTBeHHbIX FpaHNL, ANWaT
noHsATVe /3pannis 06LLENprHATOro 3HaYeHWs TocyAapcTBa Kak TepprTopuabHO-NPaBoBOro MHCTUTYTA.
CneposatenibHO, 6ecrnpobneMHoe NPUHATYE «COBCTBEHHO M3panns» B 60NbLIMHCTBE PaBoT MO CoLManbHbIM Haykam [...]

1 B CPeACTBax MaccoBoi MHGOPMaLMK OCHOBAHO Ha OLLINGOYHOM Ha3BaHUW.22

Mcxoas ns 3Tnx coobpaxeHuid, MipTaxens paspabaTtbiBaeT CBOKO r1aBHYHO rMnoTesy, CornacHo
KOTOPOI1 3TO eBpelickoe SiB/IeHNe. 3THOB OTINYME OT N3PaunibCKOro4emMokoTopoe ynpasnset
eBpeNcK1M rocyapcTBoM, NO3TOMY Noc/ieAHee cielyeT onpeaensTb He KaKJemoKpaT/sHO Kak
3THOKpPaTUsB 2007 rogy napaunbckuii noantonor Voas Meneg (1947-) yTeepkaan, uto ¢ Hauana

2000 roga B npegenax CBONX MeXAYHapoAHO Npu3HaHHbIX rpaHunL, 1949-1967 roaos,

21Tam xe. 371-373; Mudrauens 2006: 114.
22/ipTaxens 1999: 377.
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Israel has been continuously developing from an ethnic democracy to a form of
government which comes very close to an ethnocracy.

In this context, Peled points out two crucial processes in Israel’s relation-
ship to its Palestinian citizens: for one thing, Israel’s “denial of the right to family
reunification between Palestinians with Israeli citizenship and Palestinians from
the occupied territories”; for another, he speaks of “the formulation of a plan to
move westward the border between Israel and the West Bank in the so-called
‘Arab triangle’ of Galilee, whereby 150,000 to 200,000 Israeli Palestinians would
lose their Israeli citizenship.”?? Peled concludes:

In the current context, the restriction of the Palestinians’ civil rights is not really a price that
has to be paid to achieve other goals such as security, democracy or other things, regardless
of whether this price is justified or not. The curtailment of rights is in itself the actual goal of
the aforementioned measures. Denying the right to family reunification to the Palestinian
citizens of Israel and stripping some of them of Israeli citizenship are partial measures on
this path. [...] a course which implies a turn from an ethnic democracy into an ethnocracy.*

The “Jewish Code” and Israeli Democracy

In the two state models that have been discussed above, the primacy of the Jewish
ethic group in the Israeli reason of state is not contested. Rather, the central point
of dispute when it comes to labeling the Israeli form of government is the ques-
tion as to what kind of relationship the two components of the definition of state,
“Jewish” and “democratic,” have to each other in a bi-national political reality.
The Israeli sociologist Baruch Kimmerling investigates this matter in his essay,
“Religion, Nationalism and Democracy in Israel.”? Therein, he develops the
concept of a specifically Jewish cultural code, the “Jewish Code,” as a central
pillar of the Israeli political and social order, i.e., Israeli democracy. His analysis
of the relationship of the three factors of religion, nation and democracy provides
an insight into the special features of the Israeli understanding of democracy.
Kimmerling’s central argument is the taken-for-granted equation of the reli-
gious and national aspect of Jewish identity that Zionist ideology is based on.
Thus, in contrast to other Western democracies, Zionist Israel defines itself not
as a “state of its citizens,” but as “state of the Jewish people.” This means that
ethnicity and religion are the factors based on which state membership and rights

23 Peled 2007: 355.
24 Ibid. 362.
25 Kimmerling 1994.
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M3pannb HenpepbIBHO pa3BMBaeTCs OT 3THUYECKON geMoKkpaTum K dopme
npaB/ieHnsA, KOToOpasd O4YeHb 6nmn3Ka K 3THOKpaTunn.

B aTOM KOHTekcTe Menes ykasbiBaeT Ha ABa BaXKHeMLLNX NpoLecca B OTHOLLeHUsX M3panns ¢
nanecTMHCKMMM rpaxaaHamu: Bo-NnepBbIX, «0Tkas M3pannsa B npaBe Ha BOCCOeAVHEHMe ceMel
MeXay NanecTMHUaMU, UMeLWMMN N3panibCkoe rpaxaaHCcTBo, U NanecTUHLaMm ¢
OKKYMVPOBaHHbIX TEPPUTOPWII»; BO-BTOPbIX, OH FOBOPUT O «pa3paboTke NaaHa Mo nepemMeLLeHuno
rpaHnLbl Mexay Vi3pavnem 1 3anagHbiM 6eperom Ha 3anag B Tak Ha3blBaeMOM «apabCckom
TpeyronbHuke» Fanunewn, B pesynstate yero oT 150 000 go 200 000 n3panibCKMX NanecTuHLEes

NoTEPAOT CBOE N3panibCckoe Fpa)K,anCTBO».23 Menep 3akntovaeT:

B HbIHeLHNX YCNoBUAX OrpaHn4veHne rpaxaaHckmnx npae nanecTUHLEB Ha CaMOM Jiefe He ABNseTCs HEHOVI, KOTOpYyto
HeOGXOAVIMO nnaTnuTb ANS LOCTUXEHNA APYTnX LleJ'IeVI, Takux kak 6e30nacHoCTb, AeMokpatusa nnmn uyTo-NN60 eule,
He3aBNCKMO OT TOro, onpasAaHa 3Ta LeHa Ui Het. OrpaqueHme npas camo no cebe ﬂBJ’IReTCﬂ(ﬁ&KTM‘-IECKOELle.ﬂb
BbILLEYNOMAHYTbIX Mep. OTKa3 NanecTuHCKUm rpaxaaHam MBPEVII'I‘H B NpaBe Ha BOCCOeANHEHWE CeEMbW U TNLLeHNe
HEKOTOPbIX U3 HNX N3PanbCKOro rpaxaaHcrea ABAAHOTCA YaCTUYHBIMU MepaMu Ha 3TOM NyTU. [...] Kypc, KOTOprVI

nogpasymMmeBaeT nepexoj ot 3THUYECKOoN AeMoKpaTnm K 3THOKpaTVIVI.24

«EBpencKmnin KogeKke» n nspannbckas geMmokpaTus

B ABYyX pacCMOTPEHHbIX Bbillie MOAENAX roCyAapCTBEHHOrO YCTPONCTBa NEPBEHCTBO eBPecKoi
3THMYECKOV rpynnbl B U3pannbCKOM MOHUMaHUM rocyaapcTsa He ocnapmsaeTtcs. Ckopee,
LleHTpasbHbIM CMOPHLIM MOMEHTOM MpU OMNpejeneHnn N3panibCkoi Gopmbl NPaBIeHNSA ABASETCA
BOMPOC O TOM, KaK/e B3aUMOOTHOLLEHWS CyLLLEeCTBYHOT MeX/y /ByMsi KOMMOHEHTamMu onpejeneHuns
rocyapcTea — «eBPerickM» 1 «eMOKPaTUYeCKM» — B ABYHALMOHANLHOW NOANTNYECKOW
peanbHOCTU. M3pannbckunii coumonor bapyx KuMmMepavHr nccnegyet sToT BONPOC B CBOEM 3cce
«Pennruns, HauMoHann3m 1 femokpaTtus B Mispanne»<sup>25</sup>. B HeM oH pa3BuBaeT
KOHLLeNLuio cneumpunyeckmn eBpeiickoro KynbTypHOro KOAa, «eBPeickoro Kojgekca», Kak
LeHTPasIbHOro CTO/Na U3PanibCKOro NOAIMTUUYECKOrO 1 COLMAbHOro NopsaaKa, To ecTb
13pannbCkoii gemokpaTtum. Ero aHanns B3anMocessm Tpex GpakTopoB — Pennrnm, Haumm n
AemMoKpaT!y — No3BOJISIET MOHATE 0COBEHHOCTY N3PanIbCKOro MOHNMaHNSA AeMOKPaTUN.

InaBHbIl aAprymMeHT KI/IMMepnI/IHI'a 3aK/N0YaeTCsA B MPUHATOM KakK JAHHOCTb OTOXAECTB/IEHNN PEINTNO3HOIo 1
HaUMOHaNbHOro acnekToB EBpeVICKOI‘;I WAEHTUYHOCTU, HA KOTOPOM OCHOBaHa CMOHWUCTCKasa Naeosiorns. Takum 06pa30M, B
oTAn4mne oT Apyrnx 3anagHblx AeMOKpaTVIIZ, CUOHUCTCKNIA I/I3pa|/|nb onpegensaet cebs He Kak «rocyflapCTeBo CBOUX rpaxkjaH», a
Kak «rocyaapcrso eBpeVICKOI’O Hapoga». DTO 03HayaeT, YTo 3THMYecKasa NPVHaANEeXHOCTb N pennrus ABAATCA ¢aKTOpaMVI, Ha

OCHOBE KOTOpPbIX ONpejensaeTca Y1eHCTBO B rocyjapcTee 1 Npasa YesioBeka.

23MMenea 2007: 355.
24Tam xe, 362.
25KnmmepnunHr 1994,
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are granted, so that although Israel may indeed function according to democratic
principles and boast free elections, parties, a division of powers as well as a
free press, these democratic institutions and processes are strictly limited to the
framework that is prescribed by the Zionist hegemony, with privileges only being
ensured to the Jewish ethic group. Therefore, Kimmerling calls Israeli democracy
a “theo-democracy” or a “Jewish democracy.”?

To explain the genesis of the Israeli body politic, Kimmerling turns first to the
Yishuv time before the establishment of the state. As he observes, undemocratic
developments were looming already at this early stage, even though the question
of the political constitution was not yet on the table. It was of secondary impor-
tance prior to the founding of the state, in a time when a secular Jewish society
was in the process of emerging and more important and pressing political, mili-
tary, social and economic issues had to be solved. Moreover, the different Zionist
orientations — liberal, socialist, nationalist and national-religious — held highly
diverse ideas on the form of rule, so the intention was to avoid any intensification
of the already existing tensions within the Jewish-Zionist collective.

In this situation, the “Jewish basis” seemed a promising fundament for a
future society with a broad consensus. As for non-Jews, they were already per-
ceived as an “out-group” anyway. The electoral system that was introduced in
the Yishuv for the national or Jewish-Zionist institutions (such as the parties, the
“Jewish Agency,” the “National Committee” and the Jewish labor union appara-
tus Histadrut) served as a legitimizing factor towards justifying the rules of the
game within the Jewish community.

These elections had at least some external features of a democracy, which
Kimmerling refers to as “processual democracy,” with a certain degree of social
and individual autonomy still being guaranteed within the different socio-polit-
ical groups and parties.”” Thus, the Yishuv functioned on a Jewish-Zionist basis
while representing the collective identity, and, among other things, providing
the organizational principles for warranting legal protection to the individual
community members. These rights were not universal in the civil sense, but were
grounded on belonging to the Jewish community.?®

With the establishment of the state, however, the question of the political
constitution inescapably arose. The basis of the new state was the strong, insep-
arable connection between religious and national elements. Characteristic for
this conjunction was the agreement reached on the eve of the state’s establish-

26 Ibid.
27 Ibid. 116-119.
28 Ibid. 120-121.
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ﬂpeAOCTaBﬂﬂPOTCﬂ npuBUNErnn, Tak 4To, XoTA I/I3pa|/|nb AeﬁCTBMTeanO MoXeT ¢yHKLI,I/10HI/1poBaTb B
COOTBETCTBMN C A€MOKPAaTUYeCKNMU NpUHLUMNaMN N MNOXBaCTaTbCs CBO60AHbIMI/I Bbl60paMI/I, napTnamu,
paszeneHunem Bnacrtel, a Takxe cBO6OAHOW NPeccori, 3Tu AeMoKpaTUyeckme NHCTUTYTbI 1 NPOLeCChl CTPOro
orpaHu4yeHbl paMkamu, npeanmcaHHbIMn CUOHWUCTCKOW FereMOHI/IeI;I, npwv 3TOM NpmBUnernn
rapaHTUPYHOTCS TONBbKO €BPeCcKO 3THNYecKor rpynne. MoatoMy KUMMepAVHI Ha3blBaeT M3PanibCkKyto
AEeMOKpaThIO «TeoeMoKpaTueri» Uan «eBperickor AeMokpaTuneri».26

YT06blI 06BACHUTL NPONCXOXAEHNE N3PAaNIbCKOro NOANTUYECKOro yCTpOIZCTBa, Kmmmepnvmr
oGpaLu,aeTc;l npexae BCero K... MLLIyBBTO Nponcxoamnno 3a0Nro Ao co3jaHnsa rocyjapcrea. Kak oH
OTMeYaeT, aHTnAemMoKpaTnyeckre npoLeccsl Haspesasn yxxe Ha 3TOM paHHeM 3Tarne, XoTd BONpocC o
NONNTUYECKOI KOHCTUTYLIMW eLLie He CTOS1 Ha NoBecTke AHS. /1o OCHOBaHWA rocyAapcTBa OH 1Men
BTOpOCTENEHHOE 3Ha4YeHne, MOCKOJ/IbKY CBETCKOe eBpeMCKoe O6Ll.l,eCTBO Haxoannockb B npouecce
¢0pMVIpOBaHVI$I, n HeOGXOAI/IMO 6b110 pewaTb 60/1ee BaXKHble 1 HEOT/IOXHbIE MONTUYECKNE, BOEHHbIE,
coumnanbHble N 3KOHOMMYECKMe BOMpoChl. Bonee Toro, pasnnyHbIE CUOHNCTCKME HanpaBaeHUs -
n|/|6epaanoe, coumanncTtnyeckoe, HauMoHanncTn4eckoe N HauMoHanbHO-pPennrmno3Hoe -
npuaepxueanncb BeCbMa pasHbIX B3rns40B Ha ¢0pMy npasJieHNs, NO3TOMY LieNbio 6b110 n3bexaTb
YCUNEHUA yxKe CyLLLecTBOBAaBLLEl HanpsXXeHHOCTU BHYTPY eBPeiicko-CUOHMCTCKOro coobLuecTBa.

B atoi cuTyaumm «espelickas 0OCHOBa» Kasasiacb MHOroobeLarowmm GyHAaMeHTOM Ans
6yayLero obLiecTsa C LUMPOKNM KOHCEHCYCOM. YTO KacaeTcs HeeBpees, TO OHW 1 TaK yxe
BOCMPUHMMANNCL KakK «4yxasi rpynna». VIi3bupartenbHas cncrema, BBeJeHHas B TO Bpewms,
YyBpns HauMOHaNbHbIX U @BPeicKO-CMOHNCTCKMX MHCTUTYTOB (Takmnx Kak naptuu,
«EBpelickoe areHTCTBO», «HaLuMOHaNbHbIV KOMUTET» 1 eBPeCcKMi NPOPCOIO3HbIN annapar).
rucragpyT) cnyXxXnno nermTMMpyoLLMM ¢akTopoM, onpasAblBaloLLM MpaBuIa Urpbl.s
npegenaxeBpeiickas obLMHa.

371 BbIGOPSI, MO KpaliHeil Mepe, 061aAann HEKOTOPbIMY BHELLHMMY NpU3Hakamun
AemMoKpaTuK, KoTopyto KUMMEpP/IMHF Ha3biBAEeT «MPOLLECCHON AeMoKpaTueli», C rapaHTuel
orpe/esnieHHOl CTemneHn CoLmManbHol U MHANBUAYaNbHOV aBTOHOMUMN BHYTPY Pa3InyHbIX
couManbHO-NOANTUYECKMX FPYNM 1 NapTUA.<sup>27</sup> Takum obpasom, /iysOHa
dyHKUMOHMPOBana Ha 0OCHOBE eBPeiCKO-COHMCTCKOrO NMOAXOA, MPeACTaBAs KONNEKTUBHYHO
VAEHTUYHOCTb 1, MOMUMO NpoYero, obecrneynsas OpraH13aLMOHHbIe MPUHLMMLI, FapaHTUpYoLLe
NpPaBOBYH 3aLLUNTY OTAE/IbHbIX Y1EHOB O6LLU/IHbI. TN npasa He 6blnn yHMBeEpPCanbHbIMWU B
rpaxAaHCKOM CMbIC/Ie, @ OCHOBbIBAINCL Ha MPUHAANEXHOCTY K eBPelickoli 0bLMHe.<sup>28</sup>

OfHaKo c co3gaHneM rocyapcrea Hen3beXXHO BO3HMK BOMPOC O MOANTUYECKON
KOHCTUTYLMN. OCHOBOW HOBOrO rocyAapcTBa cTana NnpoYHas, HepaspbiBHas CBA3b
MeXAy PeNTMO3HbIMY N HALMOHANbHBIMW 3N1eMeHTamMn. XapakTepHOW 4YepToi 3Tow
CBA3M 6bIN10 cornalleHmne, JOCTUTHYTOe HakaHyHe CO3AaHua rocyapcTaa.

26Tam xe.
27Tam xe. 116-119.
28Tam xe. 120-121.
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ment between the Jewish Agency (the executive institution of the Yishuv) and the
non-Zionist Orthodox Party Agudat Israel, in which the religious status quo was
made the fundament of the future Israeli order. And although the Halacha (the
Jewish-religious legislation) was not adopted in its entirety or as a legal basis of
the state, Shabbat as a day of rest as well as the observance of kosher command-
ments were stipulated by law in all public and government institutions. Likewise,
family law (marriage, birth and death) was to be determined according to Hal-
akhic legislation.

Upon the founding of the state, it de facto withdrew from the realm of family
legislation, devolving it to the religious administrative authorities by law. This
legal situation represented an adoption of the legal framework in the Yishuv
according to which the Jews as a “religious millet” (a religiously defined nation
of believers in the Ottoman Empire) had submitted to religious jurisdiction (1922—
1947). At the time it had been left up to the individual in the Yishuv whether or
not they would submit themselves to civil law, a choice that was no longer avail-
able with the establishment of Israel. And finally, the agreement had conceded
full autonomy to the various currents within the Jewish religion when it came to
matters of education.?

Choosing the Western Model

The new state’s directional decision for a Western-style democracy was by no
means a matter of course in the founding period. After all, the dominant political
and social powers defined themselves as socialist; some of them - like Mapam
and the communist party Maki — even had a distinct Soviet orientation. What
is more, in 1948 the Soviet Union advocated the founding of the State of Israel
and also ensured important arms supplies via Eastern European countries when
Israel faced an American weapons boycott.

According to Kimmerling, Israel ultimately orientated itself towards the West
for the following reasons: Firstly, because organized American Judaism was con-
sidered a long-term political and economic supporter of Israel; secondly, due to
David Ben-Gurion’s growing admiration for the strength and diversity of Ameri-
can society; and thirdly, because the Israeli political state elites sought to distance
themselves from the Middle East region which they considered “backward.”

Especially in a situation where several hundreds of thousands of Jews from
the Arab countries of the Middle East as well as from North Africa were being

29 Ibid. 121-123.
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cornawieHmne mexay EBpeI‘/'ICKI/IM areHTCTBOM (MCMONIHUTENbHBLIM Opl’aHOM)MLLIyB) 1 HECUOHWCTCKOM
nNpaBoOC/NIaBHOWM NapTUNArY4aT Mcpas/ibB KOTOPOM PeNUrMo3HbIl CTaTyC-KBO BbiN cAeNaH OCHOBOM
byAyLLero n3pannbckoro nopsgka. N xoralazaxa(3akoHoaaTeNbCTBO O eBPecKol pennrnm He
6b1710 NPUHSTO B MOIHOM 06 bEME UK B KayecTBe NPaBOBO OCHOBbI rocyAapcTBa. [LL/ab6aTiieHb
OTAblIXa, a TakXxe COGHIOAQHVIG KOLLEePHbIX 3ar|ose,u,el7| 6b11n yCcTaHOB/1€Hbl 3aKOHOM BO BCeX
rocyAapCTBEHHbIX U MPaBUTENbCTBEHHbIX yHpexXaeHnaX. AHaNoOrn4yHLIM o6pa30M, cemeriHoe npaso
(6pa|<, poxaeHve n CMepr) AOJDKHO 6blno onpeaendaTbCca B COOTBETCTBUMN C ranaxmyecknum
3aKoHOAaTeNNIbCTBOM.

C MOMeHTa 0CHOBaHMSA rocyAapcTBa OHOZe-PakTo3aKoH BbiBe CeMeHoe NpaBso
13-NnoJ AeNCTBUSA 3aKOHa, NepejaB ero peiurmo3HbIM afMUHUCTPATUBHBLIM OpraHam.
STa NpaBoBas CMTyauumsa NpeacTaBasaa coboi NpuHATME NPaBoBoO 6asbl,
CylLLlecTBOBaBLUEN paHee. /LuyB COracHO KOTOPOMY eBpen Kak «PeiMrmo3Has» npoco
«(penurnosHo onpegensemas Haumsa BepyroLmx B OCMaHCKOV nMMnepum) NogunHmuiacs
penurnosHoi rtopucankumm (1922-1947). B To BpeMsi 3T0 6b110 OCTaB/IEHO Ha
YCMOTpeHVe OTAeNbHOro Yenosekay. /Luysl1IpUMyT N OHW FPaXAaHCKoe NpaBo Uaun
HeT — BbIOOP, KOTOPbLIV CTan HeAOCTyNeH nocae obpasoBaHus Mapanns. N HakoHew,
cornalleHue npejocTaBuio NOJIHYH0 aBTOHOMUIO PAa3/INYHBLIM TEYEHUAM BHYTPU
nyAansma B BONpocax obpasoBaHmns.29

Bbi6op 3anagHoin moaenu

PelLeHre HOBOro rocyjapcTBa O CO3aHUN AeMOoKpaTUK 3aMafHoro obpasLa OTHIAb He 6bI10 camMo coboi
pasyMmeloLLMMCS B Neproj, ero 0CHOBaHWA. B KOHLe KOHLOB, rOCMOACTBYOLLME MONNTUYECKIE 1
coumanbHble CUbl ONpeAensnm cebs Kak CoumanncTmyeckmne; HeKOTopble U3 HUX - Hanpumep, Manam n
KOMMYHMCTUYecKast napTus Maku-OHa jaxe MMena Spko BblpaxXeHHYo COBETCKY0 opueHTauuto. bonee
Toro, B 1948 rogy CoseTckuin Coto3 BbICTynan 3a co3gaHue Focyaapcrea M3pannb, a Takxe obecneunsan
BaXXHbl€ MOCTaBKN OPYXWUA Yepes CTPpaHbl BocTouHo EBpOI‘IbI, Korga I/I3pa|/|r|b CTONIKHYNCA C aMepukKaHCKUM
60AKOTOM OpYXKS.

Mo cnosam KummepnuHra, i3pannb B KOHEYHOM UTOre OpMeHTUPOBasCA Ha 3anag no
CnesyoLnM NPUYNHAM: BO-MepBbIX, MOTOMY UYTO OpraHN30BaHHbIA aMepUKaHCKNA nyaansm
CUMTANCA JONTOCPOUYHBLIM NOJANTUYECKUM U SKOHOMNYECKMM CTOPOHHNKOM V3panns; Bo-BTOPbIX, N3-
3a pacTyLiero BocxuiueHns Jasuaa beH-FyproHa cmnoi 1 MHoroobpasrem amepukaHCcKoro
06LLeCcTBa; 1 B-TPETbMX, MOTOMY YTO U3pauibCkas NoANTUYeckas 31UTa cTpemmnach
AVCTaHLUMPOBATLCS OT 6/IMXKHEBOCTOUYHOrO PermoHa, KOTOpbIli OHa CYMTana «oTCTasbIiM».

OcobeHHO B CUTyaLmK, KOrAa COTHU ThiCAY eBpeeB 13 apabCkmnx cTpaH bamxHero
BocToka, a Takxe n3 CeBepHol AGprKn NoABepranmcb NpecsiefoBaHNSAM.

29Tam xe. 121-123.
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received into the country, the political leadership felt compelled to demonstrate
and codify the Western-European orientation. Besides, there would have been
no room for a genuinely religious Jewish self-conception in an Israel embracing
an atheistic-communist orientation. And after all, it was Judaism in its religious
sense that soon became indispensable for the ultimate legitimation of Zionism,
which is why the religious camp had to be included in the national project. For
it was by appealing to expressly religious symbols and values that the Zionist
movement succeeded in winning the support of Jews as well as non-Jews.

The Israeli Declaration of Independence of 1948 reflects the problematic roots
and the controversial legitimation of the new state, attesting to the linking and
blending of religious and secular elements, and of religion and nation. Jewish
history, which is described in detail and traced all the way back to the biblical
epoch, as well as the mention of the UN Resolution 181 of November 29, 1947, are
meant to underpin the “natural and historic right” of the Jewish people to their
political sovereignty in Eretz Israel.

The new state was supposed to be based “on liberty, justice and peace,” that
is, on universal values, while also being grounded in the spirit of “the prophets of
Israel.” Moreover, a direct appeal is made to the Jewish people of the diaspora, “to
rally around the Jews of Eretz Israel in the task of immigration and development.”
Simultaneously, the religiously connoted goal of “the redemption of Israel” is
mentioned. According to the declaration, the state is supposed to “uphold the full
social and political equality of all its citizens, without distinction of race, creed or
sex.” All this is underscored by the addition of the religiously charged phrase of
“our trust in the rock of Israel.”

In 1949, David Ben-Gurion preferred the religiously oriented parties (Hamis-
rachi or Hapoel Hamisrachi) as coalition partners to the secular-socialist Mapam
or the liberal “General Zionists.” His goal was to vest the new society composed
of immigrants and settlers with a kind of legitimation through the religiously ori-
ented parties, groups and individuals.?°

The Israeli philosopher Adi Ophir (1951-) also perceived the tension between
religious and national-collective identity features present in the Israeli Declara-
tion of Independence. Although the document is not of a legally binding nature,
it does fulfill a symbolic or legitimation-like function for Israeli democracy that is
not to be underestimated. Ophir points out the sometimes-contradictory legitima-
tion patterns that the Declaration of Independence is based on.

On the one hand, it refers to a metaphysical, that is, ahistorical, relationship
of the Jewish people to Eretz Israel. On the other hand, it points out the bitter

30 Ibid. 123.
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Mocne npuxoga B CTpaHy NOAUTUYECKOE PYKOBOACTBO MOYYBCTBOBaO Cebsi 06s3aHHbIM
NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBATL 1 KOANPMLIMPOBATL 3anajHoeBponelickyto opueHTauumio. Kpome Toro, B
M3pawnne, NnpuHaBLIEM aTenCcTUYECKO-KOMMYHUCTUYECKYIO OPUEeHTaLNI0, He 0CTanock 6bl MecTa Ans
NOAJ/IMHHO PENNTMO3HOro eBPENCKOro CaMoCO3HaHMS. M B KOHLe KOHLLOB, UIMEHHO 1yzan3Mm B ero
PEeNUrMo3HOM CMbIC/IE BCKOPE CTan He3aMeHVMbIM ANS OKOHYaTe/IbHOW IerMTuMaLmmn CoH13Ma,
NO3TOMY PeNNrMo3HbIiA larepb HEO6XOAMMO 6bII0 BKIOUNTE B HaLMOHaAbHbIV MpoeKT. Begb
VIMeHHO 6narozaps 06paLleHUo K SBHO Pe/IMrMO3HbIM CIMBOJIaM U LIeHHOCTSIM CUOHMCTCKOe
ABUXeHMe Cymenio 3aBoeBaTb NOAAEPXKKY Kak eBpeeB, Tak 1 HeeBpeeB.

Jeknapauus HesaBrcumocTy M3pannsa 1948 roga oTpaxaeT npobiemMHble KOPHU 1
NPOTUBOPEUNBYIO NErMUTUMALINIO HOBOMO roCyapCTBa, CBUAETENLCTBYS O B3aUMOCBA3N 1
CMeLLeHNN PeINTMO3HbIX 1 CBETCKMX 3/1IEMEHTOB, a TakXe penurnm n Haumw. Esperickas
NcTopust, NoAPOBHO ONMCcaHHas 1 Npocsiexmnsaemast BNaoTb A0 6M61eliCKON 3MoxXu, a Takxke
ynomunHaHwue pesontoumm OOH Ne 181 oT 29 Hos6psa 1947 roga, npn3BaHbl 060CHOBATb
«eCcTeCTBEHHOEe N NCTOPUYECcKOoe NPaBo» eBPENCKOro HapoAa Ha CBOW MOANTUYECKNA
cyBepeHuTeT.Spey U3paunsib.

Hogoe rocyAapcTBo AOJ/IKHO 6bIN10 OCHOBLIBATLCSA «Ha CBO6OAE, cnpaBegnnBoCcT U
MUpe», TO eCTb Ha YHMBEPCAJIbHbIX LLIEHHOCTSX, @ TakXKe Ha AyXe «NpopoKoB V3panns».
Bonee Toro, npsiMoe obpalleHne agpecoBaHO eBPeNCKOMY Hapo4y AMacnopsbl, «K
CNJIOYEHUIO BOKPYT eBpeeB».Ipel VI3pan/ibs Aene UMMUrpaLmnmn 1 passutms».
OaHOBpEeMEHHO YNOMUHAETCHA PeIMTMO3HO OKpaLleHHas Lie/b «MCKyrnneHus Vispannsa».
CornacHo geknapaumu, rocyaapcTso JOMKHO «MOAJAEePXMNBaTb NOHOE coLnanbHoe 1
NoANTUYECKOe PaBEHCTBO BCeX CBOVIX rpaXAaH 6e3 pa3nnymns pacbl, BeponcnoseAaHms
nnwn nonax». Bce aTo noagvepkmBaeTcs JobaBneHeM peanrno3Ho okpaLleHHoM ¢pasbl
«Halla Bepa B ckany Vzpannsa».

B 1949 roay Alasug beH-TypnoH oTAaBan npeanoyTeHne pennurmo3Ho OpUeHTUPOBaHHLIM NapTUSAM.
XaMMCanMVIﬂVIXaﬂDBﬂb XaMMCanM) B KayecTBe NMapTHEPOB Mo Koaanunm CBeTCKo-counanncTtnyeckoro
pe>KV|M.3Ma/7aM mwnn n|/|6epaanb|x «BCGOGLLU/IX CMOHUCTOB». Ero uenbro 6b110 HajennTb HoBOE 06LLI,ECTBO,
cocTosiLee N3 MMMUTPaHTOB U NoceneHLeB, CBOEro poaa nerwrmmau,meﬁ yepes penurnosHo
OpPVEHTMPOBAaHHbLIE MAapPTUK, FPYMMbl U OTAENbHbIX 1L.30

N3pannbckunii dunocod Aam Odump (1951-) Takxke oTMeYan HanpsKkeHne Mexay
PEeNUIMO3HBIMU 1 HALIMOHA/IbHO-KOIIEKTUBUCTCKMMUN YepTaMu MAEHTUYHOCTW, MPUCYTCTBYOLLMMU
B [leknapauunm He3aBUCMMOCTU M3pauns. XoTa JOKYMEHT He MeeT opuAnYeckn 06a3aTenbHon
CW/bl, OH BbIMOIHAET CUMBOIMYECKYHO UM NETUTUMALIMOHHYI0 GYHKLMIO ANS U3panabCKoi
AemMoKpaTnK, KOTOPYIo Henb3s HeooLeHUBaTb. Odup ykasbiBaeT Ha MOPoY NPOTUBOpeYrBbIe
MOZeNn NernTumaLmMm, Ha KOTopblx ocHoBaHa Jleknapauys He3aBUCMMOCTH.

C 0AHOW CTOPOHbI, 3TO YKa3blBaeT Ha MeTadpun3nyeckoe, TO eCTb BHENMCTOPUYeCKoe, OTHOLLEHMe

eBpelickoro Hapoga k3pey-¥cpas/ib.C Lpyroil CTOPOHBI, 3TO YKa3bIBaeT Ha ropeyb.

30Tam xe, 123.
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experience of the Jews in Europe, that is, the Jewish history of suffering; at the
same time asserting the Jewish right to self-determination on a universal basis
and the aspiration to a normalized situation in the context of a Jewish national
state. The political choice between the Jewish-particularist and the universalist
path, in other words between adhering to the maxim of the uniqueness of the
Jewish people and the Zionist aspiration to a “normalization” of the living condi-
tions of Jews — meaning their reconciliation with the Goyim — is considered to be
a matter still undecided.*

But in how far is there really a contrast between the Zionist Right and the
Zionist Left with regard to this “open” question of the “Israeli path”? After all, it
was no other than the “Father of the Nation” and leader of the Labor Party who
shortly after the establishment of the state pushed through his opinion against a
written constitution for Israel. The “Zionist Leftist” David Ben-Gurion mobilized
his Mapai party against such a document, even though the opposition parties
Mapam, the General Zionists, Herut and the communist party Maki advocated
it. All of them argued in favor of a constitution and for civil rights with a view
to warranting the protection of minorities and limiting the power of the ruling
Mapai party.>

Ben-Gurion’s reasons for opposing a constitution lie in the fact that, firstly,
forming a coalition with the religious party block (Agudat Israel, Poalei Agudat
Israel, Hamisrachi and Hapoel Hamisrachi), his favored option, would not have
been politically viable because these parties would have rejected a secular polit-
ical constitution from the outset. Secondly, such a constitution would have
restricted the dominance of the Mapai party, and hence the leeway of the gov-
ernment or ruling party that held a majority in the Knesset together with its coa-
lition partners. Ben-Gurion considered the majority principle combined with the
principle of the rule of law to be sufficient for legitimizing the Western character
of the Jewish state. And thirdly, Ben-Gurion saw a constitution as a substantial
obstacle to nation building by means of immigration, settlement and the genesis
of a people still in the process of emerging.

All things considered, the demographic and geopolitical projects pursued
by the Israeli political and security-political establishment of these first years
were not compatible with a written constitution. After all, in such a document
the borders of Israel as well as the status of the Palestinian citizens — in other
words the question of lawfulness of a military government in the state territory
(1949-1966) — would have had to be clarified and determined.

31 Ophir 2001: 245-255.
32 Bechor 1996.
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OnbIT eBpeeB B EBpone, To eCTb eBpenickas UCTOPUS CTpajaHWii; O4HOBPEMEHHO
yTBeEpXJeHVe NpaBa eBpeeB Ha caMmoonpejeneHne Ha yHBepcanbHOM OCHOBE U
CTpemneHmne K HopManmsaLumnm cMTyaLmm B KOHTEKCTe eBPeckoro HaLoHanbLHoro
rocygapcrsa. Monntnyeckui BoiIbop Mexay eBpencko-napTUKyIapucTcKnum u
YHUBEPCASINCTCKUM NyTEM, MHLIMW CN0BaMU, MeXAy NpUBEPXeHHOCTLI0 Makcume
YHUKaNbHOCTY €BPeNCcKOro Hapoja 1 CMOHUCTCKMM CTPEMIEHMEM K kHOPManm3aumm»
YCNOBUI XXN3HW eBpeeB - TO eCTb K UX MPUMUPEHUIO C...[ OM-CHNTALTCS, YTO 3TOT
BOMPOC A0 CUX Nop He peLueH.31

Ho HacKonbKO AeliCTBUTENbHO CyLLLeCTBYeT KOHTPACT MeXAy CMOHUCTCKUMMN
NpPaBbIMU 1N CUOHUCTCKUMU N1EBLIMU B OTHOLLEHMM 3TOMO «OTKPbLITOro» BOonpoca 06
«M3PanNbCKOM MyTU»? B KOHLE KOHLOB, MeHHO «OTeL, Hauumn» 1 angep Pabouyeii
napTvn BCKOpe nocsie co3jaHuns rocyaapcraa NpoTo/IKHY1 CBOe MHEeHMe NpoTuB
nucaHom KOHCTUTYLUMK N3pannsa. «CUOHNCTCKMIA neBbili» JaBua beH-MyproH
Mobunmzosan cBonxMarnaymapTusi NPOTUB Takoro AOKYMEHTa, Jaxe HeCMOTps Ha To,
UTO ONMNO3MLUVOHHbIE NapTUN Mariaml eHepanbHble CUOHNCTLI, Xepym
KOMMYHUCTUYecKas napTnsaMakysblicTynan 3a 31o.Bce oHM BbICTyNanu 3a KOHCTUTYLIMIO
1 3a rpaxaHckie npasa C Lesbto obecneyveHns 3aMTbl MEHBLUMHCTB 1 OrpaHUYeHns
BNaCTV NpassLleri napTun. ManavsedepunHka.32

|_|pVILII/IHbI, Mo KOTOpPbIM EGH-rypI/IOH BbICTyNnaeT NPoOTNB KOHCTUTYLWN, 3aKNKOYatoTCA, BO-
nepsbiX, B OPMMPOBaAHNN KOANNLMWN C 6/IOKOM PeNnrnosHblx NapTuii (Arygar Vicpasb, [loanesi
Arygar Vispanib, XammcpaxmXarnos/is XamvcpaxyBo-nepsblX, €ro NpeAnoYTUTeNbHbIR BapuaHT He
6b11 661 NONUTUYECKUN XKN3HECMTOCOBHbIM, MOCKONbKY 3TV NapTuK C CaMOro Ha4daszia oTeBepran 6bl
CBETCKYHO MOUTUYECKYO KOHCTUTYLMIO. BO-BTOPbIX, Takast KOHCTUTYLIMSA OrpaHnymnna bl
LOMUHVpPOBaHWe...ManavymapTus, 1, cneaoBaTtesibHO, CBO60Aa AeCTBUI NpaBUTENbCTBA UK
I'IpaBﬂLLl,eI7I napTuu, VMeBLLel 601bLWNHCTBO BKHecceTBmecTe co CBOUMM napTHepamu no
Koanmuunm BEH-rprOH cyuTan npnHUMN 60/1bLUMHCTBA B COMETaHNM C NPUHUNNOM BEPXOBEHCTBAa
npaBa AOCTAaTOYHbIM ANA NernTuMn3admim 3anagHoro Xxapakrepa eBpeVICKOFO rocypapcrsea. n, B-
TpeTbux, EeH-rypI/IOH paccMaTprBan KOHCTUTYLMIO KakK CyLLleCTBEHHOe npenaTcTeue Ans
HaUMOHaNbHOro CTPOUTENbCTBA NOCPEACTBOM MMMUTpaL v, pacceeHna n ¢OpMI/IpOBaHI/IH
Hapoga, KOTopbIli BCe ellie HAXOANTCS B MpoLiecce CTaHOB/EHNS.

B uenom, gemorpapuyeckme 1 reononTNYecKmne NpoekTbl, MPOBOAUMbIE
M3pannbCKUM NOANTUYECKUM U CUNOBBLIM MOANTUYECKM NCTEBINLLIMEHTOM B NepBble
roAbl, 66111 HECOBMECTVMbI C MUCAHOM KOHCTUTYLMEN. B KOHLe KOHL0B, B TaKOM
JLOKYMEHTE HE06XOAMMO 6b10 6bl YTOUHUTL 1 ONpeaennTb rpaHuLpl Vispanns, a Takxe
CTaTyC NanecTUHCKNX rpaxaaH — MHbIMU CN0BaMU, BOMPOC O 3aKOHHOCTU BOEHHOr 0O
npaBuTeNbCTBa Ha TeppuUTopum rocygapcraa (1949-1966).

310¢up 2001: 245-255.
32bexop 1996.
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In January of 1949, Ben-Gurion presented before the Knesset his argument
against a constitution: “Our state is the most dynamic in the world and is being
reshaped daily. Every day new Jewish people come into the country and every
day abandoned land is liberated. These dynamics cannot be submitted to a pre-
defined frame or artificial bonds.”*

During the same Knesset discussion about a constitution, another party
member, David Bar-Rav-Hei (1894-1977), summed up the matter in a way that
corroborates Yiftachel’s hypothesis of the geographic dynamics: “A constitution
[...] is not enacted at the beginning of a revolution, but at its end. Every consti-
tution aims at codifying and perpetuating certain principles. Most of the consti-
tutions formulated in the course of a revolution had to be modified or dismissed
altogether. This is to say that it is necessary to reach a certain stability first.”>*

Shortly after the establishment of the state it was mainly by continuing to
promote Jewish immigration and settlement that this “stability” was to be guar-
anteed. Religious coalition member Mordechai Nurok (1884-1962) stressed the
vital importance of immigration for Israel. After all, only ten percent of Jewish
people were living in Israel by 1949. With the majority of Jews still living in the
diaspora and therefore not able to participate in the decision, at this point in time
a fixed constitution was objected to as being undemocratic.>® With this in mind,
a constitution seemed to run counter to Zionist tasks and national values such as
state building, Jewish immigration and territorial gains.

On June 13, 1950, the Knesset decided to commission the Knesset Constitution,
Law and Justice Committee to prepare a constitution based on the basic law. They
did not, however, determine a date for the conclusion of the procedure. Only as
late as 1992 did the Knesset enact a basic law that honored human rights. This
means that the basic law articles for human dignity and freedom and for freedom
of employment were issued as much as forty-five years after the state had been
established. Even more importantly, these and most other basic law articles have
no constitutional status, which means they can be modified or even abolished by
a simple majority in the Knesset.3¢

So a written constitution for Israel has been successfully averted and does
not stand in the way of the Zionist project. The new state took up the dynamic
concept of the country’s “Judaization,” with immigration, settlement and secu-
rity becoming the leitmotifs of Israeli policy. Israel absorbed Jewish immigrants

33 Quoted from Bechor 1996: 39.
34 Ibid. 42.

35 Ibid.

36 Ibid. 32, 45.
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B siuBape 1949 roga beH-I'yproH BbICTyNWA nepefKHecceTEro apryMeHT NpoTUB KOHCTUTYLINN:
«Halle rocysapcTtBo — camoe ANHaMUYHOE B MUPE, U OHO eXeAHeBHO npeTeprnesaeT N3MeHeHNs.
Kaxablli AeHb B CTpaHy NpresxatoT HOBble eBpeu, U KaxAblli eHb 0CBO6OXAAOTCS 3abpoLLeHHble
3eMan. 3n AVNHaMun4eckne npoueccbl Henb3d NoOAYMNHATL 3apaHee onpejeneHHbIM paMkam Unu
VICKYCCTBEHHbIM OrpaHnyeHnsam».33

B TeueHme Toro xe camorokHeccerB xoae 06Cy>KA€HNA KOHCTUTYLMW APYrOVi YneH
naptuw, Jasuna bap-PaB-Xeli (1894-1977), NoAbITOXMA BONPOC TaKMM 06pa3om, UTO 3TO
noaTeepxaaeT runotesy Vpraxens o reorpapuyeckori guHammke: «<KOHCTUTYLMS [...]
NPUHNMaETCA He B Havae peBoNoLNK, a B ee KOoHLe. KaxAaa KOHCTUTYLMSA HanpaBneHa Ha
KoanduMKaLmio 1 yBekoBeUvBaHne onpegeneHHbIX MPUHLMNOB. BONbLIMHCTBO KOHCTUTYLNIA,
pa3paboTaHHbIX B X0Ze PeBOAOLMM, MPULLIOCE U3MEHUTL U BOBCE OTMEHUTL. 3TO
03Ha4aeT, YTo CHayana HeobxoAMMO AOCTUYbL OMNpejAeNneHHOoN CTabunbHOCTU».34

BCKOpe nocne cosjaHua rocyjapctea npeanonaranock, 4to «CTabUNBbHOCTb» 6yp,ET obecneveHa
rnaBHbIM 06pa30M 3a cyet ,qaaneﬁLuero COAeIZCTBI/IFI eBpeﬁCKOﬁ NMMUrpaLmnm 1 pacceneHunto. Ynex
penurnosHoi koanmumm Mopgaexari Hypok (1884-1962) nogvepkuBan X1M3HEHHO BaxHOe 3HauveHne
vMMuUrpaumn ans Mispavns. B KoHUe KOHLOB, K 1949 rogy B V3panne Npoxunsano Bcero AecsaTb NPOLEeHTOB
eBpeI?’ICKOFO HaceneHwus. HOCKOﬂbe 60/1bLUINHCTBO eBpeeB BCe eLLle X B gnacnope v, cneaosatesibHO, He
MOrn y4acTBoBaTb B MPUHATUAN peLI.IeHVII?’I, B TOT MOMEHT NPUHATNE KOHCTUTYL W Ha NOCTOSAHHOW OCHOBE
6b110 BOCMPUHATO Kak HeAeMOKpaTMHHoeBS C YY€TOM 3TOro, KOHCTUTYL A, Ka3anocCb, NpoTuBopeyYnna
CNOHWNCTCKNM 3aja4yaM N HauMOHaNbHbIM LLEHHOCTAM, TaKUM KakK rocyjapcTBeHHOE CTPOUTENBLCTBO,
eBpelickas UMMUIpaLMs 1 TeppuUTopuranbHbie NPUobpeTeHs.

13 ntoHsa 1950 rogakKHecceTpelunnn 3akasatb KoMUTET KHecceTa rno KOHCTUTYLUY, rpasy
Y pasocyAnopas3paboTaTb KOHCTUTYLIMIO Ha OCHOBE OCHOBHOTO 3akoHa. OfHako AaTy
3aBepLUeHWs npoLeypbl OHW He onpegenvau. Jlnwb B 1992 rogy 3T1o 66110 caenaHo.KHecceT
MpUHATL OCHOBHOV 3aKOH, KOTOPbI bbl yBaXkan NpaBa YesioBeka. 3T0 03HaYaeT, YTo CTaTby
OCHOBHOTO 3aKOHa O JOCTOVHCTBE 1 CBObO/e YeNnoBeka, a Takxe 0 cBoboje TpyAoyCTpolicTBa
6b1IV NPUHATBI CMYCTH COPOK NATb JIEeT Noc/ie 06pa3oBaHKA rocyaapcraa. Yto ele 6onee
BaXHO, 3TV 1 6ONBLUNHCTBO APYrMX CTaTeil OCHOBHOMO 3aKOHa He MMeT KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOIO
cTaTyca, a 3TO 3HaUYUT, YTO OHU MOTYT 6bITb M3MEHEHbI NN AaXe OTMEeHEHbI MPOCTbIM
60NbLUNHCTBOM rof10COB.KHecceT.36

TakvM 06pa3oM, MPUHATNE NNCAHON KOHCTUTYLMK ANs V3pannst 66110 ycneLwHo
npezoTBPaLLEHO 1 He NPenaTCTBYeT CUOHNCTCKOMY MpoekTy. HoBoe rocyAapcTso NpuHSAN0
AVHAMUYHYIO KOHLEMLMIO «1yAan3aummn» CTpaHsbl, raie UMMUrpauus, pacceneHme n 6e3onacHocTb

cTann NnenTMoTMBaMu I/I3paI/IJ1bCKOI7I NONNTUKN. I/I3pa|/|nb npuvHAN eBpeI7ICKI/IX NMMMUTPaHTOB.

33LuTaTa u3 paboTel bexopa 1996 roga: 39.
34Tam xe, 42.
35Tam xe.

36Tam xe, cTp. 32, 45.
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from European and Arab countries and provided for their settlement on Israeli
state territory as it had been internationally recognized in 1949. In all of this, the
military and the security apparatus played a central role. Conquering the country,
securing its resources for the Jewish state, protecting the borders, and exerting
control over the Palestinians living in the state — all these tasks fell under the
scope of the military’s competence. As such, military and security forces were
increasingly viewed as the guardians of the Zionist project.

Already in the ten years between 1948 and 1958, the Ministry of Defense rose
to be the most powerful and politically significant department of the cabinet.
To this day it holds a special status and an extremely strong position of power.
Among other reasons this is due to the fact that the conflict with the Palestinians
and the neighboring states kept on escalating over the course of the years. The
evolution and establishment of an Israeli democracy with a specifically securi-
ty-political orientation is the subject of the next chapter. What shape the political
culture of the country is in will be explored by taking a look at two examples of
historically significant security-political affairs.

Military and Politics in a “Jewish and Democratic” Israel

In his book David’s Sling, published in 1970, Shimon Peres, who very much con-
tributed to shaping the Ministry of Defense in the years from 1953 to 1965, offered
the following reasoning concerning the relationship of military and politics in
Israel:

Occasional observers have expressed surprise that the Israel Army has never at any time
sought to weaken or challenge the democratic civilian processes of the State by direct or
indirect intervention or by an outright coup d’état. The fact is that there is hardly a democ-
racy in the world which is more secure. If the Israel democracy faced any danger at all, it
would be from perverted civilians and not from a misguided soldiery. Israel’s troops — civil-
ians temporarily in uniform and subject to military discipline — are as varied in their ideas
and political allegiances as all other civilians. [...] The falsity of the analogy with Israel of
the two historical examples — the Crusades and Sparta, is easily exposed. The idea of the
army’s influencing the political life of Israel is purely fanciful. [...] As a nation, we tend to
be extreme individualists, and we suffer from a chronic multiplicity of political views and
parties. Army service educates us to a discipline which is foreign to our character and our
experience.’”

37 Peres 1970: 255.
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13 eBponenckmnx 1 apabekmx CTpaH 6blay NPUBE3EHbI NANEeCTVHLbI, KOTOpble 3aTeM 661K
pacceneHbl Ha TeppuTOpUM VM3paunns, MpUsHaHHOM Ha MeXAyHapoAHOM ypoBHe B 1949 roay.
Bo BCeM 3TOM LieHTpasibHY0 po/b Urpasv BOEHHbIE N CUNOBbIE CTPYKTYpPbIl. 3aBOeBaHVe
CTpaHbl, 0becneyeHvie ee pecypcamu A1 eBpeiickoro rocyAapcTea, 3almTa rpaHum, u
KOHTPOJIb Haj NanecTMHLaMK, MPOXMBAaOLLMMY B rOCyAapcTBe, — BCE 3TU 3aJa4u BXOAUN B
KOMMEeTEHLNI0 BOEHHBIX. TakM 06pa3oM, BOEHHbIe 1 Cu/bl 6€30MacHOCTM BCe Yalle
paccmMaTprBanuch Kak XpaHUTENN CMOHMCTCKOrO MpoeKTa.

Y>e 3a gecaTb net ¢ 1948 no 1958 rog MrHMCTepCcTBO 060POHBI CTANI0 CaMbIM
BIVATENbHBIM U MOANTUYECKM 3HAUYNMbIM BEOMCTBOM B NpaBuTenbCTBe. Mo cei feHb
OHO COXpPaHseT 0CObbIN CTAaTYC U Ype3BbIYANHO CUbHbIE NO3nLMK. Cpean NPoYnX
NPUYNH 3TO 06BACHAETCS TEM, YTO KOHPANKT C NasecTUHLaMN U COCeAHNMMU
rocyfapcTBamMum Ha NPOTAXKEHUN MHOTUX 1eT NPOA0/IXKaN 060CTPATLCA. DBOMOLMSA 1
CTaHOB/IEH e N3PanIbCKON AeMOKPaTUK CO cneumdrnyeckor NoanTnKo-6e3onacHoimn
opuVeHTaumen CTaHyT NpeAMeTOM ciejytoLLeit rnaBbl. PopmMa NOANTUYHECKON KyNbTYypbI
CTpaHbl ByAeT paccMOTPeHa Ha NpuMepe ABYX UCTOPUYECKN 3HAUNMBbIX COBLITUIA B
chepe NOANTMKN 6€30MacHOCTU.

BoeHHoOe 1 nonuTU4yeckoe yCTpOﬁCTBO ((EBpeﬁCKOTO n AeMoKpaTuyeckoro» V|3pal/ll'lil

B cBoeli kHure/Ipawya Jasmga,B onybnukosaHHol B 1970 rogy pa6ote LLinmoHa Mepeca, BHecwuero
3HaYMTeNbHbIN BkNaj B dopmupoBaHe MuHucTepcTBa 060poHbI B nepurog ¢ 1953 no 1965 roga, 6binn
npeanoXeHbl CnejytoLme paccyXaeHns OTHOCUTEIbHO B3aMMOCBA3M BOEHHbIX 1 MOUTUYECKUX CUN B

W3paunne:

OTaenbHble HabnoAaTeNM BbIPaXanu yavBaeHve no NoBOAy TOro, UTO 13panbckas apMUs HAKOTAA He MbiTanach
0CNabuTb MM BPOCUTE BbI30B AeMOKPaTUYECKVM rpaXxAaHCKUM NpoLieccam rocyjapcTsa nyTeM npsiMoro uam
KOCBEHHOTO BMeLLaTe/IbCTBa UK NPAMOro roCyapCTBEHHOro NepeBopoTa. leio B TOM, YTO B M1pe e/lBa I HailaeTcst
6onee 6esonacHas AemokpaTus. ECn n3pannbckas 4eMokpaTis U CTankmsanack C Kakoli-nméo onacHoCTbI0, TO OHa
MCXOAMNA Bbl OT U3BPALLEHHbIX FPAaXAAHCKMX NINLL, @ He OT 3a6/1yALunX conaaT. M3pannbckme Bolicka - rpaxaaHckue
NMUA, BpeMEeHHO HaXOAALLMECs B BOEGHHO GopMe 1 NOAUVHSIOLLMECS BOGHHOV ANCLMMINHE, - CTONb e Pa3HOO06pasHbI
B CBOMX B3MAAAAX U MONNTUYECKVX MPUCTPACTURAX, Kak W BCe Apyrie rpaxaaHckve nnua. [...] JIoXHOCTb aHanorum ¢
Vi3paunem, ocHOBaHHOI Ha /iBYX NCTOPUYECKMX NPrMepaX - KPecToBbIX NoxoAax v CnapTe, nerko paso6navaetcs. Uaes
0 B/IMSIHWW apMUV Ha MONNTNYECKYIO XU3Hb Vi3pauns - unctas ¢paHTasus. [...] Kak Haums, Mbl CKNOHHBI K KpaiiHemy
VHAVBUAYaNnn3My U CTpaZiaeM OT XPOHUYECKOro MHOroo6pasua NoNTUYeckrX B3raa0e 1 napTuii. Cnyx6a B apmun

BOCMWTLIBAET B HAC AUCLMIMIIVIHY, Yy>KAYt0 HaLLEMY XapakTepy v HaleMmy onbiTy.37

37MNepec 1970: 255.
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With this statement, a man of the establishment explicitly propagates the com-
patibility of militarism and democracy, thus decidedly dismissing the possibility
of a military coup. In keeping with the maxim of the “nation in arms,” the notion
of the indispensability of the military and the view of Israeli society as pluralist
and democratic, Peres’ confidence in the stability of Israeli democracy appears
unshakeable. He fails to recognize any contradiction between the emergency-like
situation in Israel and the aspiration to a pluralistically oriented, free society. But
is Israel really so immune against a military coup?

Scholarship has attempted to explain the relationship between military and
politics in two ways. A first approach, the paradigm of the interconnectedness of
the civil and military spheres, assumes a fundamental dichotomy between these
two areas. Consequently, military coups are interpreted as a result of some kind
of “malfunction” within the political-civilian system or the various mechanisms
of civic control of the military.*®

Traditional Israeli sociology generally draws on this paradigm to describe
the specific situation in Israel. In this, it follows the American sociologist Morris
Janowitz (1919-1988) who sees the “civilianization of the military” and the elimi-
nation of the strict separation between the two areas as a safeguard against coup
attempts.? The Israeli sociologists Dan Horowitz (1928-1991) and Moshe Lissak
(1928-) argue that Israel resembles ancient Athens rather than Sparta, being as
a balance between a partially militarized society and civilianized army charac-
terized it. Because the army is strongly involved in matters that are originally
non-military, such as nation-forming and modernization processes, a “reversal
of roles” has occurred between the Israeli army and the civilian entities.*® Due to
the widely internalized paradigm of the dichotomy of military and politics, and
because of a principally apolitical conception of the military, a military coup is
deemed unlikely by Israeli political science and historical research. To the con-
trary, the Israeli army is thought to be averse to political and civil tasks.**

A second line of research describes the relationship of military and politics by
referring to the model of a “nation in arms.”*? In contrast to the paradigm of the
dichotomy of military and politics, this approach stresses the close connections
and common features of both spheres. The national state as an organizational
principle and dominant basic structure requiring a high degree of political par-

38 Edmonds 1999.

39 Janowitz 1971; Huntington 1968.
40 Lissak 1983.

41 Barzilai 1996.

42 Ben-Eliezer 1994/1998.
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OTUM 3aaBeHEeM NpeacTaBUTeNb UCTeBAMLLMEHTa OTKPLITO MponaraHAnpyeT COBMeCTUMOCTb
MUAnMTapm3mMa 1 4eMOoKpaTUn, TeM CaMbiM peLLInTeNbHO 0TBepras BO3MOXHOCTbL BOEHHOro
nepeBopoTa. B COOTBETCTBUM C NPUHLMMOM «HaLWN B OPYXUW», NPejCcTaBIeHneM O
He3aMeHUMOCTN apMUK 1 B3MSA0M Ha M3PannbCkoe 06LLEeCTBO Kak Ha MIpanmcTuyeckoe n
AemoKpaTyecKoe, yBepeHHOCTb lNepeca B CTabUNbHOCTY N3PanabCKoV JeMOKPaTUM KaxeTcs
Hernokonebnmori. OH He BUANT HMKaKOro MpoTUBOpeYns MexXay YpesBblyaliHol cuTyauueri B
M3pawnne n cTpemneHvemM K NAOPannUCcTUYecKn opueHTUpPoBaHHOMY, CBO60AHOMY obLecTBy. HO
AeNCTBUTENbHO N M3panb HaCTONbLKO 3alUyLLeH OT BOEHHOro nepesopoTa?

B HayuYHbIX nccneaoBaHMAX NPeAnpPUHUMANUCh NOMbITKN 06 bACHUTL B3aMMOCBA3b MEXAY
BOEHHOW cepoli 1 MOANTUKON ABYMS cnocobamu. MepBbIi NoAX04, NapasmMrMa B3anMocBasm
rpaxAaHcKoli 1 BOeHHOU cpep, npeanonaraet GyHAAMEHTaNbHYHO AUXOTOMUIO MeXAY 3TUMN ABYMS
obnactamu. CnejoBaTe/lbHO, BOEHHbIE MepeBOPOThl HTEPMPETUPYHOTCS KakK pe3yibTaT HeKoero
«C60S1» B MONUTUKO-TPAXKAAHCKON CUCTEME WU Pa3INYHBIX MeXaHN3Max rpaxaaHCcKoro KOHTPoNs
Haj BOEHHbIMWN.38

TpaanUMOHHAsA N3panibCkas CoLMON0rus, Kak Npasuio, onvupaeTca Ha 3Ty Napagurmy Ans
onucaHunsa cneunduryeckon cntyaummn B ispanne. B 3ToM OHa cneayeT 3a aMepuKaHCKMM
couvonorom Moppucom AHoBuLeM (1919-1988), KOTOpbI paccMaTpUBaeT «rpaxaaHn3aLmno
apMunn» 1 ycTpaHeHve CTPOroro pasaeneHus Mexay AByMs TeppUTOPUAMU Kak rapaHTuIo OT
MonbITOK rocyAapcTeBeHHOro nepesopota.39 Mspannbckue coymnonoru JaH Nopoeunu (1928-1991) n
Motue Jlnccak (1928-) yTBepxaatoT, UTo M3pannb 6onbLue NoXoX Ha gpeBHMe AQUHBI, YeM Ha
CnapTy, MOCKONLKY /11 HEro XxapakTepeH 6anaHc MeXay 4aCTUYHO MUANTaPU3MPOBaAHHbLIM
06LL,ecTBOM M rpaxjaHckor apmumeri. NockonbKy apMmnsa akTUBHO y4YacTByeT B BOMpocax,
M3Ha4anbHO He NMEIOLLMX BOEHHOrO XapakTepa, Takunx Kak npoueccsl GOpMMpOoBaHNA HaLmun
MOZEPHM3aLMN, MeXAY U3PanAbCKOl apMuert N rpaxaaHCKMMUN CTPYKTYpaMu MPom3oLLIa «CMeHa
poneri».40 M3-3a LUIMPOKO pacnpocTpaHeHHOV NapaanrMbl AUXOTOMUM BOEHHOIO W MONINTUYECKOrO,
a Takxe 13-3a MpenMyLLeCTBEHHO anoIMTUYHOrO NOHMMaHVSA apMUK, BOHHbIV MepeBopoT
CYNTAETCA MasoBEPOSATHLIM B U3PaNNbLCKOV MONUTONOMNN U NCTOPUYECKNX NCCNeA0BaHMSX.
HanpoTtus, cunTaeTcs, 4To n3panibckas apMusa nsberaet NOANTUYECKUX U FPaXAaHCKMX 3aga4.41

BTopoe HanpaBneHne nccnef0BaHNi oNMcbIBaeT B3aVIMOCBA3b BOEHHOW chepbl 1 MOAUTUKN,
CCbINAACh Ha MOAEe/b «HaLKM B BOOPYXXEHHOM COCTOSHUN»42. B oTAnume OT Napagurmel ANXOTOMUN
BOEHHOW 1 MOINTNYECKOM cdep, 3TOT NOAXOA NOAYEPKMBAET TECHYIO CBA3b 1 06LLMe YepTbl 06enx
obnacTeii. HaumoHanbHoe rocyAapcTBo Kak OpraHun3aLVoHHbI NPUHLMN U AOMUHMPYOLLas

6a3zoBasi CTPyKTypa, TpebytoLLasi BbICOKOU CTeNneHW NoIMTUYECKO BOB/IEYEHHOCTM. .

383aMoHAC, 1999.

394Ho8BuL, 1971; XaHTUHITOH 1968.
40/Tnccak 1983.

41bap3unaii 1996.

42BeH-2nn33ep 1994/1998.
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ticipation is the precondition for enabling the masses to war or mobilizing them
for other national goals. In this sense, the state armies are mass organizations.*?
The model of a “nation in arms” focuses on a centralistically ruled state, and is
committed to an understanding of national statehood that originates in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.

Along these lines, Israeli sociologist Uri Ben-Eliezer (1951-) identifies four
characteristics of the “nation in arms”: Firstly, the existence of a state army; sec-
ondly, a close cooperation between military and political elites based on a com-
monly shared ideology; thirdly, obscure boundaries between the two spheres;
and fourthly, the self-image of the national army as apolitical and non-partisan,
representing the values of the nation. Ben-Eliezer’s conclusion is that Israel is
indeed a nation in arms. Ben-Gurion popularized the maxim of Mamlachtijut
(“statehood”) which resulted in a professional mass army, legally anchored by
the Military Service Act that was enacted in 1949.**

But which of these models matches the Israeli understanding of politics and
military: the concept of a state with a “civilianized military” or that of a “nation
in arms”? What is the nature of the relationship between politics and military,
and what position does security policy take regarding the rule of law in the face
of a permanent state of war? What significance does the Middle East conflict have
for Israeli democracy? And what kind of security-political culture is ultimately
created in Zionist Israel?

Let us first turn to the so-called Lavon Affair. Originally a purely security-po-
litical and military matter, it eventually escalated into a full-blown domestic and
party political crisis. The Lavon Affair began in 1954 and the split of the ruling
Mapai party marked its endpoint in 1965, as brought about by its leader of many
years, the state founder David Ben-Gurion.

Similar to the Lavon Affair, the second conflict that will be examined, the Shin
Bet Affair, starts out as a security-political, military problem, but later turns into a
profound crisis of government and the rule of law. The main point of dispute was
the democratic principle of the division of powers. In how far should the execu-
tive — that is, the government and the state security apparatus — be amenable to
the law? The Shin Bet Affair dragged on for two years, from 1984 to 1986, during
which time Shimon Peres held the office of prime minister.

43 Vagts 1959.
44 Ben-Eliezer 1998A: 318-320.
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I'Ipep,BKyLueHme ABnaeTcsa HeOGXOAMMbIM ycnosueM ANnd Toro, 4TO6bI AaTb MaccaM BO3MOXHOCTb y4acTBOBaTb B
BOWHe 1N MO6UIN30BaTb VX AN1St AOCTVXKEHUS APYTX HALMOHaNbHBIX Lienel. B 3ToM cMmbicie rocyapcTBeHHble
apMnK SIBASIOTCS MAacCoBbLIMU OpraHu3auuamMmn.43 Mogenb «HaLUy B BOOPYXEHHOM OpYXnn» GOKyCUpyeTcs Ha
LIeHTPa/In30BaHHO ynpas/idaeMOM rocyjapcree v NpuAepXnBaeTca NOHNUMaHna HaLLMOHaﬂbHOVI rocyfapcTBeHHOCTH,
3apoavBLIerocs B KoHue XIX 1 Hauanie XX BEKOB.

B 3TOM KOHTeKCTe n3pannbCkunii coumonor Ypu ben-2nmnazep (1951-) BblaensieT yeTbipe
XapaKTepUCTMKUN «HaLMK, BOOPY>KEHHOW OpyX1neM»: BO-NepBbIX, CyLLLeCTBOBaHMeE rocyAapCcTBeHHOW apMunu;
BO-BTOpbIX, TECHOE COTPYAHMNYECTBO MEX/AY BOEHHOW 1 NOAUTUYECKOW 31MTaMuM, OCHOBaHHOE Ha 0bLLeit
NAE0N0rnK; B-TPETbUX, Pa3MbITble FPpaHuLbl MeXAY 3TUMU ABYMS cdepamu; 1 B-HeTBEPTLIX,
CaMOBOCMNPUATME HALMOHANBHOM apMMKN Kak anoanTUYHOM 1 6ecnapTUnHON, NPeACTaBNSIoLLEN LeHHOCTH
Hauun. beH-21133ep NPUXOANT K BbIBOZY, UTO M3paunb AeiCTBUTENLHO SBASETCA HaLel, BOOPYXXEHHOWA
opyxwuem. beH-yproH nonynspusmposan Makcnumy oMamlachtijut («rocyapCTBEHHOCTb»), YTO MPUBESO K
CO34aHN0 NPodeccnoHanbHON MaccoBOM apMunK, OPUANYECKIN 3aKPeneHHOWN 3a3ak0H O BOEHHOU c/1yxbe
KOTOpPbIA 6bI1 NPUHAT B 1949 roay.44

Ho kakasi n3 aTux Mogener cooTBeTCTBYeT N3PanibCKOMY MOHMMAHWIO NOANTUKA 1 apMUK:
KOHLIENLMSA rocyAapcTBa C «rpaxAaHCckn OPUEHTUPOBAHHOW apMmnein» NNn KOHLeNUMs «Haummn B
BOOPY>KEHHbIX BOViCKkax»? KakoBa Npupoja B3auMOCBSA3UN MexXAy NONUTUKON 1 apMUeld, U Kakyro
no3unLMIo 3aHMMaeT NOANTMKA 6€30MacHOCTI B OTHOLLEHMW BEPXOBEHCTBA MpaBa B YC/I0BUAX
nepmMaHeHTHOW BOWHbI? Kakoe 3HaueHne nMeet KOHPAUKT Ha BankHem BocToke ANt M3pannibCKom
AemokpaTtnmn? N kakast B KOHEYHOM uTore Ky/bTypa 6€30MacHOCT U MOANTUKN CO3AaETCA B
CcMoHUCTCKoM N3panne?

JaBaliTe cHa4yana 06paTUMCS K Tak Ha3biBaeMoMy Aeny SlaBoHa. MepBoHa4anbHO 3TO 6bl1 YNCTO
NOANTUYECKUNIA N BOEHHBIVi BONPOC, HO B KOHEYHOM UTOre OH Nepepoc B NOJIHOMACLUTAbHbIV
BHYTPVNOANTUYECKWI N NapTUAHLIV Kpu3suc. [leno JlasoHa Hayanock B 1954 rogy ¢ packona npassiien
naptuu. ManauTlapTus npekpaTiia cBoe cyliecTBoBaHue B 1965 rogy, yeMy cnocobctsoBan ee
MHOroneTHWUIA Nngep, ocHoBaTeNb rocyaapctsa lasung beH-NypuroH.

MNoao6Ho aeny SlaBoHa, BTOPO KOHGANKT, KOTOPLIV ByaeT paccMoTpeH, — Aeno LLnH
BeT — HaumHaeTcs kak MonMTUYeckas 1 BOEHHas NpobsiemMa, Ho Nno3xe nepepacraeT B
rny6oKnNiA KPU3NC roCySapCTBEHHOIO YNpaBaeHUs U BepXOBEHCTBa Npasa. MMaBHbIM
npeAMeToM criopa 6bi1 feMoKpaTUYeCKUi MPUHLMN passgeneHuns Bnacteld. B kakoii cteneHn
MCNOJIHNTENbHAA BIACTb — TO €CThb NPaBUTENbCTBO U rOCyAapCTBEHHbIN annapat
6e30MacHOCT — AO0/MKHA MOAYNHATLCA 3akoHy? [leno LWnH Bet anvnock aBa roga, ¢ 1984 no

1986 rog, B TedeHme KoToporo LLUrMoH Mepec 3aHrMan NocT npeMbep-M1UHUCTpa.

43Bartc 1959.
44beH-2nun33ep 1998A: 318-320.
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The Lavon Affair 1954-1964

The background to the Lavon Affair is the July 1954 military operation undertaken
in Egypt by Unit 131 of the Information Department of the IDF Aman. Its goal was
to undermine the relations between the USA, Great Britain and Egypt. The opera-
tion was carried out by the military without the authorization of Israel’s political
leadership. Only after the arrest of the involved Unit 131 members by Egyptian
police did Prime Minister and Foreign Minister Moshe Sharett (1894-1965), Min-
ister of Defense Pinchas Lavon (1904-1976) and the rest of the Israeli government
learn about the scale of the operation, which would soon be referred to in Israel
by the code name Esek Bish, meaning “bad business” in Hebrew.

In early 1953, the newly elected American government under Republican
President Dwight D. Eisenhower exerted pressure on Great Britain to pull out of
its military bases in the Suez Zone. Israel followed the British-Egyptian negotia-
tions with concern because the matter was also related to the handover of British
arms depots and military facilities to Egypt. It was speculated in some military
and political circles that an act of violence directed against the Brits in Egypt
would suspend the negotiations, or even thwart the pullout plans.*

And thus Unit 131 was activated. In May 1954, the head of Aman, Benjamin
Gibli (1919-2008), sent the commander of the unit to Paris where he met up with
contact man Avri Elad (1925-1993) and gave him instructions for the activation of
the sabotage unit in Egypt. The operation began on July 2, 1954, with small fire
bombs that were deposited in different mail boxes in Alexandria. Two days later,
rather harmless explosive charges were set off in American cultural centers in
Cairo and Alexandria. On July 23, the Egypt’s Revolution Day, Philip Natanson
(1933-2004), a member of the unit, set out to place explosive charges in various
cinemas in Cairo and Alexandria and in the Alexandria railroad yard; but one
charge exploded prematurely in his pocket, leading to his arrest.

In the very same night the Egyptian security police arrested the other
members of the unit, most of whom were Egyptians of Jewish faith. The court pro-
ceedings against them began on December 11, 1954 in Cairo. One member com-
mitted suicide in prison and two were sentenced to death and duly executed in
late January 1955. The other agents received prison sentences.*®

The “bad business” of 1954-1955 became a state affair the moment high-rank-
ing officers of the army, the Chief of General Staff among them, intentionally —
and for some time also successfully — covered up the incident. The secret inves-

45 Kafkafi 1998: 235-236; Eldar 1990.
46 Black and Morris 1994: 177, 180.
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Aeno JlaBoHa 1954-1964 rr.

Mpeanockiikn Aena JlTaBoHa BOCXOAAT K BOEHHOW onepauuu, nposeAeHHoNM B ntone 1954
roga B Erunte nogpasgeneHvem Ne 131 MIHdopmaLmoHHOro otaena ApMum 060pOHbI
M3panns B AMaHe. Ee Lenbto 66110 nogopBaTh oTHoWweHWA Mexay CLLUA, BennkobputaHueii
n Ermntom. Onepauuns NpoBOAMAAaCk BOEHHbIMY 6e3 paspeLleHns NoanTNYecKoro
pykoBoAcTBa M3panns. TonbKo nocie apecta ermneTckor Noanumer YaeHoB noapasaeneHuns
Ne 131 npeMbep-MUHUCTP U MUHUCTP MHOCTPaHHbIX gen Molue LilapeT (1894-1965), MUHUCTP
060poHbI MHxac J1laBoH (1904-1976) 1 ocTanbHOE N3panabCKkoe NPaBUTENbCTBO Y3HaAN O
MacLiTabax onepauumm, KoTopas Bckope nonayyuna B ispavne kogosoe Ha3BaHwne.3cek buLy,
4TO B NepeBoje C UBpPUTa O3HAYaeT «MNioxoe 4enox».

B Hauane 1953 roga HoBOV36paHHOE aMepUKaHCKoe NPaBUTeNbCTBO MO/ PYKOBOACTBOM
npesungeHTa-pecrnybavkaHua Jyarita [l. SiizeHxayapa okasano jaB/ieHune Ha BennkobputaHuio ¢
Lie/1bto BbIBOAA BOVICK 13 Cy3LIKOM 30HbI. MI3pannb ¢ 06eCnoKOeHHOCTLIO Clejna 3a 6puTaHcKo-
ervneTckumm neperosopamu, MOCKObKY 3TOT BOMPOC Takxe 6bin cBA3aH ¢ nepejadeit Ermnty
6PUTAHCKNX CKNAA0B OPYXMSA N BOEHHbIX 06 bEKTOB. B HEKOTOPbIX BOEHHbIX 1 MONUTUYECKUNX KpYrax
BbICKa3blBaNChb NPEAMNON0XEHWNS, YTO akT HaCUWS, HanpaBieHHbI NPOTWB 6puTaHLues B ErmnTe,
MOXeT MPUOCTaHOBUTL MEPEeroBOPbl AW Aaxe COPBaTh MaHbl BbIBOAA BOMCK.45

Takum o06pasom, 6bIn0 akTMBUPOBaHO nogpasgeneHue 131. B mae 1954 roga rnaBa AMaHa,
BeHgxaMuH Mmbnm (1919-2008) oTnpaBua KoMaHAMpPa nogpasaeneHus B Mapux, rae ToT BCTPETUNCA C
cBsI3HbIM ABpY Dnagom (1925-1993) n gan eMy MHCTPYKLMW NO akTUBaLN AVNBEPCUOHHOIO NojpasaeneHns
B ErvnTe. Onepaums Havanacb 2 ntons 1954 roga ¢ He6ObLLNX 3aXMraTelbHbIX 60M6, KOTopble 6blIN
noAGpPOLLEHbI B pa3Hble NOYTOBbIE ALLMKN B AnekcaHApuK. [lBa AHA CNYCTA OTHOCUTENbHO 6e306ujHble
B3pbIBHbIE yCTpOﬁCTBa 6blnn npveeseHbl B AeVICTBMe B aMepUKaHCKNX Ky/IbTYPHbIX LLleHTpax B Kavlpe n
AnekcaHapun. 23 nions, B [leHb ervneTtckor pesontoumy, dunnn HataHcoH (1933-2004), uneH
nojpaszaeneHuis, oTNPaBUCA 3a710KNTb B3PbIBHbIE YCTPOWCTBA B Pa3/INyHbIX KMHOTeaTpax Kavipa v
AnekcaHApWK, a Takxe Ha Xene3HOA0POXHO CTaHUMW AnekcaHApum; HO OAHO 13 3apsA0B
npex/jeBpemMeHHO B30pPBaoCk Y Hero B kapMaHe, YTo NPUBE/O K ero apecTy.

B Ty e Houb ervneTckas NoaMLms 6e30nacHOCTU apecToBana OCTaNbHbIX Y1eHOB
noapaszaeneHuns, 601bLUMHCTBO U3 KOTOPbIX 6bIIV erMNTSHaMW NYAeNCKoro BeponcrnoseaaHuns.
CysebHoe pa3bunpaTtenbCTBO NPOTUB HNX Havanock 11 gekabpsa 1954 roaa B Kanpe. OauH 13
YNIeHOB MOKOHYM1 XXN3Hb CAaMOYbUIACTBOM B TIOPbMe, ABOE 6blIN NPUrOBOPEHbI K CMePTHOW Ka3H
1 Ka3HeHbl B KOHLe siHBapsa 1955 roga. OctasibHble areHTbl MNoyYnan TIopeMHble CPOKN.46

«HebnarosngHoe aeno» 1954-1955 roaos CTano rocysapcTBeHHbIM Ae/IOM B TOT MOMEHT,
KOr/ja BbICOKOMOCTaB/eHHbIe oduLEepbl apMuMK, B TOM YMCIe HavanbHUK MeHepanbHoro wraba,

HaMepeHHO - N HEKOTOPOe BPeMst YCMeLLHO - CKPbIBaAW MHLMAEHT. TaliHoe pacciesoBaHuUe...

45Kadkadun 1998: 235-236; dnbgap 1990.
466513k n Moppwuc 1994: 177, 180.
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tigative commission that was appointed in early 1955 by Sharett in consultation
with Lavon was not a juridical or parliamentary committee because Israel did not
officially admit to the operation in Egypt. A “two-man commission” made up of
the President of the Supreme Court Yitzhak Olshen (1895-1983) and the ex-Chief
of General Staff Yaacov Dori (1899-1973) was appointed to investigate the ques-
tion as to who was responsible for the operation.

Initially it looked like the military would be able to dodge accountability
because the evidence led the “two-man commission” to the conclusion that it
was impossible to determine who was accountable for the order. What is more,
Minister of Defense Lavon resigned as a consequence of this finding, even though
his responsibility for the “bad business” could not be established and his involve-
ment in the matter seemed unlikely given the conditions in the security establish-
ment.

It says a lot that the events surrounding this failed military operation in
Egypt of mid-1954 and its aftermath lasting well into 1965 were generally referred
to as “The Affair”; such was the significance of the Lavon Affair’s long-term and
far-reaching consequences. Since all this took place during Israel’s formative
years, the affair had a considerable impact on the political culture of the new
state. It is a powerful example of the relationship between politics and military in
a state in which the army was progressively gaining in significance.

This complex and multi-faceted story has all the ingredients of a full-fledged
state affair, including the deception of a prime minister and minister of defense
by the military as it executed a military plot in a neighboring state without any
political authorization, intrigues in the highest echelons of the security organs,
forgery of documents, cover-up of mistakes and false testimonies given to the
investigation committee, as well as conspiracy against a minister and betrayal of
one’s own people.

In its second phase, the affair developed into a party-political matter. As
details about the first phase became known to the affected individuals, the
struggle to expose the entanglements of 1954 lead to an intense personal dispute
within the Mapai party between David Ben-Gurion and Pinchas Lavon, who
was dismissed as Minister of Defense in 1955 as a result of the occurrences of
1954. This dispute was a continuation of the political power struggle which had
already been seething between the two camps of the ruling Mapai; namely the
“0Old Guard” and the “Ben-Gurion Boys,” which included Ben-Gurion’s protégés
Shimon Peres and Moshe Dayan (1915-1981). From the time of the failed military
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CnejcTBeHHas KOMUCCKSA, Ha3HaveHHas B Havane 1955 roga LLlapeTTom no cornacoBaHuto ¢
JTaBOHOM, He ABASiNacb HY OPUANYECKUM, HU NapiaMeHTCKUM KOMUTETOM, MOCKonbKy M3pannb
opunLManbHO He Npr3HaBan onepauuto B ErmnTte. Ana paccnesoBaHms Bonpoca O TOM, KTO HecéT
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a onepaLuto, bbisa HasHauYeHa «<KOMUCCUA U3 ABYX YesIoBeK», COCTOSLLLAs 13
npegcesatens BepxosHoro cysa Muxaka OnblueHa (1895-1983) v 6bIBLLErO HaYaNbHMKa
leHepanbHoro wraba fakosa [lopu (1899-1973).

MepBOHa4anbHO Ka3anochk, YTO BOEHHbIM YAACTCA N36exXaTb OTBETCTBEHHOCTH,
MOCKOIbKY /J0Ka3aTeNbCTBa NPUBENN «KOMUCCHIO U3 ABYX YEN0BEK» K BbIBOAY O
HEBO3MOXHOCTW YCTaHOBUTbL, KTO HeCeT OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a 3TOT npukas. bonee Toro,
MUHWNCTP 060pOHbI JIaBOH NoAan B OTCTaBKY B pe3y/ibTaTe 3TOro BbIBOAA, XOTH ero
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a «HemnpaBOMepHble AeNCTBUA» He YAaN0Ck YCTaHOBUTb, a ero
NPUYaCTHOCTb K Ae/ly Ka3asacb MasoBepPOATHONM, y4MTbIBas 06CTaHOBKY B CU/I0BbIX
CTPYKTypax.

MprMeyaTenbHO, YTO COBLITUSA, CBAA3aHHbIE C MPOBaNMNBLLENCA BOEHHOV onepauueli B
ErvnTe B cepegunHe 1954 roga v eé nocneACTBUAMM, NPOAOMKABLLUMMNCA A0 1965 roja,
06bI4HO Ha3blBannCh «/lesoM SlaBoHax»; TakoBO 6bIN0 3HaUeHMe JONTOCPOUHBIX U aneko
MAYLLNX NOCNeACTBUI 3TOro Aena. MocKonbKy BCE 3TO MPOUCXOAMIIO B FOAbl CTAHOB/EHMSA
M3pawnns, Aeno okasano 3HaunTesIbHoe BISAHME Ha MNONUTUYECKYHO KYbTYpPYy HOBOTO
rocyfapcraa. 3T0 ApKUIA NpyMep B3anMOCBS3M NOAUTUKM U apMUK B rOCYAapPCTBe, rae apMust
nocreneHHo NprobpeTana BCé 6onbLUee 3HaYeHue.

STa CNOXHas 1 MHOrorpaHHas UCTOpPUs COAEPXKUT BCe COCTaBAAIOLLME NOJTHOLLEHHOMO
rocyAapcTBEHHOrO Aena, BK/toYast 06MaH NpeMbep-MUHICTPA U MUHNCTPa 060POHBbI
BOEHHbIMW, KOTOPble OCYLLECTB/AIN BOEHHbIV 3aroBop B COCeAHEM rocyapcTee 6e3 Kakoro-
60 MOANTNYECKOTO paspeLLeHnsi, MHTPUIA B BbICLLUMX SLLEe/I0OHaX OpraHoB 6e3omacHoCcTy,
NoAAEeNKY JOKYMEHTOB, COKPbITME OLUMOOK 1 IOXHbIe MOKa3aHWs, AaHHble CleACTBeHHOM

KOMUCCKN, a TaKXXe 3aroBop npoTne MNHUCTPa N NpeaaTenbCcTBo COBCTBEHHOrO HapoJa.

Ha BTOpoMm 3Tane geno nepepocno B NapTUIAHO-NOANTUYECKNIA KOHPAMKT. Mo Mepe Toro
Kak NoApo6HOCTM NepBOro 3Tana CTaHOBUANCL U3BECTHbI MOCTPaAaBLUMM N1LAM, 60pbba 3a
packpbITe 06CTOATENLCTB CObLITUI 1954 rosa NprBena K 0XXeCcTo4eHHOMY INYHOMY Cropy
BHYTpU opraHusaunn. ManankKoHeankT mexay flasngom beH-N'yproHom 1 MnHxacom
JlaBOHOM, KOTOPBIV 6bI1 YBOAEH C MOCTa MUHUCTPa 060pOoHbI B 1955 rogy B pesynbTtaTte
cobbITui 1954 roaa, ctan NPoAoIKeHEM NOANTUYECKO 60pbObI 33 BNaCTb, KOTOPast yxe
Ha3speBana MexXay ABYMS arepsamu npassiueil Bnactu.Manava imeHHo «CTapas reapans» 1
«Manb4nku beH-F'yproHa», B UMCN0 KOTOPbIX BXOAUAN NpoTexe beH-T'yproHa LLnmoH lMepec

1 Mouue flasH (1915-1981). Co BpemeH NpoBanunBLLelics BOEHHOV onepauuu.
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operation in July 1954 right up to the split of the Mapai party in 1965, the affair
repeatedly boiled up and became the subject of numerous publications.*”

The Security Establishment of the First Years

When David Ben-Gurion resigned as Prime Minister and Minister of Defense in
late 1953, he appointed Pinchas Lavon as Minister of Defense and Moshe Dayan
as Chief of General Staff. New Prime Minister Moshe Sharett met this with some
reservation. Meanwhile, Shimon Peres was given the post of Director-General in
the Ministry of Defense. With these three changes of staff in the field of defense,
Sharett’s attempt to push through a moderate course with respect to security
policy was considerably complicated.

As secret exploratory talks were held with Egypt in the course of the year
1954, not only Dayan and Peres but also Minister of Defense Lavon took a critical
attitude towards the new prime minister because of the latter’s allegedly “weak
stance.” They had doubts when it came to Sharett’s political authority since he was
maneuvering between different positions regarding retaliation policy. Despite a
supposedly shared ideology, a power struggle concerning security-political ques-
tions soon ensued among the three new heads in the Ministry of Defense.

Tensions developed in the course of time between Peres and Dayan about the
respective areas of competence of ministry and army, but they soon identified a
common enemy. The times when Peres and Dayan could enjoy generous freedom
of action in ministry and army under the aegis of Ben-Gurion — not least thanks
to the latter’s double responsibility as Prime Minister and Minister of Defense —
were a thing of the past. As Lavon intensively immersed himself in ministerial
issues, his two subordinates found it difficult to get used to his methods which
were meant to exhibit accountability and transparency towards the political elite.
They also found it hard to accept his authority.

For Peres, it meant a restriction of the freedom of action he had enjoyed as
Vice Director-General (1952-1953) under Ben-Gurion. Differences of opinion in
ministry matters, such as the purchase of weapons or the structure of the army,
were growing between Lavon and Peres. And so Peres, together with Dayan, often
chose to consult with the former Minister of Defense Ben-Gurion about ministe-
rial issues. According to Lavon’s biographer Eyal Kafkafi (1941-2002), Ben-Gu-
rion de facto continued to rule during his “hiatus” in the south Israeli kibbutz

47 Hasin and Horowitz 1961; Arieli 1965; Harel 1979/1982; Eshed 1963/1979; Teveth 1994/1996;
Kafkafi 1998; Shahar 1989; Kafkafi 1998; Uri Avneri 1975; Elgazi 1997; Arye Avneri 2004.
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onepauusa B ntone 1954 roga BnioTb 40 packonaMariamHa sedepuHke B 1965 rogy Aeno

HEeOAHOKpPAaTHO pasropanocb N CTaHOBMIOCL NpeAiMeTOM MHOIFoUYNCNEeHHbIX ny6nv||<au,|/||71.47

Cny>x6a 6e3onacHOCT/ nepBbIX N1eT

Korpa [laBna beH-Typ1OH yLlen B 0TCTaBKy C MOCTOB MPeMbep-MUHUCTPa U MUHUCTPa 060POHbLI B
KoHUe 1953 roga, oH Ha3Hauun MuHxaca JlaBoHa MUHUCTPOM 060pOHbI, @ Molue [lasHa —
HayvanbHUKOM eHepanbHOro WTaba. HoBbIN NpeMbep-MUHUCTP Molue LLlapeTT oTHeccs K 3ToMy C
HeKoTopbIMY oroBopkamu. Tem BpemeHem LLInMoH Mepec noayunn A0NXKHOCTL reHepasbHOro
AnpekTopa MuHUCTepcTBa 060POHbI. TakMm 06pa3oM, NPOU3OLLAN TPU KaApPOBble NepecTaHOBKY B
cdepe 060poHbl., MonbiTka LLlapeTTa NPOABUHYTE YMEPEHHbI KypC B OTHOLLEHWUW NOANTUKN
6e30MacHOCTM OKa3anacb 3HAUNTENIbHO OCIOXHEHHOA.

B xofe cekpeTHbIX NpeABapuTe/ibHbIX NeperoBopos ¢ Ermntom B 1954 rogy He
ToNbKO [lasiH n Mepec, HO U MUHUCTP 060POHbI JTABOH KPUTUYECKN OTHECTNCH K
HOBOMY NpeMbep-MUHUCTPY 13-3a ero SKobbl «cnabo nos3mymnmy». OHM COMHEBaNNCh B
nonuTnyeckom astopuTeTe LLlapeTTa, MOCKOALKY OH KOebancs Mexay pasinyHbiMu
NO3MLUMAMUN B OTHOLLEHWW MOAUTUKM OTBETHbIX Mep. HecMoTps Ha IKo6bI 06LLYHO
NAEOJIOTMI0, BCKOPE MeXay TPeMsi HOBbIMW rnaBaMyv MMHNCTEPCTBa 060POHbI
pa3ropenacb 60pbba 3a BfacTb No Bonpocam 6e30nacHOCTA 1 NOJUTUKMN.

Co BpemeHeM Mexay Mepecom 1 [lastHOM BO3HMKNA Hanpsi>K€HHOCTb MO MOBOAY
COOTBETCTBYHOLLMX Chep KOMMNETEHLMN MUHMNCTEPCTBA U apMUK, HO BCKOPE OHY BbISBUAN
obLuero Bpara. BpemeHa, korga Mepec v [lasstH MOrn Nonb30BaThbCs LLUMPOKOL cBO60OA0M
LeNCTBUIA B MUHUCTEPCTBE U apMUN MOA 3rnaon beH-IT'ypmoHa - He B NocnefHIo0 ovepeb
6narogaps 4BOVHOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTW NOC/IeAHEr0 Kak MpeMbep-MUHUCTPA 1 MUHUCTPA
060pOHbBI - 0CTanNCb B NpoLiom. Mockonbky JTaBOH MHTEHCMBHO 3aHNManCcs
MUHUCTEPCKMMIW BOMPOCaMU, ero AByM MOAYMHEHHBIM 6b110 TPYAHO NPUBLIKHYTE K €ro
MeToAaM, KOTopble JO/IKHbI ObIIN JEMOHCTPUPOBAaTL NOAOTHETHOCTb U NMPO3PaYHOCTb Nepes
NOANTUYECKOW INNTON. IM Takxe 6bIN10 TPYAHO MPUHSTE ero aBTopuTeT.

[ins Mepeca 370 03Ha4vano orpaHMYeHve CBO6OAbI AeliCTBUIA, KOTOPOW OH NOJIb30Bancs
B KayecTBe BULe-reHepanbHoOro gnpektopa (1952-1953) npu beH-T'yproHe. PasHornacus no
BOMPOCaM MUHWCTEPCTBA, TakMM Kak 3aKyrka Opy>Xus UK CTPYKTypa apMum, Mexay
JlaBoHOM ¥ Mepecom HapacTtanun. NosTomy Nepec BMecTe ¢ [lasHOM YacTo npegnoyunTtan
KOHCY/IbTMPOBATBCS C 6bIBLLUVMM MUHUCTPOM 060pOHbI BeH-T'yproHOM no Bonpocam
MuUHKcTepcTBa. Mo cnosam 6rorpada SlasoHa Ians Kapkadu (1941-2002), ber-TypuroHge-

pakTonpozoNxKan NpaBuThL BO BPeMs CBOErO «MepepbiBax» B KMBYyLe Ha tore M3pauns.

47XacvH v Toposuu, 1961; Apuann 1965; Xapens 1979/1982; Swep 1963/1979; TeseT 1994/1996 roa;
Kadpkadn 1998; LLlaxap 1989; Kadkadpn 1998; Ypu AsHepu, 1975 r.; dnbrasun 1997; Apbe AsHepu 2004.
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of Sde-Boker by proxy through his two protégés, whereby he effectively circum-
vented Sharett. This constellation is habitually referred to as the “Sde-Boker gov-
ernment”“®, and the question arises as to how far this government was involved
in the conception of the sabotage operations in Egypt.

Dayan’s actions in the wake of the undercover maneuvering, including the
cover-up strategy before the “two-man commission,” were aimed at denying any
responsibility whatsoever for his failure as Chief of General Staff. Dayan left it up
to the head of Aman, Benjamin Gibli, as to whether he would assume responsi-
bility for the military operation himself or “transfer” it to the minister of defense.
Secretly, Dayan pursued the second option, without seriously examining the
state of affairs. Therefore he bound himself, as it were, to aligning with Gibli’s
side, even as signs were subsequently adding up that Gibli’s version rested on
shaky ground.*’

Soon Peres ranged himself with Dayan. For him, the mentioned conflicts con-
cerning the area of competence in the Ministry of Defense were in themselves an
obvious and sufficient motif to testify against Lavon before the “two-man com-
mission.” But there were also fundamental differences of opinion about the role
of military in a democratic society coupled to this personal power struggle. The
Director-General of the Ministry of Defense was skeptical of Lavon’s suggestions
for the reorganization of the ministry.

These comprised the following items: Clear delimitations of the supervision
areas of minister, chief of staff and director-general, so that the range of compe-
tence of the three positions would be unambiguously defined; the formation of
a defense council comprised of representatives from the civilian as well as the
military sphere; the introduction of the office of vice minister of defense (under
Ben-Gurion this office did not exist, which provided the precondition for Peres’
position of power); subordination of the army spokesperson under the minister
of defense rather than the chief of general staff; and the regulation of all matters
concerning military purchasing being under one roof.>°

All these measures were aimed at politically controlling the military. In fact,
Peres should have found little fault with this concept as a high-ranking civil
servant in the Ministry of Defense. But then, these plans would have meant the
curtailment of his political elbow room, since now he would not only have to
accept an independent minister but also a vice minister as his superior. What is
more, Lavon’s intention to submit the military to political authority represented a

48 Kafkafi 1998: 197-199.
49 Arieli 1965: 46, 55.
50 Ibid. 113; Kafkafi 1998: 280-281.
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Cpe-bokep pelicTBOBan Yepes CBOMX ABYX NMpoTexe, GakTnyeckn obxoas
LLlapeTTa. 3Ta CTpPyKTypa 06bI4YHO Ha3blBaeTcs «npasuTenscTeom Cae-
50Kepa»48, 1 BO3HMKaeT BOMNPOC, HACKO/IbKO 3TO NpPaBUTENBCTBO 6bi1n10
BOB/IeYEHO B pa3paboTKy AMBEPCUOHHbIX onepaunii B ErmnTte.

[Jewncteusa [lasHa nocne TariHbIX onepauuii, BKIOYas CTpaTernto CoOKpbITUS MHopmaLmm
nepej «KOMUMCCren n3 ABYyX YenoBek», 611N HanpaB/€Hbl Ha TO, UTO6bI MONHOCTLIO
oTpuLUaTb CBOK OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a MPOBas Ha NOCTY HaYallbHWKa FeHepaanoro wraba.
ﬂ,aﬂH npeaocTaBuUI rnase AmaHa, EEHA)KaMI/IHy rl/l6l1l/l, npaBo peLlaTb, BO3bMET /I OH Ha
cebsi OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a BOEHHYIO onepaunto caM Unn «nepesact» ee MUMHUCTpPY 060pOHbI.
BraiiHe [lasiH BbI6pan BTOPOI BapnaHT, He BCepbes U3y4nB cUTyauuio. Takum 06pasom, OH,
TaK CKa3aTb, CBSA3aN cebs C CTOPOHOV MMbaun, Jaxe HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO BNOCNEACTBUN CTann

NoABNAATLCA NPU3HAKKU TOTO, YTO Bepcua M6 3MXKAETCA Ha LWATKMX OCHOBaHUAX.49

Bckope Mepec conunsmncs ¢ lasHoM. ns Hero ynoMsiHyTble KOHQIMKTbI, KacatoLpmecst
C¢epb| KoMnetTeHUnn MI/IHI/ICTepCTBa O60pOHbI, camu no cebe 661U o4yeBNAHLIM U
AOCTAaTOYHbIM MOBOAOM ANA AaYn rnokasaHui npoTue JlaBoHa nepej «KOoMMCcCrel n3 ABYX
yesoBek». Ho MOMMMO 3TOM NNYHON 60pL6bLI 3a BNACTb, CYLLLECTBOBANWN TakXe U
nprHUMNanbHble pa3sHornacna No NoOBoOAY PO/ BOEHHbIX B AeéMOKPaTUn4eCckom 06LI.|,€CTBe.
FEHepaﬂbeIVI ANPEKTOP MI/IHI/ICTepCTBa 060p0Hb| CKenTn4yeck OTHeCCqa K npegnoxeHnam
JlaBoHa no peopraHmnsaynm MNHNCTEPCTBA.

3TN Mepbl BKIOYANW cnejyroLLme MyHKTbl: YeTKoe pasrpaHnyeHve cpep Hagsopa
MUHUCTPA, HayanbHMKa WTaba 1 reHepanbHOro AMpekTopa, YTobbl 04HO3HAUHO
onpeaennTb Kpyr NOJIHOMOUNIA STUX TPeX JOMKHOCTeR; popMmMpoBaHMe coBeTa
060pOHbI B COCTaBe NpeACTaBUTENeN KaK rPaXAaHCKOM, Tak 1 BOEHHON cdep;
BBe/ieHVe JO/KHOCTM 3aMeCcTUTeNst MUHUCTPa 060poHbI (Mpy beH-TyproHe 3Toi
[AOJIKHOCTY He CyLLLeCTBOBaso, YTO MOCY>XXUIO NPeANOoCkINKOW A4na npuxoaa Mepeca k
BNaCTW); MOAYMHEHME Npecc-cekpeTaps apMUN MUHUCTPY 060POHbI, & He Ha4aNbHUKY
reHepasibHOro wTaba; 1 peryiMpoBaHune BCex BOMPOCOB, KaCatoLLMXCA BOEHHbIX
3aKyrnok, B paMKax efjJMHO CTpyKTypbl.50

Bce 3T Mepbl 6bINM HanpaBieHbl Ha MOANTUYECKNT KOHTPOb Haj BOeHHbIMU. Mo cyTu,
Mepec, 6yAy4n BbICOKOMOCTaBNEHHbIM FOCYAAPCTBEHHbLIM CyXalmm B MUHUCTepCTBEe 060POHBI,
Bpa4 v mor 6bl HAAT B 3TOM YTO-TO npeaocyjntenbHoe. Ho Torga 3t¥ nnaHbl 03Ha4anu 6bl
OorpaHu4yeHue ero NoJINTUYECKOro BAINAHNA, NOCKO/IbKY Tenepb eMy NprLLINOChH 6bl npr3HaBaTb B
KayecTBe CBOero Ha4a/ibHMKa He TO/1IbKO He3aBUCMMOro MUHNCTPa, HO 1 BULe-MUHNCTPAa. bonee

TOro, HamepeHue JlaBOHa NOAUYMNHUTL BOEHHbIX noANTNYECKOl BnacTn npeacTtasnano coboii

48Kadkadpu 1998: 197-199.
49Apn3nn 1965: 46, 55.
50Tam xe. 113; Kadpkapu 1998: 280-281.
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rival concept to Peres’ idea of the Ministry of Defense being a “closed structure of
a separated security empire.”*?

Peres’ notion was perfectly aligned to Ben-Gurion’s understanding of the
tasks and work methods of the minister of defense, in which the political level
determines general guidelines but leaves the actual implementation up to the
military or the “security experts.” As a consequence, the security establishment
developed into a closed-off kingdom that enjoyed such a high degree of authority
and autonomy that the political institutions — Knesset, government and judicial
power — had little way of supervising it; a situation that was already noted in 1961
by Israeli journalists Eliyahu Hasin (1927-2008) and Dan Horowitz.>?

The further course of the affair suggests that Peres’ rivalry with Lavon was
of a personal, power-political nature. His idea to help bring Ben-Gurion back
into power in 1955 in order to improve his own political career prospects became
increasingly obvious. As the Israeli historian Yehoshua Arieli (1916-2002) sug-
gests, it was already at this point that Peres and Dayan saw their future in politics
coupled to Ben-Gurion’s political power. Lavon’s disempowerment along with
an unstable government under Sharett would propel them closer towards their
goal.”

As the affair continued to unfold through late 1960 and early 1961, Ben-Gurion
and his Boys in the Mapai party kept antagonizing Lavon until they succeeded
once more in bringing about his dismissal from his post as secretary general in
the trade union confederation Histadrut. Hasin and Horowitz see the reason for
this campaign in the fact that Lavon was still fighting for his rehabilitation in the
Lavon Affair, the clarification of which might have endangered the Boys’ not yet
secured political power position within the Mapai.**

As it were, the Lavon Affair was reignited in 1960 because of a series of events
gradually bringing the truth to light. Bit by bit, Lavon learned about the 1955
conspiracy against him, but had little solid proof. In 1957, however, he got more
evidence following the arrest of the Aman officer Avri Elad. The secret lawsuit
against Elad, who turned out to be a double agent, is surrounded by rumors
regarding his contribution to false testimonies made by officers before the “two-
man commission,” also concerning Lavon’s role in the affair. Lavon turned to the
head of government and party leader demanding elucidation, and henceforth his
rehabilitation. Ben-Gurion commissioned his military secretary Chaim Ben-David

51 Arieli 1965: 114; Hasin and Horowitz 1961: 214-215.
52 Hasin and Horowitz 1961: 214-215.

53 Arieli 1965: 24.

54 Hasin and Horowitz 1961: 219.
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KoHKypupytoLLas KoHLenLus ¢ naeeit NMepeca o ToMm, 4TO MUHNCTEPCTBO 060POHLI NpeACTaBseT Co60I «3aKpbITyo CTPYKTYPY
060co6neHHO MMNepun 6esonacHoCT».51

MpeacTasneHve Mepeca NOAHOCTLIO COBMAZaNo ¢ NoHMMaHnem beH-FyproHa 3agay n
MeTOAO0B PaboTbl MVHUCTPA O6OPOHBI, B KOTOPOM NOANTMYECKUIA YPOBEHb onpejenseT
obLme HanpaseHWs, HO ocTaBNseT GakTUYeCKyo peann3aLnto BOEHHbIM AN «3KcrnepTam
no 6esonacHocTW». B pesynbTaTte cuctema 6e30MacHOCTM NpeBpaTUaach B 3aMKHYTOe
KOpO/1eBCTBO, NMOJIb30BaBLLEeCs Takol BbICOKOW CTeNeHbI BNACTV 1 aBTOHOMUN, YTO
NOANTUYECKNE NHCTUTYThI...KHecceTTIpaBUTeNbCTBO U CyAebHas BNacTb NpakTUYeckn He
1IMeNi BO3MOXHOCTU KOHTPOANPOBATb 3TO; CUTyaLms, OTMeYeHHas eLle B 1961 rogy
N3PannbCKUMN XypHanuctamm Inmnsaxy XacuHom (1927-2008) n laHom Foposuiem.52

[lanbHelwee pa3BuTMe COOLITUIA MO3BONSET NPEANONOXKNTL, YTO CONEPHNYECTBO
Mepeca ¢ JTaBOHOM HOCWO INYHbIW, BAACTHO-NONVUTUYECKII XapakTep. Ero nges nomous
BeH-I'yproHy BepHyTbCs K BacTu B 1955 rogy, UTobbl yyyLINTb CBOM COBCTBEHHbIE
noAnTUYeckne nepcnekTnBbl, CTAaHOBMUIACk BCe bonee oyeBMAHON. Kak oTMeyaeT
M3pannbCkmii nctopuk Mexotuya Apmanu (1916-2002), yxe Ha 3ToMm 3Tane Mepec v [asH
BUAENN cBOe byayliiee B MONNTMKE B CBA3W C MONNTUYECKON BNacTbio BeH-yproHa.
Jnwenve JlaBoHa BAacTW, Hapsagy ¢ HeCTabnbHbIM NPaBUTENLCTBOM MO/ PYKOBOACTBOM
LlapeTTa, npnban3nno bl nx K uenn.53

Mo mepe pa3BuTUA COBLITUIA B KOHLe 1960 1 Hauyane 1961 roga beH-M'yproH n ero
copaTHuUku BManaulapTus npojoskana NposoLMpoBaTk SlaBoHa, Noka eli B ouepeaHoli pas
He yAanock J06UTbCS ero yBoJIbHEHUWS C MOCTa reHepasnbHOro cekpeTaps KoHpeAepaLumnn
nNpo¢Coto30B./UCTa4pyTXacuH 1 TOPOBUL, BUAAT MPUYMHY 3TOM KammnaHUW B TOM, 4To JlaBoH
BCe eLLle 60pO/ICs 3a CBOKO peabunnTaumio B pamkax gena JlaBoHa, BbisCHeHNe
06CTOATENILCTB KOTOPOro MOM/10 MOCTaBUTL NOJ Yrpo3y ellle He yKpenuvBLueecs
noanTnyeckoe BansHne «ManbunkoB» BHYTPW opraHusaunn.Manaun.54

[leno NlaBoHa, no cyTn, B0O306HOBWMIOCH B 1960 rogy ns-3a yepesbl COObITUIA,
nocTeneHHO packpbiBalLLMX Npasay. MocTeneHHo JlaBoH y3HaBan o 3arosope 1955 roga
NPOTWB Hero, HO y Hero 6bIJ10 Masio BeCKMNX AokasaTenbcTs. OgHako B 1957 rogy oH noayyunn
60/blLe 0ka3aTeNbCTB Nocae apecta opuLiepa AMaHa ABpu dnaga. CekpeTHbIl cyaebHbIl
npouecc NpoTnB dnaja, KOTOPbIA OKa3ancs ABOMHLIM areHTOM, OKPYXXeH C/lyXaMu O ero
NPUYACTHOCTY K IOXHbBIM MOKa3aHMAM 0dULLepPOB Nepes «KeHCKON KOMUCCUen»,
KacaroLLMMCs Takxxe ponn JlaBoHa B 3TOM gene. JlaBoH 06paTuACs K rnase NpaBUTeNbCTBa U
NAepy NapTum € TpeboBaHVEeM pa3bACHEHWI 1 NocaegytoLLien peabunutaummn. beH-NyproH

Ha3Ha4yna CBOUM BOEHHbIM cekpeTapeM Xavma beH-flaBnga

51Apuann 1965: 114; XacunH n Foposuny, 1961: 214-215.
52XacuH n Foposuy, 1961: 214-215. 53Apnann 1965: 24.

54XacuH v lNoposuy, 1961: 219.
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(1919-1967) to investigate the matter based on the existing evidence, including
the body of evidence Lavon had compiled over the years.

By mid-June 1960, Ben-David concluded his investigation with the suspicion
that documents had been forged or made to disappear.”® In late August 1960,
Ben-Gurion appointed another investigative commission, this time headed by
Justice of the Supreme Court Chaim Cohn (1911-2002). The findings corroborated
the results of the previous investigation. Moreover, they confirmed the suspi-
cions regarding the destruction of documents, false testimonies and coercion
of witnesses before the “two-man commission.” Based on these results, Lavon
demanded his political rehabilitation from Ben-Gurion but was refused. The situ-
ation spun out of control and the details became known to the public.>

From this point on the affair increasingly turned into a duel between Lavon
and Ben-Gurion, or the “Old Guard” and the “Boys,” both of who were members
of the Mapai party. Much to Ben-Gurion’s dismay, Lavon appealed to the Knesset’s
Security and Foreign Affairs Committee. But his statement before this commit-
tee on October 17, 1960 turned out to be his own downfall. Lavon reported on
the intolerable state of affairs in the security establishment of 1954, which up
until that point had only been known within a small circle. For example, he drew
attention to a budget meeting of the Ministry of Defense that had been held by
Ben-Gurion during Lavon’s term of office and in his absence, by which the par-
liament’s power of the purse was bypassed.”” Ben-Gurion reacted with outrage
and condemned Lavon’s statement as “an intrusion into his empire,” and a direct
attack on the military: “The officers [...] must not be convicted before their guilt
has been proven. This falls under the authority of the court of law alone.”>®

Faced with the imminent escalation of the affair into an outright crisis, the
Mapai leadership sought to withdraw responsibility for uncovering the events
from the Knesset Security and Foreign Affairs Committee. A commission of min-
isters consisting of seven ministers from different parties was appointed as the
investigation committee.”® Hired by the commission, State Prosecutor Gideon
Hausner (1915-1990) uncovered another piece of evidence. The then Aman sec-
retary Dalia Carmel-Goldstein testified that a letter dated July 19, 1954, in which
the order for the operation in Egypt was given, was a forgery.®° Based on various

55 Ibid. 88.

56 Ibid. 91.

57 Kafkafi 1998: 372-373.

58 Quoted from Arieli 1965: 155-156.

59 According to Hasin and Horowitz 1961: 144, the investigation had been comprehensive and
intensive.

60 Segev 1989.
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(1919-1967) paccnesoBaTh 3TO fle/0 Ha OCHOBE MMEIOLLMXCS J0Ka3aTe 1bCTB, BKAOYas
COBOKYIMHOCTb fj0Ka3aTeNIbCTB, CO6PaHHbIX JTaBOHOM 3a 3TU roAbl.

K cepeanHe noHsa 1960 roga beH-[laBn 3aBepLuna paccnejoBaHme, 3arnof03pus, YTo
AOKYMEHTbI 6b111 nogaenaHbl Unv ncyesnn.55 B koHue asrycta 1960 roga beH-T'ypuoH
Ha3Hauun eLle OAHY CefCTBEHHY KOMUCCMIO, Ha 3TOT pas BO3rNaBAseMylo Cyjbel
BepxoBHoro cysa Xanmom KoHom (1911-2002). Pe3ynbTaTel NOATBEPANAN BbIBOAbI
npejbiayLiero paccieoBaHus. bosee Toro, oHV NOATBEPANIN NOLO3PEHNA OTHOCUTENLHO
YHUYTOXEHNS JOKYMEHTOB, JIOXHbIX MOKa3aHWi 1 NPUHYXAeHWSA CBUAeTener nepes
«KOMUCCUEN N3 ABYX HYenoBek». Ha ocHOBaHWM 3TUX pe3ynbTaToB J/laBoH noTpeboBan ot beH-
F'YpVOHa NOANTNYECKON peabunmTaummn, Ho Noay4mn oTkas. CuTyaums Bbillna N3-Noj,
KOHTPOAS, U MOAPOBHOCTY CTaNn U3BECTHbLI 06LLeCTBEHHOCTN.56

C 3Toro MomeHTa Aeno Bce 6o/bLie NpeBpaLlanock B Ayanb Mexay J/1JaBoHOM 1 beH-TyprioHoM,
nnn mexay «Ctapori reapgueri» n «fapHamu», 06a U3 KOTopbIx 6611 UneHamuManavmapTtin. K
60nbLLIOMY pa3zoyapoBaHuto beH-TyproHa, JlaBoH obpaTunca K...KHecceta Komutet no
6e30MacHOCTM U MHOCTPaHHBLIM enam. Ho ero 3aseneHve nepeg 3Tum kommteToM 17 okTa6pst 1960
rofia 06epHynochb A1 Hero Kpaxom. JTaBoH J0N0XKUA O HEBbIHOCMMOM MONOXKEHUW e B CUI0BbIX
CcTpyKTYpax B 1954 rosly, 0 KOTOPOM A0 3TOr0 MOMEHTA 6110 N3BECTHO /INLLL B Y3KOM KPYTy.
Hanpumep, oH 06paTn BHUMaHWe Ha 6lokeTHoe coBellaHne MUHNCTEePCTBa 060POHBI,
nposejeHHoe beH-yproHOM BO BpeMsi MpebbiBaHUA JlTaBOHa Ha NOCTY 1 B €ro OTCYTCTBUe, Ha
KOTOPOM NapnameHTCKoe NpaBo PacnopsXaTbes 610AXeTHbIMW CpeacTBammn 66110
obongeHo.<sup>57</sup> BeH-T'yproH oTpearnposan c BO3MyLLEHVEM 1 OCYAUN 3asiBNeHne
NlaBOHa KaK «BTOPXeHVe B ero UMMnepurio» 1 NpsAMoe HanajeHne Ha BoeHHbIX: «Oduuepsl [...] He
LOKHBI 6bITb OCYXXAEHbI A0 TOrO, Kak byAeT foka3aHa UX BUHA. 3TO BXOAUT B KOMMETEHLMIO
NCKIIUNTENbHO CyAa».<sup>58</sup>

CTONKHYBLUNCL C HEMUHYEMOU 3cKanalueli 4ena Ao HacTosLLero kpusmca, ManauPyKkoBoACTBO
MNbITaN0Ch CHATL C Ce651 OTBETCTBEHHOCTL 3a PackpbITue 3TWX CObbITUIA. KHecceTKomuTeT no
6e30NacHOCTA N MHOCTPaHHLIM AenaMm. B kadecTse cneAcTBeHHON KOMUCCUY Bbina HasHayeHa
KOMMWCCUS MUHUCTPOB, COCTOALLLAA U3 CEMU MUHUCTPOB OT PasHbIX NapTUiA.59 HaHATbIA KoMuccnen
rocyzjapcTBeHHbIV Npokypop MmaeoH XaycHep (1915-1990) o6Hapyxun eLle 04HO J0Ka3aTeNbCTBO.
TorpalwHWIi cekpeTapb opraHusaumn «AmaH» Janus Kapmenb-fonbAlWwTenH gana nokasaHms o ToMm,
4TO MMCLbMO OT 19 Mionis 1954 roga, B KOTOPOM 6kl OTAAH MPUKa3 O NPOBeAEHUN onepaLun B

ErunTe, ABNsieTcs NoAAenkoin.60 Ha oCHOBaHMM PasNyHbIX

55Tam xe, 88.

56Tam xe. 91.

57Kadkadun 1998: 372-373.

58LiuTaTa 13 pabotbl Apuanu 1965 roga: 155-156.

59CornacHo XacuHy 1 Foposuuy (1961: 144), paccnegoBaHue 6b1710 BCECTOPOHHUM U
VIHTEHCVIBHbIM.

60Ceres 1989.
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findings, on December 25, 1960 the “seven-man commission” arrived at the con-
clusion that Lavon neither gave the order for the operation in Egypt nor did he
have any knowledge of it.®*

But Ben-Gurion refused to accept this verdict as well. Quite the reverse, in
that same cabinet meeting of December 25, 1960 he gave a speech that has been
figuratively called the “raised hatchet” by Hasin and Horowitz.®* He accused
Lavon of “dangerously hawkish” tendencies, which cannot be reconciled with
“the honor of the military.” He maintained that high-ranking officers of the Israeli
army could hardly have come up with a plan like the sabotage operation in Egypt
all by themselves. Thus, Ben-Gurion refused to accept the conclusions reached
by investigative committees he himself had appointed. And so Pandora’s box
remained open as the Boys kept opposing Lavon’s rehabilitation contrary to the
decision of the commission of ministers by which Lavon was exonerated, and
also against public opinion.

But Lavon found well-known spokesmen for his rehabilitation among Jeru-
salem intellectuals who, when faced with Ben-Gurion’s conduct, assembled on
January 11, 1961, to express their concern regarding the democratic values of
Israel in a petition. They pointed out the following aspects as particularly con-
cerning: Firstly, Ben-Gurion’s demand to retract the decision of a government
commission; secondly, the insistence on Lavon’s dismissal despite his exoner-
ation — as should this claim be complied with the credibility of the rule of law
would be seriously damaged; thirdly, the argument brought forward by Ben-Guri-
on’s Boys that the country depended on the leadership of a single person, which
is irreconcilable with democratic principles; and fourthly, the endangerment of
democracy not only through words, but also by the methods of the Boys. Further,
these Jerusalem intellectuals criticized the opinion of the Boys that the credibility
of the military is based on its sacrosanctity, on “the honor of the military.” They
regarded such a thought as alien to democracy.%

All this public and intra-party pressure notwithstanding, Ben-Gurion and his
Boys not only succeeded in forcing the Mapai party to dismiss Lavon from his
Histadrut post, but also in having his name removed from the party list for the
Knesset election. These had been Ben-Gurion’s conditions if he was not to resign
from his offices.®* By early 1961, the anticipated final line under the affair was still

61 Arieli 1965: 148-149; Kafkafi 1998: 386; Hasin and Horowitz 1961: 150.
62 Hasin and Horowitz 1961: 156.

63 Ibid. 174-175.

64 Kafkafi 1998: 398.
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Mo ntoram paccnepoBaHus, NpoBegeHHOro 25 gekabps 1960 roga, «<KOMUCCUS 13 CEMU
yenoBeKk» NpULLAA K BbIBOAY, YTO J1IaBOH He oTAaBan npukas 06 onepauuu B Ermnte n
He 3Han 0 Hein.61

Ho beH-'yproH oTkasasncsa NpuHATL U 3TOT BepAVKT. HanpoTus, Ha TOM e
3acefaHnn KabrHeTa MUHUCTPOB 25 fekabps 1960 roga oH NpPomsHecC peyb, KOTOPYHO
XacuH 1 FopoBuL, 06pasHO Ha3BaAW «MOAHATEIM TONMOPOM».62 OH 06BMHMA JlaBOHa B
«OMaCHO BOVHCTBEHHbIX» HAKTOHHOCTAX, KOTOPblE HECOBMECTUMbI C «4eCTbI0 apMUnmn».
OH yTBepxgan, YTo BbICOKOMOCTaBAeHHble 0puLIepbl U3PanAbCKO apMUn BPAA I
MOTFM CAMOCTOATENIbHO NPUAYMaTh Takow NiaH, Kak AMBepPCMOHHasn onepauns B
ErnnTte. Taknm obpasom, beH-T'yproH oTkasanca NpUHSATL BbIBOAbI C/IeACTBEHHbIX
KOMWCCWIA, KOTOPbIE OH CaM Xe U Ha3Ha4yun. W nostomy awmk MaHgopel octaBancs
OTKPbITbIM, MOCKObKY «MajibUKn» MPOAO/IKANAN BbICTYNaTb NPOTMB peabunmTaumm
JlaBoOHa, BOMpPEeKN peLleHno KOMNCCM MUHNCTPOB, KOTopas onpasgana J/1aBoHa, a
TaK>Xe Bornpekn 06LeCTBEHHOMY MHEHMIO.

OpHako J1aBOH Hallien N3BeCTHbIX CTOPOHHMKOB CBOE peabuantaumm cpeam
nepycannumMcKori NHTENINTeHLMN, KOTOPasi, CTONKHYBLUNCL C noBejeHveM beH-TyproHa, 11
sAHBaps 1961 roga cobpanack, YTO6bI BbIPa3nTL CBOK 06€CNOKOEHHOCTL MO NOBOAY
AeMoKpaTnyecknx LeHHoctel spanns B netuummn. OHM yka3anu Ha cnejyroLe acnekTbl
Kak Ha 0CO6eHHO BbI3blBatoLLMie 6eCMOKONCTBO: BO-NEPBbIX, TPeboBaHne beH-TyproHa
OTMEHNTb peLleHne NPaBUTeNbLCTBEHHON KOMUCCUN; BO-BTOPbIX, HacTolunBoe TpeboBaHme
06 yBO/IbHEHUW J/laBOHa, HECMOTPSA Ha ero onpasAaHune, — NoCKobKy, eC/iv 3To TpeboBaHMe
6yseT yAOBNETBOPEHO, JOBepMe K BEPXOBEHCTBY MpaBa byzeT cepbe3Ho NoAopBaHo; B-
TPeTbWX, apryMeHT, BbIABMHYTbIA «ManbynkamMm BeH-TyproHa», o ToM, YTO CTpaHa 3aBUCUT
OT PyKOBOACTBA OAHOMO YeNoBeKa, YTO HECOBMECTUMO C eMOKPaTUYeCKUMU NPUHLMNaMK; 1
B-UETBEPTHIX, YrpO3a AEMOKPATUM He TOJIbKO C/I0BaMU, HO U MeTOAaMM «MasibunkoBs». Kpome
TOro, 3TV nepycannumckme NHTenneKTyanbl KPUTUKOBAIN MHEHME «MalbUMKOB» O TOM, UTO
aBTOPUTET apMUMN OCHOBAH Ha ee HernpUKOCHOBEHHOCTU, Ha «4eCcTn apMmnmn». OHKN cunTann
NoA06HYI0 MbIC/Ib YYXAOM AeMOKPaTU.63

HecmoTps Ha BCE 3TO 06LLeCTBEHHOE U BHYTPUNapTUiiHoe AaeneHne, beH-NyproH 1 ero KomaHaa He
TONBKO ,qo6|/|n|/|ct, TOro, HTOGbIMaﬂaMI‘IapTI/Iﬂ COﬁVIpaeTCﬂ OTCTPaHUTb JlaBoHa oT AO/DKHOCTW. fmcra,qpyme
TONbKO B CBA3U C ny6n|/|Kau,|/|el7|, HO 1 B CBA3U C UCK/THOYEHNEM ero UMeHU 13 I'IapTI/IVIHOI’O cnucka. KHeccer
Bbl6OpbI. TakoBbl 6b1NK ycnoBust beH-FyproHa, eciv OH He yijeT B OTCTaBKY CO CBOero nocra.64 K Havany

1961 roga oxugaemas okoHYaTeNbHas No3MLMA B 3TOM Je/e BCe ellle ocTaBanacb npe>KHe|7|:

61Apunann 1965: 148-149; Kadkadun 1998: 386; XacuH 1 Foposuw, 1961: 150. 62
XacuH v Toposul, 1961: 156. 63Tam xe. 174-175.

64Kadpkadpn 1998: 398.
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not drawn; just as reconciliation within the internally divided government party
had still not been reached.®

Meanwhile, the Ministry of Defense was busy preparing the official version of
the affair. In October 1962, the journalist of the union newspaper Davar, Chagei
Eshed (1928-1988), was commissioned to investigate the affair.®® Apparently it was
not enough for Ben-Gurion and his Boys to get their way, they also wanted to be in
the right. In early 1964, Ben-Gurion, who had by then left his offices, judged that
Lavon “had sole responsibility for the affair” based on Eshed’s conclusions.®” He
demanded that the inquiry into the events be reopened within the framework of
a “juridical investigation” based on the claim that a commission of ministers was
unlawful. But the government under Levi Eshkol (1895-1969) declined Ben-Gu-
rion’s request. At a party congress on November 11, 1964, Ben-Gurion repeatedly
expressed his opinion of Lavon, yet his words were aimed mainly against his suc-
cessor Levi Eshkol and his government.

Now that Lavon was banned from politics once and for all, Ben-Gurion
attempted to remove the Prime Minister and Minister of Defense Levi Eshkol.
Dayan and Peres, who both held ministerial offices in the Eshkol government,
supported him in the endeavor. This time, however, Ben-Gurion failed to reach
his goal. Instead, on December 14, 1964, Eshkol handed in his notice of resig-
nation to the president of the state. On the following day he was elected by the
Central Committee of the Mapai party as their candidate for the office of prime
minister.

Eshkol also managed to assert himself within the party concerning the ques-
tion of the “juridical investigative commission” repeatedly demanded by Ben-Gu-
rion. Thus, the prime minister closed the Lavon Affair with the conclusion of the
“seven-man commission,” in other words, with Lavon’s exoneration. Faced with
defeat, Ben-Gurion deserted his own party. During a meeting of his party sup-
porters in June 1965 he declared the necessity of “purges” within the party due to
“insecurity and deception” as well as “distortion of judgment.” In late June 1965,
he founded a new party named Rafi, Israel’s Labor List, and forced his protégés
Peres and Dayan to follow him into the opposition.

65 Arieli 1965: 149-150; Teveth 1996: 268.
66 Kafkafi 1998: 401.
67 Eshed 1963/1979.
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He 6bl10 COCTaBNEHO; Tak Xe, Kak 1 NpUMMpPeHe BHYTPU PackoioTor BHYTPY NpassLLei napTum
elLle He 6bI10 JOCTUMHYTO.65

Tem BpemeHeM MUHMCTePCTBO 060POHBI H6bIS10 3aHATO NOArOTOBKOV 0dULMANBHON
Bepcun cobbITUi. B okTabpe 1962 roaa XypHananct Nnpo¢pCcoto3Hol rasetsl...JasapHarer
Swkonb (1928-1988) 6611 HasHayeH AN paccnefoBaHUS 3TOro Aena.66 Mo-suanmomy, ber-
l'YPVIOHY 11 ero CTOPOHHMKaM 6bl10 HEAOCTAaTOUHO AO6UTLCA CBOErO, OHW TaKXe XoTenmn
okasaTbcsi npaBbiMU. B Havane 1964 roga beH-IypnoH, K TOMy BpeMeHU NOKUHYBLLWIA CBOV
MoCT, Ha OCHOBaHMM BbIBOAOB JLLIeAa MOCYMTAs, YTO JTaBOH «HeceT e AUHONNYHYIO
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a 3TO Aen0».67 OH noTpeboBan BO306HOBUTL pacc/iefjoBaHne CObbITUIA B
paMKax «lopUANYECKOro pacciefoBaHVsA», OCHOBbIBAsACb Ha YTBEPXAEHNW O HE3aKOHHOCTY
KOMMUCCUN MUHUCTPOB. Ho npaBuTenscTBo JleBu Swkons (1895-1969) oTKNOHWA0 NPOCLOY
BeH-T'yproHa. Ha napTuiiHom cbe3sge 11 Hos16ps 1964 roga beH-M'yproH HEOAHOKPATHO
BbICKa3blBa/ CBOe MHeHWe 0 JlaBoHe, 0AHaKO ero c/10Ba 6blIM HanpasBaeHbl M1aBHbIM
06pa3om MpoTuMB ero npeemMHuka J/1eBn JLKONSA 1 ero NpaBUTeNbCTBaA.

Mocne Toro kak J/1IaBoH 6b1/1 OKOHYaTeNIbHO OTCTPAHEH OT MONUTUKMN, beH-
l'YPWOH NOMbITaNCA CMECTUTb NPeEMbeP-MUHNCTPa 1 MUHNCTPa 060pOoHbI JleBu
Swkona. fasH v Nepec, 3aHMMaBLUVIE MUHUCTEPCKME MOCTbl B MPaBUTE/bCTBE
Jwkons, noaaep>Xann ero B 3ToM Ha4nHaHNN. OpHako Ha aToT pas BEH-rypl/IOH He
JocTur ceoeli Lenn. Bmecto 3toro 14 gekabps 1964 roga Swkonb nogan
3asBneHne 06 OTCTaBKe Npe3ngeHTy rocyaapcrea. Ha ciegyrownii jeHb OH 6bi
n3bpaH LleHTpanbHbIM KOMUTETOMMarnaye KavecTBe CBOEro KaHAMAATa Ha NocT
npemMbep-MrUHUCTPa.

SLWKONb TaKXe CyMen yTBepAUTLCA B MapTuK MO BONPOCY O «IOPUANYECKON
CnepCcTBEHHONV KOMUCCUM», HEOAHOKPATHO 3anpaluveaemMoit beH-NyproHom. Taknm obpasom,
npembep-MUHWUCTP 3aKpbin Aeno JSlaBoHa, 3aBepLUnB paboTy «kKOMUCCUN U3 CEMU YeNOBEK»,
TO ecTb onpasaas J/laBoHa. CTONKHYBLUMCE C MopaxeHneM, beH-T'yproH NokmnHyn ceoto
napTuto. Ha cobpaHn CTOPOHHUKOB CBOEl NapTumM B UtoHe 1965 roga oH 3asaBu O
HEeo6X0ANMOCTU «4UCTOK» BHYTPY NapTUM U3-3a «<HeyBEPEHHOCTUN 1 06MaHa», a Takxe
«MCKAXKEHWS CY>XAEeHUM». B KOHLe noHsA 1965 rosa oH ocHOBan HOBYHO NapTUIO NoJ,
Ha3BaHWMeM PaguOH 6bIN BbIABMHYT N3PanabCKol napTuen "J1ebopucTckui cnmcok™ n

BbIHYAWN CBOMX NpoTexe Mepeca 1 JasiHa Nocaef0BaTb 3@ HAM B ONMNO3ULMIO.

65Apunann 1965: 149-150; TeseT 1996: 268. 66
Kadpkadpn 1998: 401. 673wen 1963/1979.
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The Lavon Affair as a Battle between Generations

The sociologist Baruch Kimmerling interprets the Lavon Affair as a power-polit-
ical struggle between two generations who respectively established their power
bases in different state institutions. The so-called “Old Guard” — comprised of the
second generation of the Mapai party — exerted influence via the party and the
strong union organization Histadrut. Among the people belonging to this group
were Lavon, Eshkol, Sharett and Golda Meir (1898-1978); all in their sixties. In
contrast, the younger generation that was supported by Ben-Gurion was in the
fourth decade of their lives. This group of politicians saw the security department
as the main pillar of state leadership, and consequently sought to reinforce it as
their power base.®® For them, the 1965 split from the Mapai mother party and
the loss of power that accompanied it marked only a temporary power-political
defeat.

The “necessity of war” and the resulting increased significance of security
soon helped the Boys regain state leadership. Dayan and Peres returned to the
Ministry of Defense. In the course of the crisis of May/June 1967, on the eve of the
Six-Day War, Ben-Gurion’s new party Rafi formed part of the government in the
grand coalition. Dayan became minister of defense in Eshkol’s stead. This change
facilitated the decision to enter into the military conflict of the June War. In 1974,
in the wake of the Yom Kippur War of 1973 and the domestic political crisis that
followed because of the high number of dead and injured Israelis, Peres took over
the Defense Department from Dayan, holding this office until the Labor Party’s
electoral defeat and changeover of power in 1977.

The Mapai party had already been dissolved in 1968 and unified with the
labor parties Achdut Haavoda and Rafi, and later also the Marxist Mapam party,
to form the Israeli Labor Party. Thus, the “Old Guard” was already considerably
weakened by 1974, when the Golda Meir government fell as a consequence of the
Yom Kippur War debacle. In 1977, the Labor Party lost its state leadership for the
first time, and the Likud party, led by Menachem Begin, came to power. After
seven years in the opposition, the Labor Party returned to government responsi-
bility in 1984, this time with Peres as party leader and prime minister, in a grand
coalition with the Likud. Shortly after his assumption of office, Prime Minister
Peres was forced to deal with a string of serious security-political matters that
dominated the political agenda and increasingly thrust Israeli democracy, includ-
ing its concept of an open society, into a quandary.

68 Kimmerling 1993: 346.
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Aeno JlaBoHa Kak 6UTBa NOKOJIEHUI

Couponor bapyx KuMmepanHr nHTepnpetupyeT geno JlaBoHa kak 60pbby 3a BnacTb 1
MONINTUYECKYIO CUNY MeXAY ABYMS MOKONEHUAMMW, KOTOPbIe, COOTBETCTBEHHO, 3aKpenuiv cBou
BNACTHbIE MO3MLMN B Pa3/INYHbIX FOCYAaPCTBEHHbIX MHCTUTYTax. Tak Ha3biBaeMas «cTapas
reapAus» - BTopoe nokoneHneManaymapTua - okasbiBana BAVSHWE Yepes camy NapTuio 1 CUABHY
Npo¢$Cor3HY0 OpraHnsaumnio. [ucTagpyTCpean nogen, NpUHaaiexasLlnx K 3Ton rpynne, 6b11m1
NaBoH, Swkonb, LLapetT 1 Ffonga Meunp (1898-1978); BceM 1M 6b110 3a LWecTbAecAT. B oTanume ot
HVX, MOJI0Jj0€ MOKOo/IeHNEe, KOTOPOe NoAjepXnBan beH-NypnoH, HaxoAMnock B YeTBEPTOM
AeCATUNETUN CBOE XMU3HW. OTa rpynna NoanTUKOB paccmaTpusana AenapTameHT 6e30nacHoCcTH
KaK rnaBHYyH Oropy rocylapCTBeHHOr0 yrNpaBieHus v, C1efoBaTe/lbHO, CTPEMUIACh YKPENUTL ero
KaK CBOO BIACTHYt0 6a3y.68 [ina H1x packon 1965 roga ctan onpejensitowm cobbitnem. Manam
MaTepuHcKkas napTusa 1 NocieoBaBLLIas 3a 3TUM NoTeps BNacTX 03HaYanu b BpeMeHHoe
NoANTMNYecKoe nopaxeHue.

«Heo6x04MMOCTb BOMHBbI» 1, Kak CneAcTBre, BO3pOocCLlee 3HaueHne 6e30nacHoOCTy BCKope
nomorau «<Manbumkam» BepHyTb cebe NMAepcTBO B rocygapcree. [lasH v Mepec BepHynnCb B
MuHUMCTEpCTBO 060POHBI. B X0ae Kpusmnca mas/mioHs 1967 roga, HakaHyHe LLlecTgHeBHO BOHBI,
HoBas napTus beH-FyproHaPaguBxoann B COCTaB NpaBuUTeNbCTBa B paMKax 60bLLOV KoanvLmm.
JlasiH cTan MUHMCTPOM 060POHbI BMECTO LLKOASA. ITO M3MeHeHVe CNocobCcTBOBaNO NPUHATUIO
peLueHnsa o BCTyNAeHN B BOEHHbIN KOHGANKT B paMkax MtoHbCKOW BOViHbI. B 1974 roay, nocne
BOVHbI CyAHOro AHs 1973 roja 1 nocneAoBaBLLEro 3a Heli BHyTPUMNONNTUYEeCKOro Kpusuca,
BbI3BaHHOMO 60/1bLLNM YMCAOM MOTNBLLMX 1 PaHeHbIX N3pannbTaH, Mepec cMeHnn [lasHa Ha nocTy
MUHUCTPa 060POHBI, 3aHMMas 3TY AOKHOCTb A0 NopaxeHus J1elibopmCcTCKon NapTUKn Ha Bbibopax
1 cMeHbl BnacTu B 1977 rogy.

OHManauTapTnsa 6bina pacnyLleHa ewé B 1968 rogy 1 o6beanHMNACh C pabounMm NapTUAMNA.
AxgyT XaaBogav Pagu,a nosxe n Mapkcuct ManamnapTus, YTobbl chopMmpoBaTh M3pannbekyto
pabouyto napTuio. Takum 06pa3oM, «cTapas reapans» bbina yxxe 3HaunTenbHoO ocnabneHa k 1974
rogly, koraa npasutensctso Monabl Menp nano B pesynsTaTte KatacTpodbl BoViHbI CyaHOro AHs. B
1977 ropy Pabouasi napTusa Bnepsble NoTepsina pykoBOACTBO B LWITaTe, U/IMKy4llapTus BO rnase c
MeHaxemom bervHom npuiuna K Bnactu. Nocne cemun net B onnosuumm Jleribopucrckas naptus
BepHynack K Bnactv B 1984 rogy, Ha 31o0T pas c lNepecom B kavecTse vjepa NapTum 1 npembep-
MWHWCTPA, B paMKax LWMPOKOW koanvumu c/InkygBckope nocie BCTynaeHns B JOMKHOCTb Npembep-
MUHUCTPY Mepecy NpULLINOCE CTONIKHYTLCA C Lie/IbIM PAJO0M CePbe3HbIX BOMPOCOB 6€30MacHOCTA U1
NOANTUKK, KOTOPbIE JOMUHMPOBANV B NOANTNYECKOWN NOBECTKe AHA 1 BCe 6onbLUe CTaBuan
V3pannbCKyo AeMOoKpaTUIO, BK/IKOYAs ee KOHLIENLMIO OTKPbLITOro 06LLeCcTBa, B 3aTpyAHUTENbHOE

nonoxeHwne.

68KvMmepnunHr 1993: 346.
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The Shin Bet Affair of 1984-1986

Two decades after the end of the Lavon Affair, the special significance of the mil-
itary-territorial security had long been cemented into the political culture of the
country. Still in a state of war, Israel had to come to grips with the conflicting pri-
orities of “security” (understood as national-state existence) and the rule of law
as an imperative feature of democracy. A number of affairs dominated the politi-
cal agenda. This time, the illegal methods of the internal security service Shin Bet
as well as the foreign intelligence agency Mossad were the focus of the debate.

It all began in April 1987, when details of the Nafsu Affair surfaced. In short,
the Shin Bet had tortured Izzat Nafsu (1955-), a lieutenant in the Israeli army,
and accused him of treason and espionage. By the time the public finally gained
knowledge of it, the Circassian lieutenant had already served seven years of an
eighteen-year prison sentence. In reaction to these events, the so-called Landau
Commission took on the task of examining Shin Bet investigation methods in
cases of “hostile terrorist activities,” also with the goal of developing recommen-
dations for the future.®®

The second scandal, the Pollard Affair of November 1985, revolved around
John Pollard (1954-), an American of Jewish faith and a convinced Zionist, who
had worked for the US Navy and the “Anti-Terrorist Alert Center” (ATAC). He had
offered Israel his services as a spy and provided the Mossad with vast amounts
of valuable secret documents from the beginning of 1985 up until the time of
his arrest.”® The Mossad also had a hand in the Iran Gate Affair, which became
known in late 1986. As it was uncovered the secret arms deals between the USA
and Iran under Ayatollah Khomeini came to light. And then there was the 1986
Vanunu Affair, which led to the unraveling of the Israeli “policy of ambiguity”
with regard to its nuclear capacity.”

The many scandals of the 1980s offer deep insights into the political culture
of Israel as they disclose the characteristic structures of the “Israeli order.” The
Shin Bet Affair serves to illustrate this in an especially poignant manner, because
it shows what happens when there are people who are not willing to play by the
specific rules of the Israeli order. The term “Israeli order” refers to the relationship
between the respective state institutions and the associated historically grown
political culture that is committed to the Israeli reason of state. The term also
covers the habitus of the political and military elites with regard to the Zionist

69 Black and Morris 1994: 591-595.
70 Ibid. 601-614.
71 Cf. pages 121-127 of this book.
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Aeno LLvH beTt 1984-1986 ropgoBs

CnycTsi ABa AecaTUNeTVs Noc/e 3aBeplueHns Aena flaBoHa ocoboe 3HaueHne BOEHHO-
TeppuTOpMaNbHO 6€30MacHOCTM MPOYHO YKOPEHUIOCh B MONNTUYECKON KybType CTpaHbl.
Haxogsicb BCE ellé B COCTOAHMM BOVHBI, V3pansib Ao/keH 6bl1 pa3o6bpaThbCs C MPOTMBOPEUMNBLIMUI
npuoputeTamu «6e30nacHoOCTV» (MOHNMMaeMol Kak CyLleCTBOBaHMe HaLMOHaIbHOMO rocyapcTaa) 1
BEpPXOBEHCTBa NpaBa Kak BaXKHeliLLero afeMeHTa gemMokpaTu. B nonmTmnyeckori nosectke AHS
AOMUWHMpPOBan psij BONPOCoB. Ha 3TOT pas B LieHTPe BHUMaHMWS 0Ka3anncb He3akoHHble MeTo/bl
paboTbl cnyx6bl BHYTpeHHel 6esonacHocTu LLIMH BeT, a Takxe BHeLlHel pa3segku Moccag,.

Bcé Hauanock B anpene 1987 roga, korga Bcnablnn nogpobHocTn gena Hadcey. Bkpatue,
LUnH BeT noagsepr nbiTkam M33ata Hadcy (1955-), neTeHaHTa n3pannbLCKO apMnn, 1
06BVHW €ro B rocyjapCTBEHHOM N3MeHe 1 WnunoHaxe. K Tomy BpeMeHu, koraa 06 3Tom
CTano N3BECTHO O6LLIECTBEHHOCTH, YePKECCKMIA IeMTeHaHT yXXe OTCUAeN ceMb NeT U3
BOCEMHaALaTUNeTHero TOPEMHOro Cpoka. B oTBeT Ha 3TV cobbITMA Tak Ha3biBaeMas
Komuccus NlaHgay B3sna Ha cebst 3agavy n3ydeHNs MeToA0B pacciesoBaHus LLUnH beT B
clyyasix «BpaxAebHoOM TeppopuCTUUECKOl AeATeNbHOCTMY, TakXe C LieNblo pa3paboTkum
pekoMeHAaL Ml Ha byayLiee.69

BTtopoii ckaHgan, geno Monnapaa B Hosabpe 1985 roaa, 6bin cBA3aH ¢ [)KOHOM
Monnapaom (1954-), amepukaHLeM eBperickoro BeponcrnoBesaHns 1 yoexzaeHHbIM
CMOHUCTOM, paboTaBwmnm Ha BMC CLLA v B «LleHTpe onoBeLleHns 0 TeppopUCTUYECKONA
yrpose» (ATAC). OH npeanaran M3apanto cBoW yCyrn B KauecTse LWMNNOHa 1 NpejocTaBas
Moccazly orpoMHOe KOJIMYeCcTBO LieHHbIX CEKPeTHbIX JOKYMeHTOB ¢ Hayana 1985 roga go
MOMeHTa cBoero apecta.70 Moccag Takxe 6bln npuyacTeH K geny «paHreiit», koTopoe
CTano N3BecTHO B KOHLEe 1986 roaa. 1o Mepe ero packpbITUS BCKPLINVCL CEKPETHbIE CAEKN
no npoaaxe opyxusa mexay CLLUA n VipaHom npwu asTonne XomenHu. A 3atem 6b110 feno
BaHyHy 1986 roga, KOTopoe NpMBEO K pa3Basy U3pPanabCKol «NOAUTUKA
[BYCMBIC/IEHHOCTU» B OTHOLLIEHWIW CBOEro siiepHOro noTeHumana.71

MHoroumncneHHble ckaHAanbl 1980-x rooB AatoT ry6okoe npeAcTaBaeHvie 0 NOAUTUYECKON
KynbType V3panns, packpbiBas XxapakTepHble CTPYKTYPbI «M3pansibckoro nopsiaka». Jeno LvH bet
0CO6EHHO HarNSAHO WANKCTPUPYET 3TO, MOKa3blBasi, YTO MPOVCXOAWT, KOrAa ecTb /04N, He
Xenaruime nrpatb Mo onpejeneHHbIM NpaBuiam U3panabCkoro nopsaaka. TePMUH «M3pannbCKunil
nopsA0K» OTHOCUTCA K B3aVIMOOTHOLLEHVAIM MeX/y COOTBETCTBYIOLLMMU roCyAapCTBEHHbLIMU
VNHCTUTYTaMM 1 CBA3aHHOW C HUMW MCTOPUYECKI CIOXKMBLLEICA MONNTUNYECKON KybTYpPOW,
npuBepXeHHO N3panibCKOMY rocyapCTBEHHOMY YCTPOMCTBY. STOT TEPMMH TakKe OXBaTbiBaeT

I'aEMTyCI'IO/'II/ITI/ILIGCKOIZ 11 BOEHHOU 3/IUTbl B OTHOLLUEHUN CMOHM3Ma

696713k 1 Moppwuc 1994: 591-595. 70
Tam xe. 601-614.

71CMm. cTpaHunubl 121-127 37Ol KHUrW.
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project of the “Judaization” of the country and the closely related task of state
security. Another facet of the Israeli order is the democratic and constitutional
conception of the state, meaning its respective institutions and laws. The Shin
Bet Affair provides a glimpse into the conflicting priorities of law and security
within a security-political order dominated by war, fear and loss of control in a
time when the war that had started on the northern front in 1982 had become the
“Lebanon quagmire.”

Similar to the Lavon Affair, the Shin Bet Affair was about the illegal conduct
of the leadership within a security authority, in this case Avraham Shalom (1928-
2014), who, in an attempt to cover up his own responsibility undermined the work
of state investigative commissions. Innocent people were held accountable while
the real culprits seemed to be able to dodge responsibility. Despite the attempts
to sweep the matter under the rug, it unleashed political discussions and finally
led to inquiries by prosecuting authorities.

The conflict between politics and law that unfolded in the course of the Shin
Bet Affair had a far-reaching and profound impact. In contrast to the Lavon Affair,
the focus in this scandal was not on the ruling party or the government. Rather
it was on the quarrels between the executive represented by the protagonists of
security politics and the secret service Shin Bet on the one side, and the judicial
power, particularly the prosecuting authorities, on the other. In this affair, law
fought against politics. And by Israeli standards the success it managed to score
is not to be underestimated.

The Shin Bet Affair is the subject of numerous publications.” Especially
worth mentioning in this context is the “Maariv Special Report — Shin Bet Affair”
published in the daily newspaper Maariv on July 18, 1986. It elaborates on various
issues of the operational, political, legal and medial level, and also discusses
aspects of the political culture. Explosive details about the affair were also dis-
closed by the journalist Nahum Barnea (1944-) in his article “The Shin Bet Way”
(June 4, 1986) written for the newspaper Koteret Rashit, and later in “We Were at
War” (June 25, 2004) for Yedioth Ahronoth.

72 Barnea 1984; Baron 1986; Ben-Porat 1986; Azoulay-Katz 1986; Oz 1986; Zertal 1986; Rosental
1997; Bar-Josef 1997. In their work Israel’s Secret Wars: A History of Israel’s Intelligence Services,
Ian Black and Benny Morris provide a concise overview of the events. The Israeli political scien-
tist Michael Keren also includes the Shin Bet Affair as he tries to analyze Peres’ legislative term
from 1984 to 1986 from a political-science angle. In his book Professionals Against Populism,
The Peres’ Government and Democracy, Keren points out Peres’ dilemma and explains his view
of things in the chapter “Law and Democracy.” In his biography, Bar-Zohar also devotes several
pages to Peres’ conduct in the course of the affair. A detailed but still pointed description is pro-
vided by Yechiel Gutman in his 1995 book A Storm in the G.S.S.
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MpoekT «MyAansaumm» CTpaHbl 1 TECHO CBA3aHHas C HUM 3ajaya rocyapcTBeHHOM
6e3onacHoOCTW. [ipyroli acnekT N3panibCKoro nopsiaka — AemMokpaTtunyeckas v
KOHCTUTYLIMOHHAsA KOHLIENLMA rocyapcTBa, TO eCTb ero UHCTUTYTOB 1 3akoHOB. Jeno LLnH
BeT faeT npeacTaBneHve o NPOTVBOPEYMBLIX NPYOpUTETax NpaBa 1 6e30MacHOCTN B pamMKax
NOANTUYECKN-OXPAHHOIO NOPsAAKa, rAe AOMUHUPYIOT BOVHA, CTPaxX 1 NoTeps KOHTPOAS, B TO
BpeMs KakK BOWHa, HauyaBLlasAcs Ha ceeepHoM ppoHTe B 1982 rogy, npespaTunace B
«IMBaHCKOe 60/10TO».

Mopo6Ho aeny NlaBoHa, geno LLUnH beT Kacanocb He3aKOHHbIX AeNCTBUI PYKOBOACTBA
C1N0BOro BEOMCTBA, B JaHHOM C/lydae ABpaama LLlanoma (1928-2014), KOTOPBINA, NbITasCb
CKPbITb CBOK OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, MOAOPBAaN pPaboTy rocyAapCTBEHHbIX CNeACTBEHHbIX
KOMUCCUA. HEBMHOBHbIE BbINN NPUB/EYEHbl K OTBETCTBEHHOCTY, B TO BPEMS KaK HacTosLme
BVMHOBHMKM, Ka3a10Cb, CMOMIN N36eXaTb Haka3aHnsa. HecMoTpst Ha MoMbITKM 3aMATb Aeno,
OHO BbI3BaJIO MOUTUYECKME ANCKYCCUUN U B KOHEYHOM UTOre MPpUBEJIO K pacciefoBaHNsSM Co
CTOPOHbI NPOKYpaTypbl.

KoH$AMKT Mexay NoNUTUKOI 1 NpaBoM, pa3sBepHYBLUMNICSA B Xoae gena LLvH BeT, nmen
Aaneko naylme n rnybokune nocneActens. B otnnume ot gena JlaBoHa, B 3TOM cKaHAane B
LileHTpe BHMMaHWA 6bl1a He NpaBsLLas NapTua Uan npasnTenbcteo. Ckopee, peyb LWia o
cropax MexXay UCNoIHNTeNbHOW BNacTbio, MpeACcTaBleHHOW CTOPOHHMKaMU NOANTUKN
6€e30MacHOCTM 1 CeKpeTHOW cyx601i LLnH BeT, c 04HOM CTOPOHbI, U CyAebHON BNacTbio, B
YaCTHOCTK, OpraHamm NPoKypaTypbl, C Apyroii. B 3Tom gene 3akoH 6oponcs ¢ noantukom. U

Nno N3pannbCKNM MepKaM ycrnex, KOToporo eMy yaanocb AOCTUYb, HENIb3A HeJ00LUeHBaTb.

Jeno WK beT siBnseTcs NpeAMeTOM MHOMOUMCNEHHbIX Ny6AnKaunii.72 B 3Tom KoHTekcTe
0CO6EHHO CTOUT YNOoMsiHYTb «MaapysCneLumanbHblli penopTax - eno LLUnH BeT, ony6ankoBaHHbI
B eXKe/JHeBHoO rasete.Maapus18 niona 1986 roaa. B HeM Nogpo6HO paccMaTpUBAKOTCS pasinyHble
BOMPOCHI OMepPaTUBHOro, NOJUTUYECKOro, MPaBoBOro U MeANLIMHCKOro YPOBHEN, a Takxe
06CyXAarTCA acnekTbl NONNTUYECKON KyNbTypbl. B3pbiBHbIE MOAPO6GHOCTY 3TOrO Aena bblin Takxe
packpbIThl XypHanuctom Haxymom bapHea (1944-) B ero ctaTbe «[yTb LLnH BeT» (4 uioHsa 1986 1.),
HanvcaHHO ANs raseTbl.KoTepeT PaLuyTa no3xe B KHUre «Mbl 6b11 Ha BoriHe» (25 ntoHs 2004 r.)

Yeguot ApoHor.

72bapHea 1984; bapoH 1986 r.; beH-Mopar, 1986 r.; Alynaii-Kau, 1986 r.; 03, 1986 rog; 3eptanb 1986 1.;
PoseHTanb 1997; bap-Mosed 1997. B ceoeli paboTe «CekpeTHbie BOoLitbl M3pans: NCTOpUs U3panssckux
Pa3BEAbIBATE/NIbHBIX C/TYX6». I3H Bnak n beHHn Moppuc AatoT KpaTKnii 0630p cobbITUiA. M3pannbcknii
nonuTonor Marikn KepeH Takxe BK/OUaeT B CBOK KHUTY pacciegosaHve aena LLnH ber, neiTadce
npoaHann3npoBaTh 3aKOHOAAaTeNbHbIN cpok Mepeca ¢ 1984 no 1986 roA € TOUKM 3peHUA NOANTONOTUN.
«lpogeccuoHarssl npoTus nomyamnsma», «flpasuresbcrso flepeca v JeMokpatusi» KepeH yKasbiBaeT Ha
Avnemmy lNepeca N 06BSCHAET ero TOUKY 3peHUst B rnaBe «3akoH 1 geMokpaTusi». B cBoeli buorpadum bap-
3oxap Takxe NocesiLLaeT HeCKONbKO CTpaHuL, MoBejeHuto Mepeca B xo4e 3Toro Aena. MogpobHoe, Ho BCe
e 0CTpOe onuvcaHme NpUBOANT Mexuans MyTMaH B ceoeit kHure 1995 roaa.byps 8 I'CC.
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The Shin Bet Affair became publicly known on May 24, 1986, but had actually
begun two years earlier with an assault on a group of Israelis. On the evening of
April 12, 1984, four Palestinian teenagers from the Gaza Strip hijacked a bus on
the 300-line, which was on its way from Tel Aviv to Ashkelon. They forced the bus
driver to head towards Gaza instead. As they let the passengers know, their inten-
tion was to have their comrades released from Israeli prisons. A pregnant woman
was allowed to disembark near Ashdod, at which point she alerted police.”

Israeli security forces managed to stop the bus on the outskirts of Deir
al-Balah, south of Gaza City. During a blitz operation by storm commandos, one
female passenger and several members of the security force were killed. Seven
passengers were injured. Two hijackers were shot during the rescue operation
and the other two were overpowered. Following a brief interrogation by Brigadier
General Yitzhak Mordechai (1944-), they were handed over to Shin Bet and exe-
cuted illegally on the orders of Shin Bet Chief Avraham Shalom who was on site.
All this occurred in the presence of the press.”

Photo evidence showing the hijackers still alive led the army and press to ask
questions about the course of events. Finally Minister of Defense Moshe Arens
(1925-) initiated the elucidation of the case and appointed a secret commission
headed by Reserve General Meir Zorea (1923-1995) to investigate the incident. As
Arens was well aware, being the highest-ranking person present at the scene on
the evening of the execution, he himself could be suspected of having given the
order.

Shalom, who had been trying in vain to avert the investigation, ultimately
persuaded Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir and Arens to accept his demand that
one of his own men, Yossi Genossar (1946-2004), be included in the commission
as a representative of Shin Bet. Shalom considered this appropriate given the ten-
sions between the army and Shin Bet. To Attorney General Yitzhak Zamir (1931-),
however, the new member of the investigation committee seemed highly suspi-
cious. And indeed, Shalom used Genossar as a Trojan horse in the investigation
so the truth might be kept from emerging.”” What the chief of Shin Bet ultimately
wanted was to cover up his own responsibility for having given the command to
kill, and in this he was successful.

The Zorea commission determined that the two Palestinian hijackers died as
a result of skull fractures, and that unidentified members of the security force
were guilty of this offense. The commission recommended that the Attorney

73 Black and Morris 1994: 579-590.
74 Ibid. 579-581; Gutman 1995: 16-18.
75 Gutman 1995: 24.
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[Jeno LLnH BeT ctano nsBecTHo obLecTBeHHOCTN 24 mast 1986 roaa, HO Ha camoM gene
Hayanocb ByMS roaMun paHee C HanageHusa Ha rpynny nspanabTsaH. Beyepom 12 anpens 1984
rola YeTBepO NaNecTUHCKMX NOAPOCTKOB 13 cekTopa asa 3axBaTuav aBTobyc mapLupyTa 300,
cnepoBaBsLUWli 13 Tenb-ABKBa B ALLKenoH. OHW 3acTaBUAN BOAMTENSt aBTObYyCa HanpaBUTbCA B
CTOPOHY lasbl. Kak OHW COOBLMAN Naccaxmpam, Nx HamepeHnem 66110 A0BUTHCA 0CBOBOXAEHUS
CBOWX TOBapULLIE U3 N3pansibckux Tropem. bepeMeHHOM XeHLHe paspeLunan BbIATA 13 aBTobyca
Hejaneko oT AlAoja, Noc/ie Yero oHa coobLymna 06 3Tom noanumn.73

M3pannbckmm cunam 6e30nacHoCTY YAanocb OCTaHOBUTL aBTOBYC Ha okpaunHe [leiip-
anb-banaxa, K tory ot [a3bl. B xoje onepaumm LWTYPMOBbIX OTPSIAOB Nornéna ogHa
naccaxmpka 1 Heckosibko COTPYAHMKOB cun 6esonacHocT. CeMb NaccaxmpoBs Noay4mnan
paHeHus. [lBoe yroHLLMKOB 6blIV 3aCTpesieHbl BO BpeMs CrnacatenbHOWM onepawumu, a jsoe
APYrux 6binn 0besBpexeHsbl. Mocae KpaTkoro gonpoca bpuragHsiM reHepanom Muxakom
MopgexaeM (1944-) oHu 6b1In NnepegaHbl B LLUnH BeT 1 He3aKOHHO Ka3HeHbI Mo NpurKasy
rnasbl LLUnH beT ABpaama LLlanoma, HaxoAMBLLErocs Ha MecTe rnpoucluecTsuns. Bece 3To
MPONCXOAMIIO B MPUCYTCTBUN Npecchl.74

PoTOA0KA3aTENbCTBA, CBUAETENLCTBYIOLLME O TOM, YTO YrOHLLMKN CAMONETOB OCTaINCL XUBbI,
3acTaBUIM apMUIO 1 Npeccy 3a4aTb BOMPOChI O X04e COBbITUIA. B KOHLIe KOHLIOB, MUHNCTP 060pOHbI MoLue
ApeHc (1925-) HnumMmnpoBsan pacciefioBaHvie Aena 1 Ha3Hauna CeKpeTHY KOMUCCUIO BO r1aBe €
reHepanom pesepsa Meupom 3opeiiem (1923-1995) anst paccnefoBaHWA HUMAEHTa. Mockonbky ApeHc,
6y,a,y'4|/| CaMbIM BbICOKOMOCTaB/€HHbLIM INLIOM, NPUCYTCTBOBABLUKVM Ha MeCTe NPOonNCLLIEeCTBMUA BEYEPOM B
A€Hb Ka3HW, XopoLlo NoHMMas, YTO MMEHHO OH OTAa  Npukas, ero camoro Moram 3anoAo03puTb B oTAaYe
npvikasa.

LLlanom, TLWEeTHO NbITaBLUNIACA NpefoTBPaTUTL pacc/iefoBaHMe, B KOHLE KOHLOB
ybeaunn npembep-mMuHuncTpa Muxaka LLlamupa n ApeHca NpuHATL ero TpebosaHme o
BKJIHOYEHUNV B KOMMCCUIO OZHOMO 13 CBOUX JIHOAEN, Moccn leHoccapa (1946-2004), B
KauectBe npegcrasutens LLnH bet. LLanom cuen 310 yMeCTHbIM, Yy4nUTbIBas
HanNpPsXXeHHOCTb B OTHOLLUEHUAX Mexay apMmuein n LLnH beT. OgHako reHepanbHOMY
npokypopy Muxaky 3amumpy (1931-) HOBbI YNleH cnefCcTBEHHOM KOMUCCUM NMOKa3ancs
KpavHe nogo3putensHbeiM. U gerictButensHo, LLlanom ncnonb3oBan MFeHoccapa Kak
TPOSIHCKOTO KOHS B pacc/ieloBaHNM, YTO6bI CKPbITb NpaBay.75 B koHeYHOM mTore rnaea
LLnH BeT xoTen CKpbITb CBOK COBCTBEHHYHO OTBETCTBEHHOCTL 3a OTAAYy NpurKasa ob
ybuiicTBe, 1 B 3TOM OH npeycnen.

Komunccns 3opes ycTaHoOBWE, UTO ABOE NManeCcTUHCKNX YrOHLVKOB CaMOIETOB
CKOHYanncb OT NepesioMoB Yepena, 1 YTO HeYCTaHOBNEeHHbIe COTPYAHUKN CUN
6€e30MacHOCTV BUHOBHbI B 3TOM NpecTynieHnn. Kommccnsa pekomeHg0Bana npokypopy

73613k 1 Moppuc 1994: 579-590. 74Tam
e, 579-581; l'ytmaH 1995: 16-18. 75
FytmaH 1995: 24.
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General persevere in the case, at which point Shalom put Zamir under consid-
erable pressure to terminate the all inquiries. In spite of this, on June 4, 1984,
Zamir appointed an investigation team headed by State Attorney Yonah Blatman
(1929-2012).7 This time Shin Bet managed to throw suspicion of having commit-
ted homicide on Brigadier General Yitzhak Mordechai, since he was the only one
who had admitted to the Zorea Commission that he had beaten the bus hijackers
after their arrest.

In the end, Mordechai was successfully framed as the main suspect through
Shin Bet’s statements. On August 12, 1985, the Blatman Commission concluded
there was no sufficient proof to charge Mordechai with having murdered the kid-
nappers. But it recommended putting him and other members of Shin Bet, as well
as three police officers, on trial for assault and battery. On the orders of Zamir,
Mordechai was subjected to a disciplinary procedure by the army in which he was
acquitted on August 18, 1985 after a seven-minute hearing. Shortly after that, he
was promoted to major general.”” The five other members of Shin Bet that were
involved in the case were likewise acquitted of their assault and battery charges
in a special disciplinary procedure.”®

At this point, the “Bus Line 300 Affair” would have been the end of it had
not high-ranking Shin Bet members turned it into the Shin Bet Affair. Although
Shalom’s deputy Reuven Hazak (1938-) had been privy to the cover-up scheme of
the Shin Bet, with Shalom intimating to him that it had been agreed to by then
Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir, Hazak soon discovered that Shalom had acted on
his own initiative. Thereupon, on October 14, 1985, Hazak asked Shalom to resign.

Two high-ranking Shin Bet representatives, Rafi Malka (1943-), head of the
operations division, and Peleg Radai (1938-), head of the protection and secu-
rity department, joined in supporting Hazak. They were of the opinion “that the
service’s tradition of honest reporting was crucial to the Shin Bet’s efficient func-
tioning both internally and externally in its relations with the Ministry of Justice
and the courts.”” When Shalom refused to comply with Hazak’s demand, Hazak
turned to the new Prime Minister Shimon Peres.

Peres commented on his meeting with Hazak, who had already been
described to him by Shalom as an “over-ambitious deputy®°, on October 29, 1985:
“He [Shalom] said that action is being taken against him from within the service.

76 Ibid. 27.

77 Black and Morris 1994: 584.

78 Ibid. 584-585; Gutman 1995: 28-32.
79 Black and Morris 1991: 405.

80 Ibid.
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leHepan npojo/mkan HacTanmeBaTb Ha paccnefoBaHuK, nocie yero LLlanom okasan
3HaunTeNbHOe AaBneHve Ha 3aMupa, Tpebys NpekpaTUTb BCe paccnefoBaHUs. HecmMoTps Ha
370, 4 NtoHA 1984 roga 3aMmp HasHaUWN CNeACTBEHHYIO FPynny BO rnase C rocyjapcTBeHHbIM
NMPOKypopoM VioHaxom BnaTtmaHoMm (1929-2012).76 Ha sToT pas LLUnH beT yaanocb BO3NOXUTL
nozo3peHuve B youiicTBe Ha bpuragHoro reHepana Muxaka Mopaexas, NOCKObKY OH 6bl
€VIHCTBEHHbBIM, KTO MPU3HAaICa KOMUCCUYM 30pes, UTo U36MA YroHLLMKOB aBTobyca nocae nx
apecra.

B ntore, 6narogaps nokasaHusam cotpyaHukos LUK BeT, Mopgaexaii 6b1n ycrnewwHo
npe/jcTaBneH Kak rnasHbIVi nogo3peBaemsilii. 12 asrycta 1985 roga Komuccms BratmaHa npuwina K
BbIBOAY, YTO HET AOCTaTOUHbIX A0Ka3aTeNbCTB AN NpeAbsBieHns Mopgexato 06BUHEHNS B
ybuiictee noxututeneri. OAHaKo OHa pekOMeHA0Baa NpuBAeYb ero 1 Apyrux uneHos LLUNH ber, a
TakKxXe Tpex I'IOI1VILI,eI7ICKI/IX K Cyay no 06BVHEHMIO B HanageHnm n HaHeceHnn no6oes. Mo nprkasy
3amupa Mopgexali 6611 NogBeprHyT ANCLUUNANHAPHOMY B3bICKaHWUIO B apMUK, B X04e KoToporo 18
asrycta 1985 roga nocne ceMMMNHYTHOMO CAyLLIAHUS OH 6bl1 onpasAaH. Bckope nocie 3Toro oH 6bin
npousBe/eH B reHepan-mariopbl.77 MaTte Apyrux yneHos LLNH BeT, npnyacTHbIX K Aeny, Takxe 6blan
onpasAaHbl NO 06BUHEHUNSIM B HanajAeHnn n HaHeceHn no6oes B pamMKax cneymanbHoOro
AVCUMNIVHaPHOro paséupaTenbcTea.78

Ha 3Tom 3tane «/leno aBTobycHO NMHUM 300» MO0 6bl MONOXUTL KOHEL, BCeMY, eC/n bbl
BbICOKOMOCTaB/ieHHble YneHbl LUMH beT He npeepaTuan ero B Aeno LLnH BeT. XoTa 3amecTuTeb
LLlanoma, PeyBeH Xa3sak (1938-), 6b11 B Kypce nnaHa LLnH BeT no cokpbITUIO NpaBgabl, MOCKOAbKY
Lanom HaMeKHyn eMy, 4To 3TO 6bI110 cornacoBaHo ¢ TorAalwHMM NnpemMbep-MUHNUCTPOM Nuxakom
LLlamnpom, Xa3ak Bckope o6Hapyxwun, 4to LLlanom gerictBoBan no cO6CTBEHHON MHULMATMBE.
Mocne sToro, 14 okTabpsa 1985 roaa, Xasak notpebosan ot LLlanoma yiiTn B 0TCTaBKy.

[lBa BbicoKkOMNoOCTaBNeHHbIX NpeactaBuTens LLUnH bet, Papu Manka (1943-), rnaBa
onepaTtuBHoro otaena, u Mener Pagamn (1938-), rnaBa oTAena oxpaHbl 1 6€30NacHOCTY,
nogaep>xann Xasaka. OHV CHUTaNN, YTO «TPAANLMNSA YECTHON OTHETHOCTU CNYXK6bI
1nMeeT peLuatoLLiee 3HaYeHre Ans 3¢dekTnBHOro GyHKLUMOoHMpoBaHuUs LLnH BeT kak
BHYTPUW OpraHunsauumn, Tak U BO BHELLIHVX OTHOLLUEHUSAX C MUHNCTEPCTBOM HOCTULINU U
cypaamm».79 Koraa LLlanom oTkasancsa BbINOMHUTE TpeboBaHMe Xa3aka, Xasak
06paTnACcs K HOBOMY NpeMbep-MUHUCTPY LLInmoHy Mepecy.

MNepec NnpokoMMeHTNPOBAas CBOK BCTpedy ¢ Xa3akoMm, koTtoporo LLlanom paHee
oXapakTepn3oBas Kak «4pe3MepHO aMbuLMo3Horo 3amectntens80», 29 okTabpsa 1985
roga: «OH [LLlanom] ckasan, 4To NPOTMB HEro NPUHUMAIOTCA Mepbl BHYTPY CY>XK6bi».

76Tam xe, 27.

77603k 1 Moppwuc 1994: 584. 78Tam xe,
584-585; lN'ytmaH 1995: 28-32. 79613k 1
Moppwuc 1991: 405. 80Tam >xe.
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Naturally the leader has to be protected. [...] The leader is constantly facing con-
spiracies. [...] Three people within the organization have attempted to proceed
against him. I cannot tolerate such conduct in such an organization.”®! Peres
interpreted Hazak’s accusations against Shalom as a “coup attempt” within the
Shin Bet, even though he had been informed by Shalom that Hazak was prepared
to accept the possibility of having to resign.®? Peres’ coup hypothesis is also
untenable for the reason that Hazak would have acceded to Shalom’s post in only
a matter of months had he not made the issue known to outside circles.

The Maariv journalist Avi Betelheim notes that the meeting with Hazak made
Peres very apprehensive for the secret service that he had politically supported
for over a decade. For patriotic reasons, Peres preferred “to extinguish the fire
as quickly as possible” instead of getting to the bottom of the issue.®* A few days
after their first discussion, Peres let Hazak know:

I have pondered the matter. I have no judicial authority [...]. After the various judicial pro-
ceedings that have already been undertaken, I have arrived at the conclusion that I will
believe the leader. Because you [Shalom and Hazak] are at strife, and such a situation won’t
work in an organization like this one, you have to go. [...] I do not convict you, of course;
I respect your rights. But because of the conflict between the head and his deputy, and
because I have no reason to dismiss the head, I suggest that you go on educational leave.
The matter is herewith settled.®*

The events soon sparked a fierce controversy between the Prime Minister and the
Attorney General, escalating into a serious state affair. At the core of the dispute
was the question as to whether Israel’s existing laws were sufficient for serving the
special security requirements of the country, or whether there were cases that had
to be dealt with outside of the law in a silent arrangement between the respective
state institutions. While the Attorney General and Law Professor Yitzhak Zamir
held up the law and saw it as sufficient for the security requirements of the state,
Prime Minister Peres took a conspicuously uncritical stance towards the Shin Bet.

For Peres, the secret service and all other state security apparatuses had an
almost sacral character and were not to be touched under any circumstances.
Whereas Zamir intended to hold the Shin Bet responsible for their alleged crimi-
nal act, Peres did everything in his power to shield them from the law. He totally
ruled out the possibility that the secret service might have indeed acted unlaw-

81 Gutman 1995: 36.

82 Ibid. 39; Black and Morris 1994: 585.
83 Betelheim 1986.

84 Ibid.; Gutman 1995: 40.
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EcTecTBEHHO, Mnepa HyXXHO 3almLaThb. [...] JIngep NoCTOSHHO CTalKMBaeTcs ¢
3arosopamu. [...] Tpy yenoseka BHYTPW OpraHn3auum nbiTaancb BblABUHYTb NPOTUB
Hero o6BUHeHMA. 51 He MOry TepreTb Takoe NoBejeHMe B TaKol opraHusaumnm».81
Mepec ncronkosan 06BMHeHMSA Xa3aka NpoTus LLlanoma kak «nonbITKy
rocyapCcTBeHHOro nepesopota» BHyTpW LLIMH BeT, xoTa LLanom coobLumn emy, 4to
Xa3ak rotoB MPUHATL BO3MOXHOCTb OTCTaBKN.82 lvnoTte3a Mepeca o rocyAapCcTBEHHOM
nepeBOpOTe TaKXe HecocToATeIbHa, MOCKO/bKY Xa3ak 3aHsn 6bl nocT LLlanoma Bcero 3a
HEeCKoIbKO MecsiLieB, ecnu bbl He J0Ben Ae/o A0 CBeJeHNs BHELLHNX KPYroB.
OHMaapusXypHanuct ABu beTenbxaim oTMeuYaeT, YTO BCTpeya ¢ Xa3akoM Bbi3Bana y Mepeca
cepbe3Hble OMaceHus 3a CeKPeTHYHO CyXBy, KOTOPYI OH MONNTUNYECKN NOAAEPXMBaN bonee AecATr
neT. V13 naTpmoTnyeckmx coobpaxeHuii Mepec npegnoyen «kak MOXHO bbiCTpee NOTYLINTL NoXap»,
BMECTO TOro YTo6bI JOKONATLCA A0 CYTV NPobaembl.83 Hepes HeCkoNbKO AHeil nocne nepeori

becespl Mepec coobLymn Xasaky:

51 06ayman 3T0T BONPOC. Y MeHs HeT CyAe6HbIX MONHOMOUNIA [...]. [locne pa3nnyHbIX Cyae6HbIX
pasbupaTenbCTB, KOTOpbIe YXKe 6bl1N NPoBeeHbI, i NPULLEN K BbIBOAY, YTO MNOBEPIO PYKOBOAUTENHO.
Mockonbky Bbl [LLIanom v Xasak] HaxoauTecb B KOHGNMKTE, a Takasi CMTyaums HeAonycTMa B
opraHmsaummn NoAobHoOro poAa, Bbl JOMKHbI YIATK. [...] KOHEUHO, 51 He ocyX/Aato Bac; st yBaxato BaLu
npa.a. Ho 13-3a KOHPAVKTa Mexy PyKOBOAUTENIEM 1 ero 3aMecTUTeNeM, 1 MOCKO/bKY Y MeHst HeT
OCHOBaHWI YBONIbHATL PYKOBOAMTENSA, A MPpeAnarato Bam YTy B y4ebHbli oTryck. Ha aTom Ageno

peweHo.84

3T COBbLITHS BCKOPE BbI3BaIV OXXECTOUEHHbIN CMOP MEXAY NMPeMbep-MUHUCTPOM Y reHepasbHbIM
NPOKYPOPOM, NepepoCLLnii B CEPbE3HOE roCyAapPCTBEHHOE fe/10. B 0CHOBe cnopa fiexan Bonpoc 0 ToM,
[OCTaTOYHO /IN CYLLECTBYHOLLIMX 3aKOHOB V3panns 415 yA0BNETBOPEHUS 0COBLIX MOTPEGHOCTEN CTpaHb! B
061acTy 6€30MaCHOCTY, UM XXe CYLLECTBYIOT C/ly4aw, KOTOpble AO0MKHbI PACCMaTPUBATLCA BHE PaMOK
3aKOHa B PaMKax HEersacHoro CornalleHys Mexay COOTBETCTBYHOLLMMU FOCYAAPCTBEHHLIMU YUPEXAEHUSMU.
B TO BpeMsi kak reHepanbHbIVi NPoKypop 1 npodeccop npasa Vuxak 3aMup oTcTanmBan 3akoH 1 cunTan ero
[OCTaTOYHbIM /151 06ecrneyeHns 6e30MacHOCTY roCyAapCTBa, NpeMbep-MUHNCTP MNepec 3aHsN SBHO
HEKPUTUYECKYH MO3NLIMIO MO OTHOLLEHNHO K LUNH BeT.

Ans MNepeca cekpeTHas cnyx6a 1 BCe oCcTaNbHbIe rOCyAapCTBEHHbIE CTPYKTYPbl 6€30MacHOCTY
MMeNn NoYTN cakpanbHbI XapakTep 1 He NoAnexany HUKakoMy BMeLLaTenbCTBy. B To Bpems Kak
3amup HamepeBancs Npueneyb LLINH BeT K OTBETCTBEHHOCTU 3a UX NpeAnonaraemMoe npecTyrnHoe
nesiHve, MNepec fenan Bce BOSMOXHOE, YTOBbI 3aLLUTUTL UX OT 3aKoHa. OH MOIHOCTLH UCKAUNA

BO3MOXXHOCTb TOro, YTO CeKpeTHasa cny>K63 AGVICTBMTEHbHO mMorna ,quICTBOBaTb MNPOTUBO3aKOHHO.

81lNyTmaH 1995: 36.

82Tam xe, cTp. 39; bisk 1 Moppwuc, 1994: 585. 83
Betenbxaiim 1986.

84Tam xe; N'ytmaH 1995: 40.
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fully. In Zamir’s eyes, the affair was much more than a purely security-political
matter. It was not just the murder of Palestinian prisoners in the “Bus Line 300
Affair” that worried him, but also the conduct of the Shin Bet members towards
the investigative commissions. For Peres, however, the highest precept remained
to prevent any investigation into the Shin Bet Affair. This repeatedly brought him
into conflict with the law. Initially, Peres relied on dealing with the affair inter-
nally by means of personnel decisions. In doing so, the Prime Minister unleashed
an avalanche of events over which he almost failed to regain control.

After Hazak, Malka, too, was fired. He appealed to the Supreme Court, seeking
to push through his own reappointment as well as Shalom’s dismissal by way of
legal action. A little later, Radai voluntarily handed in his resignation, as he was
no longer willing to support the policies of Shin Bet. These occurrences had not
yet come to the public’s attention, but they did cause some anxiety within Shin
Bet and the prosecuting authorities.®®

Finally, Hazak himself contacted the Attorney General and his staff to provide
first-hand information about the cover-up. After secretly questioning the three
Shin Bet dissidents for days, Zamir came to be convinced that their statements,
according to which Shalom intentionally misled the two investigation committees
to evade responsibility for having issued the order to kill the two captive Palestin-
ians, were indeed truthful.

Zamir prompted Peres to dismiss the four people directly involved in the
attempted cover-up — Shalom, Ginossar and the two legal advisors of the secret
service — but Peres refused. He insisted on an internal settlement of the conflict,
and suggested that the Attorney General appoint a former Shin Bet member —
Josef Harmelin (1922-1994), the Shin Bet Chief from 1963 to 1974, and eventu-
ally Shalom’s successor from June 1986 to March 1988 — as investigator. Zamir
declined, feeling that as a partisan of Shin Bet, Harmelin would contribute little
to finding the truth.3¢

Shortly before Zamir left office he managed to initiate further investigations
into the affair. This move once again brought him into conflict with Prime Minister
Peres as the latter strictly opposed any inquiries. Peres remained convinced that
state security would be endangered by the investigations because Shin Bet, one
of the pillars of the Israeli security systems, would be moved into the spotlight.
He countered Zamir’s demands with stalling tactics. As commander in chief of
Shin Bet, Peres hesitated for some weeks before responding and finally granting
a meeting to the Shin Bet dissident. He quoted “state security” and the “welfare

85 Gutman 1995: 40-41.
86 Ihid. 43.
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B rnasax SaMMpa 3TO Aeno 6bIN10 YeM-TO ropasgo 60/bLUNM, YEM NpoCTO BONpPOC 6e3o0MmacHOCTU U
nonnTUKN. Ero 6ecrnokonno He ToNbKO y6I/II71CTBO NanecTMHCKNX 3aK/IIDYEHHbIX B paMKax «Aena Ne
300», HO 1 NoBegeHne coTpyAHMKOB LLUnH BeT no oTHOLLEHWIO K cneAcTBeHHbIM KoMUCCUAM. OfHaKo
Ans MNepeca BbICLUMM MPUHLMNOM OCTaBanoCh HernpekpallaTe pacciegoBaHue gena LWnH bet. 3710
HeOAHOKPAaTHO NPUBOANIO €ro K KOH¢}1I/IKTy C 3aKOHOM. I'IepBOHaHaano I'Iepec nonaranca Ha
BHYTpeHHee yperyanpoBaHue Aefa NocpescTBOM KaApoBbIX peLleHuiA. Mpu 3ToM npemMbep-
MUWHWNCTP crnpoBounpoBan n1aBnHy CcobbITUIA, Haj KOTopbIM/ eMy e/iBa He ya/l0Cb BOCCTAaHOBUTb
KOHTpPO/b.

Mocne Xa3aka 6611 yBoneH n Manka. OH nogan anennsumio B BepxosHbIli cyg,
CTpeMsCb J06UTLCS Kak CBOEro MOBTOPHOMO Ha3HauYeHus, Tak U yBOSIbHEHUS
LLlanoma B cysebHoM nopsigke. YyTb nosxe Pagali 4o06poBonbHO nogan B
OTCTaBKy, MOCKO/bKY 60/bLLe He Xenan nogaepXxuneatb NoanTuky LUnH bet. 31n
CObbITVA eLLe He CTann AOCTOsHUEM 06LLEeCTBEHHOCTW, HO OHU BbI3Bain
HekoTopyto Tpesory B LUWH BeT 1 B npokypatype.85

B KOHLe KOHLI0B, Xa3ak cam CBA3a/Cs C reHepaabHbIM MPOKYPOPOM 1 ero
COTPYAHMKaMK, YTOBbI NPeAoCcTaBUTb MHGOPMALMIO N3 NEPBbIX PYK O COKPLITUN NPaBab.
Mocne HeckoNbKMX AHeN TalHOro fonpoca Tpex guccngaeHTos 3 LUnH Bet 3amup ybeanncs B
NpaBANBOCTY X MOKa3aHWI, COrnacHo KoTopbiM LLlanom HamepeHHo BBeN B 3abayxaeHne
ABe CneACcTBEHHbIe KOMUCCUK, YTODbI 136exaTb OTBETCTBEHHOCTU 3a OTAauy npurkasa o6
ybuiicTBe ABYX 3aXBaueHHbIX ManecTuHLUEB.

3amup ybeann Mepeca yBoNUTb YeTbipex YesioBeK, HeMoCpPeACTBEHHO NMPUYACTHBIX K
nonbITKe COKPbITUA Npasapl - LLlanoma, MMHoccapa 1 ABYX IOpUANYECKUX COBETHNKOB
cekpeTHOV cnyx6bl, - HO Mepec oTkasancs. OH HacTanBan Ha BHYTPeHHEM yperyanpoBaHum
KOH)ANKTa 1 NPeAIoXn reHepasibHOMY NPOKYPOPY Ha3zHaunTb CefoBaTenem obiBLLEero
coTpyAHviKa LUK BeT - Mo3seda XapmenuHa (1922-1994), rnasy LLvH beT ¢ 1963 no 1974 rog,
a 3aTeM npeemHuka LLlanoma c noHsA 1986 roga no mapTt 1988 roga. 3amunp oTkasancs,
nocumTas, 4To, byAyun cTOpoHHMKOM LLIMH BeT, XapmennH Mano 4to cMoxeT caenatb 4N
yCTaHOBJIEHNSA UCTUHBI.86

Hesapgonro fo yxoaa 3amupa ¢ nocta npemMmbep-MUHUCTPa eMy YAanocb MHNLMNPOBATL AaNbHelLlee
paccnezioBaHve 3TOro ena. 3ToT LWar BHOBb BBE/ ero B KOHGIVKT C NpeMbep-MUHUCTPOM Mepecom,
MOCKO/IbKY I'IOCﬂe,D,HVII?’I KaTeropun4yecku BbiCtynan npotme No6bIX paCCﬂeAOBaHVIVI. I'Iepec ocCTaBanca
y6e>K,EI,EHHbIM, YTO paccieoBaHNA MOCTaBAT NOJ Yyrpo3y rocygapCcrBeHHy 6e30nacHoOCTb, NOCKOJIbKY LwnH
ber, OAWH N3 CTONMOB I/I3paVI}1bCKOl7I cncTemMbl 6€30MacHOCTY, OKaXEeTCA B LUEeHTpe BHUMaHUA. OH
NpoTUBOAECTBOBaN TpeboBaHNAM 3ammpa TakTUKOI 3aTarmBaHus. byayyumn rnaBHokoMaHayowmm LLUnH
ber, I'Iepec HeCKOo/1bKO Hejenb Kone6anc9|, npexaje 4yem oTBeTUTb N, HaKOHeL, NpeAoCTaBUTb BCTpeyy

AvccnaeHTy u3 LLMH BeT. OH cocnancs Ha «rocyAapCTBEHHY0 6e30MacHOCTb» U «61arocoCTOHME.

85lyTmaH 1995: 40-41. 86
Tam xe, 43.
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of the state” as reasons for his decision to avoid an investigation at all costs.?” He
was downright appalled by the idea of seeing the secret service caught up in a
police investigation as this amounted to a heresy in his eyes:

As head of state, it is my duty to protect this organization [Shin Bet] as it grapples with
secret and complex matters and requires this protection. After all, its people — in contrast to
other people in uniform - act in a legal gray area, which is why I must grant it the necessary
defense [...]. It is an excellent organization. I believe the Chief and defended him because
he should not appear before the public. [...] In the event of a court case, he would need the
support of attorneys. And also previous cases would have to be discussed. Therefore, it is
my security-political objective to leave the matter alone. [...] This could do serious harm to
the service.®®

The central motive of this argumentation is the security of the state, in this case
epitomized by an Israeli internal security service that is supposed to remain
untouchable despite allegations being brought against it. Similar to Peres’ com-
ments on the Lavon Affair, published in 1995, the actual events are shifted into
the background.® Instead, Peres applies a victim discourse when talking about
Shin Bet, portraying its strengths — its secret mode of operation and its ability to
act within a grey zone — as weaknesses in order to justify the special protection of
Shin Bet from the law. He is concerned that a court trial might expose question-
able methods applied by the secret service. Accordingly, his final resolution is “to
leave the matter alone.”

In reply to Zamir, Peres invokes that judicial procedures against Shalom
would seriously impair the struggle against terrorism: “My duty is to fight ter-
rorism, and for this purpose I need the best man. This man is Abrum [Avraham
Shalom], so let him do his work.” Zamir and his team were put under enormous
pressure by this statement that a judicial inquiry would endanger “one’s own
people” and paralyze important security-political structures.®®

In April and May 1986, before the dismissal of the Attorney General on June
1, 1986, an unprecedented contention about the status of the Israeli secret ser-
vices and their relationship to the law flared up between Zamir on the one side,
and Peres, his closest “cabinet of ministers” (Foreign Minister Yitzhak Shamir
and Minister of Defense Yitzhak Rabin, 1922-1995) and the Israeli government
on the other. Were the circumstances of the Palestinian hijackers’ deaths to be
investigated any further? Or do the members of the Shin Bet enjoy an implicitly

87 Betelheim: 1986.
88 Gutman 1995: 47.
89 Amar-Dahl 2010: 147-164.
90 Betelheim 1986.
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«rocyapcTBa» — Tak OH Ha3Ban NPUYMHbLI CBOEro peLLeHus No6ol LieHo nsbexars pacciejoBaHmns.87
Ero coBepLUeHHO yXacHya MbiC/lb O TOM, YTO CeKpeTHas cnyxKba MoXeT 6biTb BOB/eYeHa B NoauLeiickoe

paccnefoBaHvie, MOCKobKY B €ro r1asax 3To 6b110 epeckHo:

Kak rnaBa rocyaapctsa, st 06s13aH 3aLMLLaTh 3Ty opraHusauuio [LLnH beT], nockosnbky oHa 3aH1MaeTcst
CEKPETHBLIMM 1 CIOXHBIMU A8NaMU 1 HYX/AAeTCs B 3TOM 3aLuTe. B KOHLie KOHL0B, ee COTPYAHVKM - B OT/IMYMne
OT Apyrux ntojeli B opme - AelicTBYIOT B MPaBOBOV Cepoli 30He, N03TOMY S JO/IKeH obecneunTs et
Heo6X0ANMYI0 3aLUTY [...]. 3TO OTIMYHas OpraHM3auvs. fl BepHo HavanbHUKY 1 3alLyLLan ero, MOTOMy YTO OH
He JJo/IXKeH MOoABAATLCA Ha ny6avke. [...] B ciyvae cype6HOro pasérpatensctBa eMy noTpebyeTcs noasepxka
aaBokaToB. Takxe Heobxo4MMo byseT 0bcyanTb NpeabligyLume Aena. MostoMy Mosti 3agaqa B chepe
6e30MacHOCTA 1 MONNTMKMN - OCTaBWTb 3TOT BOMPOC B MOKOE. [...] 3TO MOXET HaHEeCTU cepbe3HbIi Bpey,

cnyx6e.88

LleHTpasbHbIM MOTMBOM 3TOW apryMeHTaLum senseTcs 6e30nacHoOCTb rocy4apcTea, B JaHHOM
C/lydae BOMJIOLLEHHAs B U3PanNbCKO Cyxbe BHyTpeHHel 6e30nacHOCTH, KOTopas A0/XKHa
0CTaBaTbCA HENpPUKacaeMow, HeCMOTPSA Ha BblABUHYTbIE NPOTUB Hee 06BMHeHMS. Mog06HO
KoMMeHTapusim Mepeca no geny J/laBoHa, ony6/iMKoBaHHbIM B 1995 rogy, peanbHble cObbITUSA
OTOABUraloTCA Ha BTOPOI NnaH.89 BmecTo 3Toro MNepec ncnonb3syeTt ANCKYPC XXepTBbl, FOBOPS O
LLIvH BeT, n3o6paxas ero cu/ibHble CTOPOHbI — CEKPETHbIV PeXnM paboTbl 1 CMOCOBHOCTL
felicTBOBaTb B «CepOi 30He» - Kak c1abocTy, YTo6bI orpaBjaTb 0cobyto 3aWwuTy LLnH beT ot
3aKkoHa. OH onacaeTcs, YTo cyAebHoe pa3bupaTensCcTBO MOXET BbIIBUTb COMHUTENIbHbIE METOAbI,
nprvMeHsieMble ceKpeTHoW cnyx60ori. COOTBETCTBEHHO, ero OKOHYaTe/IbHOe peLleHne - «0CTaBUTb
3TO fjeN0 B NoKoe».

B oTBeT Ha 3asBneHne 3amupa Mepec yTBepXAaeT, 4UTo cyaebHble pa3brpatenscTBa NpoTuB
LLlanoma cepbe3Ho NogopBYT 60pb6Y C TeppopusaMom: «Moli Aonr — 60pOTLCSA C TEPPOPU3MOM, U
A9 3TOr0 MHE HYXXeH Ny4YLunii Yenosek. OTOT YenoBek — A6pyM [ABpaam LLianom], Tak nycTb OH
Zilenaet cBol paboTy». 3aMu1p 1 ero KoMaHAa NoABeprincL OrpoOMHOMY AaB/IEHNIO 13-3a 3TOr0
3asiBNeHNA 0 TOM, UTO CyAebHoe pacciefoBaHme NOCTaBUT NOJ Yrpo3y «COBCTBEHHbIV Hapoa» U
napanusyet BaXHble CUN0Bble 1 NOAUTUYECKMNE CTPYKTYPbI.90

B anpene n mae 1986 roga, ;0 OTCTaBKU reHepasbHOro NPoKypopa B UKOHE...

1 AaHBapsa 1986 roga mexay 3aMmpom, C OAHOM CTOPOHBI, 1 MNepecom, ero 6anxaiLnNM «kabrHeTom
MWHNCTPOB» (MUHUCTPOM MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen Mixakom LLiaMmpom 1 MUHUCTPOM 060pOHbI VLxakom
PabuHom, 1922-1995), 1 N3pannbCKMM NPaBUTENLCTBOM, C APYroli, pasropencs 6ecnpeLeseHTHbIN

Crop o cTaTyce U3PannbCKNX CEKPETHBIX CYX6 1 X OTHOLLEHWM K 3aKOoHY. CiejyeT v NpoBOANTL

JanbHelillee pacciefoBaHme 06CTOATENbCTB rnbenn NanecTUHCKUX YroHLWmMKos camoneTos? Mnum

e yneHbl LLIMH BeT obnagatoT HernacHbIM NPaBoOM Ha...

87beTenbxaiim: 1986.
88lytmaH 1995: 47. 89Amap-
Janb 2010: 147-164. 90
BeTtenbxaiim 1986.
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assumed immunity from the law due to the national task of fighting terrorism that
is entrusted to them? And should they accordingly be spared any investigation
that concerns civil offenses falling under civil law, such as in the present case of
alleged wrongful deaths?

The Attorney General initially insisted that the investigation be continued,
but relenting in the course of the controversy and being willing to forego any
further inquest — provided that the four Shin Bet suspects were removed from
their offices. But they, with the support of their political allies, continued to insist
on their immunity from being investigated or, for that matter, from suffering
any further consequences. Zamir declared: “Things have been done for which
someone must be held accountable, so that something like this does not happen
again. Such cover-up maneuvers before the judicial branch must never happen
again.””!

But Peres remained adamant. On the occasion of a no-confidence vote against
his government following the Shin Bet Affair, he declared before the Knesset on
June 30, 1986:

Rule of law means that not only the accuser but also the accused is granted rights. Each may
defend themselves as is allowed by the law. [...] I have arrived at the conclusion that there
are weighty security-political reasons [against the investigation]. In the event of an investi-
gation I would have to allow the service to present precedents which the entire state [what
is meant is Israeli society] wishes to see treated as secret matters. [...] And because the gov-
ernment is not able to grant the defendant [the Shin-Bet] the same position as the accuser
[attorney], a situation of inequality [before the law] to the disadvantage of the defendant
arises. This is why I am fully convinced that fighting terrorism is essentially impossible
without secrecy. This is by no means an attempt to use the argument of security merely as
a pretext.*?

Peres maintains that in cases such as this one the rule of law cannot be satis-
fied, because given their special tasks the accused persons are not in a situation
where they can let themselves be defended. The government cannot allow such a
lawsuit to happen, as this would mean that state secrets would be disclosed. For
Peres, the work of the secret service has a special status within the law, even if
he does not explicitly state this. He also fails to describe in any more detail what
such special status actually involves.

In any case he is convinced that strict secrecy is the only means of guaran-
teeing national security, which holds the highest priority in his political thinking.

91 Gutman 1995: 48.
92 Ibid. 50.
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Pa3Be 3T0 03Hay4aeT, YTo OHU 06/1a4al0T UMMYHWUTETOM OT 3aKOHa B CU/Y BO3/I0XKEHHO Ha HIX HaLMOHaNbHol 3a4a4m 60pbobl
C TEppOpVIBMOM? n AO/IKHbI 1N OHU, COOTBETCTBEHHO, 6bITb OCBOGOX(AGHI:-I oT ntoboro paccneoBaHus, KacatoLlerocs
rpaxaaHckmnx I'IpaBOHapyLLIeHVIVI, nognaaatowmx nog AeI7ICTBI/Ie rpaXKAaHCKoro rnpaea, Takux Kak HbIHELUHWIA cnyual?l
npeAnonaraeMoﬁ cMepTu no HeOCTOpO)KHOCTI/I?

l'eHepasibHbI MPOKYPOP NMepBOHaYabHO HacTanBasl Ha NMPOAO/KEHNN PaccieJOBaHNS, HO B
X0Ze MoNeMUKM YCTYNUA 1 6bl roToB 0TKa3aTbCs OT Aa/ibHelillero paséupatenscTea — npu
YCNOBUM, YTO YeTBEPO Nojo3peBaeMbix U3 LLVH BeT 6yAyT oTcTpaHeHbl OT CBOUX AOMKHOCTEN.
OAHaKo OHW, NpY NOAAEP>KKE CBOUX MONNTUYECKNX COO3HUKOB, NPOAO/KANN HacTauBaTb Ha CBOel
HernprKOCHOBEHHOCTU OT paccieAoBaHms 1, CO6CTBEHHO rOBOPS, OT KaKNX-IMGB0 AaNbHeRLLINX
nocneAcTBuiA. 3aMup 3anaBun: «Bbln coBepLUEeHbl AeliCTBUS, 3@ KOTOPbIE KTO-TO JOJIXKEH NMOHeCTn
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, YTO6bI MOZO6HOE 60/bLLE He MOBTOPUNOCH. [0A406HbIE MOMbLITKW COKPLITUSA

npaBgabl B Cyae6HON CcTEME HUKOTAa 60/1bLUe He A0/KHbI MOBTOPSATLCS».91

Ho Mepec ocTaBancs HenpeknoHeH. B cBsi3n ¢ BOTYyMOM HeA0Bepus ero
npaBuTeNbCTBY Nocne nHumaeHTa B LLnH beT oH 3aaBun nepegkKHeccer30 oHS
1986 ropa:

BepXxoBeHCTBO NpaBa 03Ha4aeT, YTo NpaBa NPeAoCTaB/ISOTCA He TOIbKO 06BUHUTENIO, HO 1 06BMHSEMOMY.
Kaxzbli MOXeT 3aLymiiaTe cebst B COOTBETCTBUM C 3aKOHOM. [...] 1 npuLLen K BbIBOAY, YTO CyLLeCTBYIOT Beckme
NPUYUHBI, CBSi3aHHbIe C 6@30MacHOCTbLIO 1 MONNTUKON [MPOTUB paccnefoBaHus]. B cnyyae paccnegoBaHus MHe
NpYLLNOCE 6bl NO3BONUTL CYX6e NpeACTaBUTh NpeLeseHTbl, KOTOpble BCe FoCyAapcTBo [MMeeTcs B BUAY
n3panibckoe o6LLecTBO] XenaeT paccMaTpmMBaTh Kak cekpeTHble gena. [...] A MockobKy NpaBUTENbCTBO He
MOXET NpesocTaBnTb 06BMHsIeMOMY [LLIMH-BeT] Te e npaBa, 4To 1 06BNHUTENIO [agBOKaTy], BO3HMKaeT
CUTyaums HepaBeHCTBa [nepes 3akoHOM] B yLLep6 06B1HAEMOMY. IMEHHO MO3TOMY 5t MOJIHOCTLIO y6eX/eH,
4TO 6Opbba C TEPPOPU3MOM MO CYTU HEBO3MOXHA 6€3 CEKPETHOCTU. ITO HI B KOEM C/ly4Yae He MonbITka

MCMoNb30BaTh apryMeHT 6e30MacHOCTU LLb Kak npejnor.92

Mepec yTBEPXKAAET, UTO B MOZO6HbLIX C/TyUyasix BEPXOBEHCTBO NPaBa He MOXeET 6bITb CO6/OAEHO,
MOCKOJIbKY, YUMTbIBasi UX 0COBble 06A3aHHOCTY, O6BUHSIEMbIE HE HAXOAATCS B CUTYaLMM, KOTAA OHU
MOTyYT NO3BONUTL ce6e 3aLunTy. MPaBUTENBCTBO He MOXET A0MNYCTUTL MOA06HOM0 CyAe6HOro
pas6brpaTenbCTBa, NOCKObKY 3TO 03HaYaso 6bl pasrialleHune rocyapcTBeHHbIX ceKpeToB. Mo
MHeHwuto MNepeca, paboTa cekpeTHOW CyX6bl MMeeT 0Cobbli CTaTyC B paMKax 3akoHa, Jaxe ecv OH
npsiMo 06 3ToM He roBopuT. OH TakXe He onuckiBaeT 6osee NOAPOBHO, YTO MMEHHO
nozpasymeBaeT 3TOT 0CObbIli cTaTyC.

B nto6om cny4ae oH y6e>K,qu, YTO CTpOorasa CeKpeTHOCTb — eMHCTBEHHOE CpeACTBO obecneveHus

HaLl,VIOHaI'IbHOVI 6e3onacHocTy, KOTOpaa 3aHMaeT NepBOCTENEHHOE MEeCTO B €ro noJINTUYeCKnX B3rngagax.

91lyTmaH 1995: 48. 92
Tam xe. 50.
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Consequently, the security authorities, including their methods of operation, can
neither be subjected to the principle of rule of law nor to any universally valid
legislation. For Peres, the secret service with its “special task of fighting terror-
ism” should be the concern of a very small circle of “security experts” within the
executive.

Zamir, however, who had experienced intelligence methods first hand®3, took
the view that in this case the security argument is merely a pretext, misused for
the purpose of covering up questionable intelligence practices. He felt obliged
to bring this matter before the court and filed a suit with the police, presenting
evidence against Shalom and other Shin Bet members. On May 30, 1986, right
before his dismissal and only a short time after the affair had gone public, Zamir
presented his position to the press, the majority of which were soon on his side:

Peres said that [ was put under no pressure whatsoever [to refrain from an investigation].
Perhaps one should ask what exactly he means by ‘pressure on the attorney.’ [...] I cannot
accept that [military] censorship prohibits the affair from being made public. [...] I do not
believe that a publication painting a comprehensive picture of the affair will endanger
national security. It may cause certain people some embarrassment. I think it would be
appropriate to first inform the public of the facts, so that we can have a more intelligent
debate. I am firmly convinced that even then some would demand no action be taken
against the people against whom such serious allegations have been made. But it is beyond
question that essential aspects of democratic rules are being violated by withholding facts
from the public.®*

As Zamir sees it, democratic values such as the flow of information and the divi-
sion of powers are reconcilable with the Israeli primacy of security. By contrast,
Peres perceives security policy and intelligence activities as something that
should be dealt with exclusively behind closed doors. To him, the mere fact that
the affair has shifted Shin Bet into the center of the public eye is already enough
to endanger national security. In other words, Shin Bet shall not be deprived of
its mystique.

For this long-serving politician, one property of the Israeli order is the taken-
for-granted exclusion of society, judicial power and the Knesset from the sphere
of security. To what extent this political culture had already been established in
Israel by this point is illustrated by Peres’ remark, as quoted earlier: “In the event
of an investigation I would have to allow the service to present precedents which
the entire state wants to see as a secret matter.”

93 Gutman 1995: 50-51.
94 Haaretz, May 30, 1986.
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CnegoBaTenbHO, opraHbl 6€30MacHOCTL, BKIOYas METOAbl X PaboTbl, HE MOTYT NOAUYNHATLCS HU
NPVHLMNY BEPXOBEHCTBA MpaBa, HYU KakoMy-11M60o YyHUBepCcanbHOMY 3aKOHOAATENbCTBY. M0 MHEHMI0
MNepeca, cekpeTHast cnyxba co cBoeli «0coboii 3asayeli 60pbObI C TEPPOPM3IMOM» AO0MKHA BbITh
npesMeToM BHYMaHUWSA O4YeHb Y3KOro Kpyra «3KCrnepToB Nno 6e30MacHoCTV» B UCMOAHUTEIbHO
BNacTn.

OpHako 3aMup, MMeBLLUWIA HeMoCpeACTBEHHBI OMbIT PaboTsl C MeToAaMu pa3Beakn93, cumTan,
YTO B JaHHOM C/lyYae apryMeHT o0 6e30MacHOCTY ABASETCSA VWb NPeANoroM, UCNONb30BaHHbLIM ANS
COKPbITUS COMHUTE/IbHBIX METOA0B PaboTbl passeskun. OH NOCYMTaN HEO6XOANMBIM JOBECTN 3TO
ZleNo 0 cyAa 1 Nojan 1Uck B NOANLMIO, NPeACTaBMB JoKasaTenbCcTBa NpoTus LLanoma v gpyrux
uneHos LLUnH BeT. 30 mas 1986 rosa, He3aA0Nro A0 CBOEro YBO/IbHEHWNS 1 BCKOPE Noc/ie Toro, Kak
Z\eN0 CTano JOCTOsHMEM 06LLEeCTBEHHOCTW, 3aMUP N310XU CBOKO MO3NLMIO Npecce, 60/1bLLUMHCTBO

KOTOpPOI1 BCKOPe BCTa/I0 Ha €ro CTOPOHY:

lMepec ckasan, YTo Ha MeHs He 0Ka3blBasoCb HUKAKOro AaBNeHNs [C LieNbio 3aCTaBUTh MEHs BO3epXaTbCs OT
paccnegoBaHus]. BosMoXHO, cnegyeT CnpocuTb, YTO UMEHHO OH Mojpa3syMeBaeT Nnoj «AaBJeHnemM Ha
agsokata. [...] 1 He Mory cornacuTbcsi € TeM, 4TO [BOeHHas] LieH3ypa 3anpeLyaeT o6Hapo0BaHMe 3Toro Aena.
[...]1 1 He Bepto, YTO Ny6AVKALWMS, NPEACTABAAIOLLASA NOMHYIO KAPTUHY 3TOrO Aena, MOCTaBUT MOJ Yrposy
HaLVoHanbHyto 6€30MNacHOCTb. TO MOXET Bbi3BaTh Y HEKOTOPbLIX Nt0jeli HekoTopoe cMmyLiieHUe. 5 gymato,
6b1/10 6bl yMECTHO CHavana NPoVHPOPMMPOBaTL 06LLECTBEHHOCTL O pakTax, YTobbl Mbl MOT/IM NPOBECTU
60n1ee OCMbICIEHHYHO ANCKYCCUIO. Sl TBEPAO YBeX/AEeH, UTO Jaxe TOorAa HekoTopble MOTPe6ytoT, UTo6L! He
npeanpnHNManncb HUKakume AeﬁCTBMﬂ npoTtue HPOAEVI, APOTUB KOTOPbIX 6binn BbIABVHYTbI CTONIb CEPbEe3Hble
06BUHEeHMsi. HO HECOMHEHHO, YTO COKpbITVE GaKTOB OT 06LLECTBEHHOCTU HapyLLaeT CyLlecTBeHHbIe acnekTbl

JAeMoKpaTnyecknx npasun.94

Mo MHeHWto 3amMupa, AeMoKpaTUYecke LIeHHOCTH, Takve Kak cBo6oja o6MeHa nHpopmaLmeit 1
pasgeneHue BnacTeli, COrnacyoTcs ¢ nproputeTom 6e3onacHocTy B M3paune. Mepec xe, HaNnpoTms,
CUMUTAET, YTO NONTUKA 6e30MacHOCTU 1 pa3BeAblBaTeIbHas ASTENbHOCTb AO/MKHbI 06CYXKAATHCS
NCKOYNTENBHO 3a 3aKPbITbIMK ABEPAMU. [IN8 HEro caMm $pakT Toro, 4To 3To Aeno BbiBeno LLUnH bet
B LEHTP BHUMaHWs 06LLECTBEHHOCTH, YXKe A0CTaTOMEH A/1St TOrO, YUTOBbI MOCTaBUTb MOA Yrpo3y
HaLMoHanbHyto 6e30MacHoCTb. Jpyrimu cnosamu, LLINH BeT He foXeH NnLWaTLCA cBOEl opeosia
TaMHCTBEHHOCTU.

[N 3TOro NMONNTVIKA C MHOTOIETHIM CTaXeM OAHOM 13 0CO6EeHHOCTe 13panabCKoro nopsiaka
ABAsieTCs camo co60ii pasymetoLLieecs UCKYeHre obLLecTBa, cyae6HoO Bnactu u...KHeccetns
cdepbl 6e30MacHOCTU. HackoNbKo 3Ta MOANTMYECKas KynbTypa yxe yTBepaunace B Vi3paune Kk sTomy
MOMEHTY, UNNIOCTPUPYET 3amMeyaHme Mepeca, LMTUPOBAHHOE paHee: «B cnyyae paccnefoBaHus
MHE NPULLNOCH 6bl PaspeLLnTb CyX6e NpeacTaBUTh NpeLeieHTbl, KOTOPbIe BCe rocyAapcTBO XoueT

paccmMaTprBaTh Kak CEKPETHYI MHPOPMAaLIMIO».

93lyrmaH 1995: 50-51. 94
Xaapey30 mas 1986 .
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This presupposition made by an establishment man and bearer of hope for
the Zionist Left, according to which there is a social consensus to remain silent
on certain topics as well as the concurrent assumption that society is identical
with the state, demonstrate to what extent Peres has internalized security as a
universal task of politics. In his understanding this goal can ultimately only be
accomplished by security organizations using their own methods of operation
while society remains excluded. Security is thought of as the security experts’
field of competence, by no means an object of public debate. Against the back-
drop of this perception, it may be explained why Peres kept the Knesset, his own
party and even his own government in the dark right up to the moment the affair
came to light.

From this point on, the events threatened to spin out of control. Shortly
after, on June 1, 1986, Attorney General Zamir was ousted. But as he had already
personally filed an indictment against the four Shin Bet suspects with the chief
of police and instructed him to take up investigations, Zamir’s successor Josef
Harish (1923-2013) had to deal with his predecessor’s problematic legacy.”

Now a new proposition shifted into focus, namely that the defendants should
be pardoned, by which the earlier process and guilty verdict would be waived.
The person authorized to carry out such a procedure was the president of the
state. This office was held by Chaim Herzog (1918-1997), a lawyer, former chief of
Aman and co-founder of Rafi, and given his personal and political relationship
with Peres, as well as his security-political ideology, he was indeed willing to con-
tribute to the “rescue of the security service and state security.” On June 25, 1986,
Herzog went ahead with the procedure and put the pardon to a vote in a cabinet
meeting.%®

As was to be expected, the amnesty of the Shin Bet’s suspects provoked a
wave of criticism in the Israeli press, particularly aimed against a political lead-
ership that bent the law by using “cheap tricks.” The Israeli lawyer and journalist
Moshe Neghi (1949-) interprets the role of the Israeli government in the Shin Bet
Affair as “a rebellion against the constitutional state and the rule of law.”” The
outrage in the country reached a peak.

But ultimately even the pardon could not avert a police investigation, which
led to all four pardoned persons resigning by the end of 1986. In August, the
Supreme Court upheld the legal validity of the pardons, so that a government
crisis was avoided. The result of the police investigation was presented to Harish

95 Gutman 1995: 81-82.
96 Ibid. 87-91.
97 Neghi 1987: 9.
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3To NpeAnonoXeHne, BbIABMHYTOE NpeACcTaBUTeNeM UCTEBNNLLMEHTA U HOCUTENEM HaAEXAbl ANst
CYOHWCTCKINX NIeBbIX, COFNIACHO KOTOPOMY CYLLEECTBYeT O6LLEeCTBEHHbI KOHCEHCYC OTHOCUTEIbHO MONYaHWs
o onpejeneHHbIM BONPOCaM, a Takxe 04HOBPEMeHHOe NPeAnoNoXeHVe O TOM, HTO 06LLecTBO
TOXAECTBEHHO roCyAapcTBy, AEMOHCTPUPYIOT, B KaKoii cTeneHu Mepec ycBoun 6e30nacHoCTb Kak
YHUBepCasbHyo 3aZa4y NoAUTUKW. B ero noHrMaHum 3Ta Lesib B KOHEYHOM UTOre MOXET BbiTb A4OCTUTHYTa
TO/IbKO OpraHy3auusaMm 6e30nacHOCTH, NCMONb3YIOLLIMMIM COBCTBEHHbIE METOAbI Pa6oThbl, B TO Bpemst Kak
06LLeCTBO OCTAeTCs CKNIOUYEHHbIM. Be3onacHoCTb paccmaTpuBaeTcs kak chepa KoMNeTeHLMM IKCNepToB
no 6e30MacHOCTN, HUKOMM 06Pa3oM He SIBASOLLAACA NpeaMeToM My6nnyHbIX Ae6atoB. Ha ¢oHe aToro
BOCMPUSTVS MOXHO 06bACHWTL, Noyemy Mepec coxpaHu...KHecceTEro cobcTBeHHas NapTus 1 gaxe

cobCcTBEHHOE NpaBUTE/IbCTBO XPaHWIV MONYaHWe BMNOTb 4O MOMEHTa, Korja Aeno CTano U3BeCTHO.

C 3TOro MOMeHTa COBbITVS FPO3UAN BbIATU N3-N0JA KOHTPOAS. Bckope nocne 3Toro, 1 ntoHs 1986 roga,
reHepanbHbIVi NPOKYPOp 3aMuUp 6biN CMELLEH C A0MKHOCTU. HO NOCKO/LKY OH YXXe INYHO nepesan
HauanbHUKY NONNLK 06BMNHNTENbHOE 3aKNloUeHe NPOTUB YeTbipex nojgo3peBaeMbix 13 LLIMH BeT n
Nopyuun eMy NpOBECTU pacciefoBaHme, NpeeMHIKy 3amupa, Mosedy Xapuwwy (1923-2013), npuwnock
VIMeTb Zleno ¢ npobaemaTUYHbIM HacaejMeM CBOero npejllectseHHmKa.95

Tenepb B LeHTpe BHYMAaHWS 0Ka3a/iocb HOBOE NMpeA/ioXeHne, a UMeHHO, MoMUNoBaHmne
MOACYAVMBIX, B pe3y/ibTaTe KOTOPOro oTMeHsNack 6bl NpeablayLlas npoueaypa v 06BUHUTENbHBI
npurosop. JIMLoM, yNoJHOMOYEHHbIM Ha MPOBeJeHVe Takol NpoLieaypsbl, 6bl1 Npe3ngeHT
rocyAapcrsa. 3Ty A4O/KHOCTb 3aHUMan Xaum lepuor (1918-1997), topucT, 6biBLUNIA rnaBa AMaHa u
COOCHOBaTeNb. PaguyUnTbiBas €ro INYHbIE N NOANTUNYECKME OTHOLLEeHMA ¢ MepecoM, a Takxe ero
nzeonornto 6e30nacHoCTV N NOANTUKN, OH AeNCTBUTENBHO BblN FOTOB BHECTW CBOW BKNaj B
«cnaceHune cnybbl 6€30MacHOCTU 1 rocyAapcTBeHHOM 6e3onacHocTu». 25 noHsa 1986 roaa Mepuor
NPUCTYNWA K NpoLesype 1 BbIHeC BONPOC O MOMUIOBaHWM Ha rON0COBaHMe Ha 3acefaHnu kabuHeTa
MUHWCTPOB.96

Kak 1 cnegoBano oxuaatb, aMHUCTUA NoAo3peBaembix 13 LLNH BeT Bbi3Bana BOSIHY KPUTVIKK B
V3pannbCKoN npecce, 0CO6eHHO HanpaBeHHY NPOTUB NOAUTUYECKOro PyKOBOACTBA, KOTOpoe
HapyLUlano 3aKoH, NCNONb3YS «jeLleBble YNI0BKM». I3pannbCkunii OpUCT 1 XXypHanucT Molue Herbu
(1949-) nHTepnpeTnpyeT poab N3PanIbLCKOro NpasuTensCTBa B gene LLUnH beT Kak «BoccTaHme
MPOTUB KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOIO rocyjapcTBa 1 BepXoBeHCTBa NpaBa».97 Bo3mylleHne B cTpaHe
AOCTUT/IO CBOETO MNnKa.

Ho B kOHEYHOM 1TOre Aaxe NOMWUIOBaHNe He CMOT/I0 MPeAoTBPaTVTL MONMLeiCcKoe paccnesoBaHue,
B pe3ynbTaTe KOTOPOro BCe YETBEPO MOMWIOBaHHbIX MOAann B OTCTaBKy K KOHLY 1986 roaa. B asrycre
BepXxoBHbIli CyA NOATBEPAUN HOPUAVNYECKYIO CUY MOMUIOBAHWUIA, YTO NO3BOANAO U3bexaTb

npaBunTeNbCTBEHHOIO Kpusunca. PeSyﬂbTaTbl nonmuel?lcmro paccnejoBaHusa 6bin npeacrtaBneHbl Xapmu.ly.

95lyTmaH 1995: 81-82. 96Tam
xe, cTp. 87-91.
97Her6n 1987: 9.
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in mid-September and analyzed by three high-ranking officials of the Ministry of
Justice. At this point there was no doubt that the two Palestinian hijackers had
been killed on Shalom’s orders. And yet Shalom maintained that he gave the
order on the grounds of a private meeting with Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir in
November 1983, in which the treatment of captured terrorists had been discussed.

Shamir, however, told the police that although he remembered a talk taking
place, he had not given any kind of authorization to act in the course of that
conversation. The judicial commission neither held Shamir responsible for the
killing of the kidnappers nor for the attempted cover-up that followed. Harish
closed the case by the end of December 1986.%

Security, Rule of Law and the Israeli Order

The conduct exhibited by Shimon Peres in the course of this affair shows his deep
commitment to the “Israeli order.” This order is a firmly established political
culture centered on “security” which has taken shape with time as a result of the
tensions between the Zionist goal of nation building and the frequently escalat-
ing Arab-Israeli conflict. The strong fixation on security has become a character-
istic attribute of the Israeli social fabric and one of its untouchable tenets.

This development can be explained by the fact that in the eyes of many Israe-
lis national statehood is still in the process of being shaped. And having not yet
been fully realized, it still has to be consolidated by settlements and properly
secured in the first place. Consequently, security is the absolute, basic prerequi-
site for the existence of the national state and thus indispensable to it. In turn,
this fixation on security sustains the Arab-Israeli or Palestinian-Israeli conflict,
so that the high social significance of security is being continually fostered.

The Shin Bet affair clearly outlines the existing relationships. The prime
minister, acting and arguing in the name of security, was able to assert himself
against the resistance of the press and the law by drawing on the firmly estab-
lished political culture in which the public is excluded from security-political
matters. In the various offices and functions he has held since the early 1950s,
Peres has significantly contributed to this depoliticization of security that has
become such a defining feature of the Israeli mindset.

As the example of the Shin Bet Affair shows, security is understood as an ele-
mentary basis of the Israeli immigrant and settler society. Rule of law, integrity,
morality and the “truth” take a backseat in the face of this goal. Since the fight

98 Black and Morris 1994: 588-590.
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B cepeaviHe ceHTAGPA 3TV AaHHbIe 6bINN NPOaHaNV3POBaHbl TPEMS BbICOKONOCTaBAEHHbLIMU
UMHOBHVKaMV MUHMCTepPCTBa OCTULMW. Ha TOT MOMEHT He 6bI10 HUKaKNX COMHEHWI B TOM, YTO ABOe
NanecTUHCKNX YrOHLLMKOB CamMoNeToB 6binv y6uThl Mo npukasy Lanoma. U Bce xe LLlanom yTBepxaan, 4to
OTAan NPrKa3s Ha 0OCHOBAHWUW YaCTHOV BCTPeYM C NpeMbep-MUHUCTPOM Miuxakom LLiamupom B Hosibpe 1983
roAa, Ha KOTOpPOWi 06CYXAancsa BONPOC 0bpalleHns C 3aXxBa4YeHHbLIMU TeppopucTamu.

O,ﬂ,HaKO LUaMMp 3adaBvN NONNUUNN, UTO, XOTA OH N MOMHWT, YTO COCTOANCA
pa3roBop, OH He AaBaj HMUKAKMX YKa3aHW Ha AelCTBUS B XO4e 3Ton 6eceabl.
CyaebHas komuccrs He npusHana Llamvipa oTBeTCTBEHHbBIM HU 3@ YOUIACTBO
noxmmeneﬁ, HW 3a NONbITKY COKPbITUA NPeCcTynieHnd, nocneA0oBaBLUYO 3a 3TUM.
XapwLwu 3aKpbin AeNno K KOHLy Aekabps 1986 roaa.

besonacHoOCTb, BEpPXOBEHCTBO NpaBa un Vl3pal/|l1bCKl/ll7l nopsaok

MNosegeHwne LLInmoHa Mepeca B XxoAe 3TOro fjeNa AeMOHCTPUPYET ero ry6oKyto NPUBEPXKeHHOCTb
«M3PanNbCKOMY MOPAAKY». DTOT NOPAAOK NPEACTaBASET CO60M MPOYHO YCTOABLUYIOCA NONNTUYECKYIO
KyNbTypY, OPUEHTUPOBAHHYO Ha «6e30MacHOCTb», KOTopas CPOpPMMPOBanack C Te4eHNeM BpeMeHN B
pesynbTaTe HanpPsXXeHHOCTU MeX/y CMOHWCTCKOV Lie/Ibio roCyAapCTBEHHOr0 CTPOUTE/IbCTBA U YacTo
060CTpAOLLMMCSA apabo-mn3panibCknM KOHGAMKTOM. CUNbHas opreHTaumMst Ha 6e30nacHoCTb cTana
XapaKTepHOU YepToli M3PanbCKOro 06LLeCcTBa U O4HUM 13 ero HeNMpPUKOCHOBEHHbIX MPUHLMMOB.

Takoe passutne CObbITUI 06BbACHAETCA TeM, 4YTO B rnasax MHOrMx nspannbTaH HauoHanbHas
rocyapCTBeHHOCTb BCE eLlie HaxoANTCS B npoLecce GopMUpoBaHus. U, byayum ellie He MONHOCTbIO
peann3oBaHHO, OHa eLlie 0/KHa 6bITb YKpenieHa nyTem co3AaHus MOCeNeHNIA 1 AO0MKHBIM 06pa3om
obecneueHa. CnegoBaTe/ibHO, 6€30MacHOCTL ABNSETCA abCONOTHOW, OCHOBHOW NPeAnoChIIKON
CyLLLeCTBOBaHWNA HaLMOHaNbHOr0 rocy4apcTsa 1, TakmM 06pa3oM, HesaMeHUMa Ans Hero. B cBoto ouepesp,
3Ta prKcaums Ha 6e30nacHOCTY NoAAepPXUBaeT apabo-n3pannbCKuii UK NanecTMHO-N3PanabCKni
KOHOAMKT, Tak YTO BbICOKAs CoLManbHasi 3HAUMMOCTb 6e30MacHOCTM MOCTOSAHHO NMOAKPenaseTcs.

[Jeno LnH BeTt HarnagHo AeMOHCTPUpPYeT CyLLecTBYoLLVe B3aUMOOTHOLLEHNS.
MpeMbep-MUHUCTP, AeCTBYS 1 OTCTamBas MHTepeckl 6e30MacHOCTY, CMOT MPOTUBOCTOATL
COMPOTUBAEHUIO NPECChl U 3aKOHA, ONVPAACh Ha MPOYHO YKOPEHUBLLYHOCSA NOJINTUYECKYHO
KYNbTYpY, B KOTOPOW 06LLeCTBEHHOCTb UCK/THOYEHa 13 BOMPOCOB 6€30MacHOCTM U MOAUTUKM.
Ha pa3nnyHbIX 4O/MKHOCTSAX U PYHKLMSAX, KOTOPbIe OH 3aHKMan ¢ Havana 1950-x rogos,
Mepec BHeC 3HaYNTeNbHBbIV BKaZ B 3TY AeMN0NIUTU3aLMio 6e30NacHOCTY, CTaBLLYHO
onpejensioLlel YepToli U3pannbCKOro MeHTanuTeTa.

Kak nokasbiBaeT npumep gena LLivH BeT, 6e30nacHOCTb paccMaTpmMBaeTCa Kak OCHOBOMONAratoLmi
APVHUWN N3panbCKOro MMMUIPaHTCKOro 1 noceneH4eckoro 06LL|,eCTBa. BEPXOBEHCTBO npasa, 4eCTHOCTb,

Mopasib 1 «MpaBAa» OTXOAAT Ha BTOPOIA MiaH nepeg nvuom 3Toi uesn. Mocie Hayana 60eBbix AACTBR

98613k 1 Moppwuc 1994: 588-590.
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against terrorism and the securing of Zionist Israel are deemed so essential, even
questionable intelligence methods of operation are considered admissible — pro-
vided they continue to be excluded as a subject matter for public debate.

Peres’ telling statement of 2000 — “In the first fifty years Israel fought for its
physical existence, in the next fifty years it will be fighting for its moral iden-
tity.”*® — reflects his notion that democratic, constitutional and moral values
can only be warranted to a certain extent while the process of shaping a Jewish
national statehood is still underway. This also applies to the domestic context.
Within this political order, not only the public and its representatives but also
ultimately the law has to be subordinated to the primary principle of national
security. Even if Peres did not want to right out dismiss the rule of law, like in how
he was careful to avoid openly questioning the Attorney General’s authority, he
still solved “the dilemma” in this affair between security and law in his own way.

Israeli political scientist Ehud Sprinzak (1940-2002) sees the demeanor of
the political leadership in the Shin Bet Affair as a typical example of the firmly
established political culture of “elite illegalism”:

[...] the Shin Bet scandal [...] shows that Israel’s political culture contains a strong dimen-
sion of elite illegalism, an instrumental orientation of the nations’ leadership toward the
law and the idea of the rule of law. Israeli leaders, so it seems, do not appear to be antidem-
ocratic in principle, or have an alternative model of government to the democratic order. But
their conception of democracy is limited, and their commitment to universal legal princi-
ples, recognized today as an integral part of the modern democracy, is very low. [...] Israeli
democracy has always been very weak on the question of legalism, and [...] recent govern-
ments have not been an exception to this phenomenon. Legalism in the Western sense of
the term never was an integral part of the democratic system established in Israel by the
Zionist parties and their leaders.**®

In his detailed presentation of the development of the tradition of “elite illegal-
ism” since the time of the Yishuv, Sprinzak goes on to say:

The political psychology of Yitzhak Shamir, Shimon Peres, and Yitzhak Rabin, the ministers
involved in the Shin Bet Affair, was shaped when almost everything was permissible. They
all grew up in Palestine of the 1940s, when it was prestigious to cheat on the British and
to engage in ‘illegal’ settlement, ‘illegal’ defense, and ‘illegal’ immigration; [...] The Zionist
founding fathers of Israel were not vicious or corrupt. They were great idealists and daring
dreamers. They wished to build a better society and set an example for the rest of the world.

99 Schmidt 2000: 75.
100 Sprinzak 1993: 174-175.
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Bopb6a ¢ TeppopraMoM 1 obecneveHre 6€30MacHOCTY CUOHWCTCKOrO M3panns cumMTatoTcst HaCTONbKO BaxXHbLIMU,
YTO AaXKe COMHUTEeNIbHbIE METOAbI pa3Bep,b|BaTean0|7| AeATeNIbHOCTU PacCMaTPUBAKOTCA Kak A40MYyCTUMble — Mpu
YCNOBUKN, YTO OHW MO-NMPEeXHeMYy NCKNYarTCa U3 Yncia TemM ana I'Iy6/'IVIHHbIX Ae6aTOB,

3HaumMoe 3asBneHne Nepeca 2000 roga: «B nepBbie NATbAECAT NeT V3paunb 60posncs 3a cBoe pusmyeckoe
CyLLeCTBOBaHWe, B CiejytoLLme NATbAECAT NeT OH 6yAeT 60pOTLCA 3a CBOKO MOPasIbHY NAEHTUYHOCTBE»99 -
OTpaxaeT ero NpejcTaBAeHNe 0 TOM, HTO AeMOKpaTUYeCcKne, KOHCTUTYLIMOHHbIE U MOpasbHble LIeHHOCTU MOTYT
6bITb OMpaBAaHbl NNLLbL A0 ONPeAENEHHOW CTENeHK, MoKa NPOAOJIKAeTCs NpoLecc GopMUpPOBaHNS eBpeiickon
HaLMOHaIbHO rocyjapcTBeHHOCTU. 3TO OTHOCUTCS 1 K BHYTPUMOANTNYECKOMY KOHTeKCTY. B pamkax 3Toro
NOANTUYECKOro Nopsiika He To/IbKO 06LLI,ECTBeHHOCTb 1 ee npeAcTaBuUTeNn, HO U, B KOHEYHOM cYeTe, 3aKOH AO0JIKHbI
6bITb MOAYMHEHBI MEPBOCTENEHHOMY NMPUHLMMY HaLMOHanbHo 6e3onacHocTu. [laxe ecnv Mepec He xoTen
MOJTHOCTLIO OTBEPraTh BEPXOBEHCTBO NPaga, Kak, HarnprmMep, B TOM, Kak OH CTapancs nsberatb OTKPbLITOro
ocnapuBaHus NOJIHOMOUWIA reHepanbHOro NPOKYpopa, OH BCe Xe MO-CBoeMy paspeLLn «4unemMmMy» B 3TOM Bornpoce
Mexay 6e30MacHOCTLIO U 3aKOHOM.

M3pannbcknii nonntonor 3xys CnpuHsak (1940-2002) paccMaTpuBaeT noBegeHmne
NnoNTNYECKOro pykoBoACTBa B Aene LLInH BeT Kak TUMNUHbIN nprMep NpovyHo

yKOpeHI/IBLLIeI?]CFl NoANTNYECKON KYNbTYpbl «3/IMTHOIO HeNneraansma»:

[...] ckaHgan c LLUnH Ber [...] nokasblBaeT, YTo NoAnTUYeckas KynbTypa M3panns cogepxuT B cebe CUbHBII
3N1eMeHT 3NNTapHOTO NIerann3ma, UHCTPYMEeHTaNbHYH0 OPUEHTALIMI0 PYKOBOACTBA CTPaHbl Ha 3aKOH U 1Aeto
BepPX0OBEeHCTBa Npasa. VI3pannbckue nvgepsbl, No-BUAMMOMY, He ABASIOTCA aHTUAEMOKPaTUYHBIMU MO CBOel
CYTU 1 He Mpe/AnaratoT anbTepHaTVIBHOW MOZeNu npaBieHus JeMokpaTiyeckoMy nopsaky. Ho ux noHumaHve
ZleMOKPaTUM OrPaHNYEHO, a NX MPUBEPXKEHHOCTb YHVIBEPCabHbLIM MPaBOBbLIM MPUHLMNAM, MPU3HaHHLIM
CerofiHs HeOTbeMJ/IEMOI YaCTbi0 COBPEMEHHOI AeMOKPaTUK, O4YeHb HU3Ka. [...] U3paunbckas gemokpaTtus
Bcerga 6blna oyeHb cnaba B BOnpoce neranmsma, 1 [] nocnejHne nMpaBnTesibCTBa He CTaI UCKIKOYeHNEeM 13
3TOro siBNeHUs. Jlerannsm B 3anaZHOM CMbIC/Ie 3TOTO C/I0Ba HUKOrAa He 6bi1 HeoTbememMoli YacTbio

AEMOKPaTUYeCKOW CUCTeMbI, YCTaHOBNEHHO B M3panie CMOHNCTCKMMU NapTusiMun 1 nx angepamim.100

B cBoem I'IOApO6HOM N3N0XEeHNN PasBUTUA Tpagnunn «3INTHOIo
Heneraansma» co BpeMEHMLL/yBCI'IpI/IH3aK npoAo/IKaeT:

Monutuueckas ncvxonorus Muxaka LWamupa, LUnmoHra Mepeca v Muxaka PabuHa, MUHUCTPOB, y4acTBOBaBLUUX B Aene
LLinn-BeT, cdopmmpoBanack B TO Bpemsi, Korga noytut Bcé 66110 40380NeHO. Bce oHM Beipociv B ManectnHe 1940-x
ro/0B, KOrAa CHATaNOCh NPECTVKHbIM 06MaHbIBaTh 6PUTaHLIEB U 3aHUMATbLCS «HE3aKOHHbIM» 3aceNeHreMm,
«HE3aKOHHOW» 060POHOI U «He3aKOHHOW» UMMUTpaLwmel; [...] CUOHUCTCKME OTLbI-OCHOBaTeNM V3pauns He 6binn
MOPOYHLIMU NN KOPPYMNVPOBaHHLIMW. OHY 6bIIV BENVKUMU MAEANNCTaMU U CMeNbIMU MeyTaTenamu. OHu xoTenu

NoCTPOWTBL NyYlliee 06LLECTBO 1 NOAATb MPYIMEP OCTaNbHOMY MUPY.

99LLIMumaT 2000: 75. 100
CnpuH3ak 1993: 174-175.
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Eager to do so as fast as they could, they ignored legalistic details and procedures. All they
wanted was political power, free of constraints, to make the dreams come true.***

Peres’ way of presenting the Shin Bet Affair in his 1995 political memoirs reaffirms
the notion that the existing Israeli order is inevitable for the state’s existence and
therefore has to be kept up under all circumstances. Even a decade later, Peres
still clings to his truth of 1986 — and not just out of self-righteousness. Although
he is aware that the Shin Bet Affair is not exactly a glorious chapter in his political
career, he supports the Shin Bet in his carefully constructed historical narrative
and creates the impression that the guilt of the secret service has never been con-
clusively established.?

When called out on his “selective way of narrating” by the journalist Nahum
Barnea, who was well acquainted with the details of the affair, Peres replied that
“facts are a subjective matter,” whereupon Barnea commented that this is “Peres’
way of justifying his disgraceful role and that of his colleagues in the Shin Bet
Affair. For Peres, political survival and one’s own interests are of greatest priority.
[...] the rest is of secondary importance.”%3

But when it comes to this particular case, Barnea’s hypothesis that Peres’
actions were motivated by the goal of maintaining power falls short. There was far
more at stake for him. Of course, the assumption that Peres refrained from polit-
ically capitalizing on the affair because he did not want to strain his image any
further and reinforce his repute as an untrustworthy politician cannot be fully dis-
missed.'* Indeed, it would have compromised his position had he failed to observe
the coalition agreement with Shamir because of the affair and called early elections.
He also knew: “No one in Israel ever won votes by making an issue out of two dead
Arab terrorists. Peres seems to be doing everything he could to bury the affair.”*%

However, as far as Peres was concerned, the “two dead Arab terrorists” were
indeed not sufficient grounds for a state affair, and so he did everything in his
power to prevent them from turning into one. After the affair had become known
in May 1986, he was put under massive pressure to join “the good guys,” that is,
to advocate an investigation into the matter so as to possibly capitalize on it polit-
ically. But he ultimately stayed true to his innermost convictions that Shin Bet has
to be protected in the interests of the Israeli order. By doing this he accepted the

101 Sprinzak 1993: 190-191.

102 Peres 1995: 295-300.

103 Barnea, June 25, 2004.

104 Bar-Zohar 2006: 542; Keren 1996: 50.
105 Black and Morris 1991: 407.
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CTpemsCh cAeNnaTh 3T0 kak MOXHO GbICTPee, OHU UTHOPUPOBA/W KPUANYECKE TOHKOCTU 1 NpoLieypbl. Bce, Yero oHn xoTenu, —

3TO NoAnUTUYecKas BNacTb, CBO60AHas OT Ol'paHI/l“IEHMVL 4TO6bI BONNOTUTE CBOV MeUThI B XW3Hb.101

B cBonx nonuTtunyeckmnx memyapax 1995 roga Mepec nsnaraet nctoputo ¢ LLInH beT, nogTeepxaas
V10 0 TOM, YTO CYLLeCTBYIOLLMI N3PauIbCKM NOPAAOK Hen3bexeH 4151 CyLLeCTBOBaHNSA
rocyAapcrsa 1, cieoBaTe/lbHO, JO/DKEH NOAAEPXKMBATLCS NPY Nt06bLIX 06CTOATENbCTBAX. Jaxe
cnycTa gecatunetuve Mepec BCé eLwé npugepxunsaetca npasibl 1986 roga — 1 He TONLKO 13 YyBCTBa
CO6CTBEHHOW NpaBejHOCTU. XOTA OH 0CO3HA&T, UTo nctopus ¢ LLinH BeT He aBnseTca 6necrtaleit
rnasoli B ero NoNUTUYECKO Kapbepe, OH nogaepxuBaeT LMK beT B cBOéM TLlaTeNIbHO
BbICTPOEHHOM MCTOPMYECKOM NOBECTBOBAHWM 1 CO3AAET BreyaTieHre, YTo BUHA CeKPeTHO
CNyX6bl TaK 1 He 6bl1a OKOHYaTeNbHO AoKa3aHa.102

Korgaa >xxypHanuct Haxym bapHea, XOpoLLO 3HaKOMbIA C MOAPOBHOCTAMM Aena,
ynpekHyn Mepeca B «1361paTe/lbHOM Cnocobe N3N0XeHNs COBbITUIA», TOT OTBETW/, YTO
«daKTbl — Aeno cyobekTBHOe», Ha YTo bapHea 3ameTu, UTO «3TO cnocob lMepeca
onpaBjaTb CBOK NMO30OPHYH POJIb 1 PONIb CBOUX KONEr B Aene LWwnH beT. Ana I'Iepeca
MONUTNYECKOE BbIXXVBAHME N COBCTBEHHbIE NHTEepechbl MMEKT NepBoCTENEHHOE
3HayeHue. [...] BCe ocTasbHOe BTOpOCTeneHHo».103

Ho Koraa peub 3ax0AuT 0 JaHHOM KOHKPETHOM Ciy4yae, runoTesa bapHea o Tom, uTo geiicTeua Mepeca
6b1AV1 MOTVIBMPOBaHbI CTPEMIEHNEM COXPaHWUTL BNACTb, OKa3blBaeTCA HECOCTOATENLHO. [N Hero Ha KoHy
CTOsN0 ropasfo 6onbliuee. KOHeYHO, Helb3A MONHOCTLIO OTBepraTk NPeANooXeHVe o ToM, 4To Mepec
BO3/1ep>Xancs oT NOUTUYECKOI Urpbl Ha 3TOM Aefe, MOTOMY UTO He XOTen ellje 60/blie NCNOPTUTL CBOV
UMUK 1 YKPENUTh penyTaumio He 3ac/y>XnBarLLLEero 40Bepus NoanTrka.<sup>104</sup> [leicTBnTensHo,
3TO NOAOPBanNo 6bl €ro NoNoXKeHWe, ecnv 6bl OH He BbIMONHWI KOaNNLMIOHHOE cornatleHue ¢ Llamupom ns-
3a 3TOro Aiena 1 He Ha3HauWI A0CPOUHbIe BbIGopbl. OH Takxe 3Han: «HUKTO B V3panne HMUKOraa He nonyvan
ronoca, pasgyBsas npobnemy 13 Asyx ybuTbix apabckux TeppopucTos. MNepec, noxoxe, genaet sce
BO3MOXHO€, YTO6bl 3aMATb 3TO AeNox».<sup>105</sup>

OpHako, ¢ Touku 3peHus Mepeca, «ABYX yoUTbIX apabekunx TeppoOPUCTOB» BbINI0 HEAOCTaTOYHO ANs
BO36YXX/EHWS roCy;apCTBEHHOIO Aena, M MO3TOMY OH CAeNan Bce BO3MOXHOE, YTOObI NpeAoTBpaTUTL ero
paspactaHwue. [ocne Toro, Kak Aeno CTano n3sBecTHo B mae 1986 roaa, Ha Hero okasblBanoCb OrpomMHoe
AaBNeHre C Lenbio 3aCTaBnTb €ro NpncoejnHnTbLCA K «XOPOLUMM MapHAM», TO €CTb BbICTYMNaTb 3a
paccnesoBaHme 3TOro fiena, YTobbl, BO3MOXHO, U3B/IeUb U3 Hero NOIMTUYECKYHO BbIrogy. Ho B KOHEYHOM
NTOre OH OCTaNCs BEPEH CBOVIM COKPOBEHHbLIM yoexaeHVsaM, uTo LLInH BeT fonxeH 6biTh 3aliuLLeH B

MHTepecax n3panibCKoro nopsjka. |-|0CTyI'Iaﬂ Tak, OH NPUHAN Ha cebsa

101CnpuH3ak 1993: 190-191.

102Mepec 1995: 295-300. 103

bapHea, 25 nroHs 2004 r.

104bap-3o0ap 2006: 542; KepeH 1996: 50.
105613k 1 Moppwuc 1991: 407.
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possibility of losing part of his authority and damaging his moral standing in the
eyes of the public.

Peres’ reappraisal of the events in his memoirs of 1995 further attests to his
depoliticized understanding of the affair. Here, the seventy-two-year-old still-act-
ing politician is intent on stripping this clearly political affair of its explosive
political nature. He insists that his actions in the years of 1985 and 1986 were
correct, precisely because he perceives the existing political order as a matter of
course and apodictically right, so that it must be maintained at all costs. This is
what Peres understands to be his duty in this affair, even though he may express
it in a more instinctive than reflective manner.1¢

Conclusion: Civil Militarization of Israeli Democracy

Established politician that Peres is, his contribution to what the sociologist Uri
Ben-Eliezer has termed “state-spawned praetorianism”'%’ - in other words the
government-sponsored concentration of power in the hands of the army — cannot
be overstated. The security-political affairs discussed herein may serve as telling
examples of how the special status of the Israeli military and security apparatuses
is reinforced and ultimately consolidated by state and politics. It was particularly
from his civilian political position — first as a government official in the Ministry
of Defense, and later in an unprecedentedly long political career in central posi-
tions of power — that Peres effectively helped shape the civilian militarization
of Israeli democracy. His was a historically as well as socio-politically important
contribution, in the process of which the security authorities, especially the mili-
tary, were stylized as the “guardians of the nation.”

And so, to this very day they are viewed as indispensable for the protection
of Zionist Israel, which is seen as the only available option. A scenario where
the military might seize power, where the “nation in arms” might rise up against
its own government or against civil society seems unimaginable in Israel. For
the military is still perceived as the main identity-establishing institution of the
national state. More than any other entity, it is thought of as the agent that the
State of Israel owes its existence to. As a result, the security apparatuses are held
in high esteem and are still determining the security-political discourse in polit-
ical and public life.

106 Amar-Dahl 2010: 178-183.
107 Ben-Eliezer 1998: 338-339.
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CyLLLeCTBYET BEPOSITHOCTb MOTEPU YacTU CBOEro aBTOPUTETA U HaHeCeHs ylliep6a ero MopanbHOMY UMUAXY B
rnasax o6LeCTBEHHOCTH.

MNMepeocMmbicneHne cobbITUl Mepecom B ero memyapax 1995 roga elue pa3 noaTsepxjaeT ero
AEnoNNTU3MPOBaHHOE MOHMMaHWe 3TOro Aena. 34ecb CeMUAECATUABYXNETHNI MONNTUK, BCe eLle
VICMONHAOLWMIA CBOW 06513aHHOCTW, HAMEPEH /INLLUTL 3TO IBHO NONINTUYECKOE AeN0 ero B3pbIBOOMACHOWA
nonnTnyeckol npupoael. OH HacTamBaeT Ha TOM, YTO ero AercTeus B 1985 1 1986 rogax 6binmn
npaBWAbHLIMU UMEHHO MOTOMY, YTO OH BOCMPUHMMAET CyLLLeCTBYOLLMIA NOANTUYECKUIA NOPSIAOK KaK HEYTO
camo coboli pasymetoLLieecsi 1 anogUKTUYECKM NPaBUIbHOE, Tak YTO ero HeobXoANMO NOoAAEePXUBaTb
Nto6ovi LeHol. MiMeHHO 3To Mepec NoHMMaeT Kak CBOW AOAT B 3TOM /Jefle, XOTS OH MOXeT BblpaxaTb 3TO

cKopee MHCTUHKTUBHO, YeM 064yMaHHO0.106

3aknoyeHue: rpa)KAaHCKail MUunutTapusauusa |/|3pavmbcxoi/‘| AeMoKpaTum

Byzyuun Nnpn3HaHHbIM NOANTUKOM, [epec BHEC OrpoOMHbI BKAaA B TO, YTO couuonor Ypu ben-
Sn33ep HaszBasl «NOPOXAEHHbLIM rocy4apCcTBOM NPeTopuaHcTBOM»107 - MHbIMK Cl0BamMu, B
CMOHCMPYEMYIO MPaBUTENbCTBOM KOHLIEHTPaLMIO BAacTu B pykax apMuun. Obcyxaaemble
3/ieCb BOMpPOChl 6€30MacHOCTM 1 MOMUTUKN MOTYT CYXMWTb NoKasaTe/lbHbIMW NprYIMepamu
TOro, Kak 0CobbIi CTaTyC N3PanIbCKNX BOEHHBIX 1 CUI0BbIX CTPYKTYP YKPEnIAeTcs 1 B
KOHEeYHOM UTOre KOHCONNAMPYETCS rocyAapCTBOM 1 MONNTUKOIN. VIMEHHO co cBOero
rPaXXAaHCKOro NOINTUYECKOro NON0XKEHWS — CHa4ana B Ka4ecTBe rocyapCTBeEHHOro
UMHOBHMKA B MUHUCTEpPCTBE 060POHbI, @ 3aTeM B XoAe becrnpeLieeHTHO A0rol
NMOANTUYECKOW Kapbepbl Ha LIeHTPasbHbIX BAACTHbIX NocTax - [Mepec dakTnyeckn nomor
chopmmpoBaTh FpaxaaHCKyo MUIUTapU3aLmio N3panibCKon gemokpaTtum. Ero Bkiag 6bin
MCTOPUYECKM N COLMaNbHO-MONITUYECKM BaXEH, B MPOLIECCE KOTOPOro OpraHbl
6e30MacHOCTN, 0CO6EHHO BOEHHbIE, 6blIV NPeACTaB/eHbl Kak «XPaHUTENN HaLn».

M noatomy no celi AeHb OHW paccMaTPUBAIOTCA Kak He3aMeHUMble ANS 3aLMThl CUOHMCTCKOro
M3panns, KOTOpbIV BOCAPUHMMAETCSA Kak eNHCTBEHHbIV AOCTYNHbIV BapnaHT. CLeHapwii, Mpy KOTOPOMm
BO€HHblI€ MOTYT 3aXBaTUTb BNaCTb, KOrj4a «Haunsa B OPY>XUU» MOXET BOCCTaTb NPOTUB CO6CTBEHHOTO
npaBuUTeNbCTBA UV NPOTUB MPaX/AaHCKOro 0bLIecTBa, kaxxeTcs B M3panie HeMbICIMMbIM. Begs apmus no-
npexHeMy BOCMPUHNMAETCA KaK F1aBHbI UHCTUTYT, ONpeaensiowmii MAEHTUYHOCTb HaLUMoHanbHOro
rocypapcrtsa. bonblue, yem tobas Apyras CTpYKTypa, OHa CHUTAeTCst TeM areHToMm, KoTopoMy FocyaapcTBo
M3pannb 06s3aHO CBOUM CyLLiecTBOBaHVEM. B pesynbTaTe, annapaTtsl 6€30MacHOCTY NOMb3YTCS BbICOKMM
yBaXeHVeM 1 A0 C1X MOp onpeAensoT ANCKYpC 6€30NacHOCTU 1 NOAUTUKW B NOANTNYECKON 1

06LLLeCTBEHHOM XU3HW.

106Amap-Jansb 2010: 178-183.
107beH-2nm33ep 1998: 338-339.
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In Israel, this is linked to a highly developed civil militarism, with politics
and military closely cooperating in the political culture of the country. By and
large the security policy represents a product of an agreement between these two
spheres, where the heads of the security apparatus are entrusted to set the tone
and de facto shape security policy in their function as “security experts.”

This may serve to explain why the depoliticization of the topic of “security” is
a central feature of Israel’s political culture. A depoliticization of security means
the effective transfer of the power of decision on security matters from the hands
of civil society and its political representatives into those of the security forces
and the exclusive “security cabinet” clique. Such a depoliticization process
amounts to nothing less than a disempowerment of civil society, since the entire
field of internal and external security cannot really be made the subject of public
debate. Considering its existential importance, it is deemed untouchable — and
therefore apolitical.

Peres’ statement from the year 1970 — “If the Israel democracy faced any
danger at all, it would be from perverted civilians and not from a misguided sol-
diery.”*%® — is baffling, not least because Peres is a career politician. But as has
been shown here, this is indeed consistent with his worldview and politics. In
the Lavon Affair, it was the “Old Guard” of the Mapai party or individual political
decision makers of the first decade after the state’s founding that Peres fought as
the enemies of the security authority he considered sacrosanct. Later, in the Shin
Bet Affair, it was the judicial power, the press, and the public. Peres’ dictum that
“in Israel arms are not only subjected to civilian authority but quite literally lie in
civilian [i.e., political] hands.” illustrates the perception of the Israeli order as it
is widely held in the country. The same is true for this point of view: “The neces-
sity for defense against exterior threats corresponds to the [Israeli] will to remain
a free and pluralist society, just as if there were no security problems. That is to
say, the military in Israel is a consequence of the situation and not of the [Israeli]
orientation.”*®?

What finds expression here is the conviction that Israeli democracy can unite
both elements, namely the special status of the military as guardian of the newly
formed small nation in need of protection, and at the same time the self-conception
as a democratic, open and pluralist, but nonetheless Jewish society. The “Jewish
democracy” which has historically emerged in Israel is indeed the product of a
political order that corresponds to the model of a “Jewish-Israeli nation in arms.”
And indeed war does represent an integral part of this democracy.

108 Peres 1970: 255.
109 Peres 1970: 210. (Hebr.)



3akntoueHwe: Mpax/aaHcKas MUANTapU3aLvs U3PanNbCKoi 4eMoKpaTin —_— 01

B Vi3panine 310 CBA3aHO C BbICOKOPA3BUTLIM MpaXxaaHCKUM MUINTAapU3MOM, rae
NoNNTMKa U apMUS TECHO COTPYAHMYAIOT B MOANTUYECKOW KyNbType cTpaHbl. B Lienom,
nonnTrka 6e3onacHoCTV NpeAcTaBasieT cob60l NPOAYKT COrnalleHns Mexay STUMn AByMs
chepamu, rae pyKoBOAUTENAM CUIOBLIX CTPYKTYP NOPYHEHO 3ajaBaTh TOH Nge-¢pakToOHN
$OpPMUPYIOT NOANTMKY 6€30MacHOCTU, BbIMOHAS GYHKLNIO «3KCNEPTOB MO 6e30MnacHOCTM.

3TO MOXET 06 BbACHUTL, NoYeMy AeMONNTU3ALMSA TeMbl «6e30MacHOCTV» ABASETCA
LleHTpanbHON YepTor MONNTUYECKON KyNbTypbl M3panns. [lenonntrsaumns 6e30nacHoOCT 03HayaeT
dakTnUeckyto nepeaady BNacT NPUHATNS peLleHNiA No BonpocamM 6e30nacHoOCTA 13 pyK
rpaxzaHckoro obLecTsa 1 ero NoAUTUYECKUX NpeacTaBuTeneri B pyku cun 6es3onacHocTy 1
3aKPbITON KNVKKN «KabrnHeTa 6e30nacHOCTU». Takor NpoLecc 4enoanTrusaLnm paBHoOCUNEH He YeMy
VNIHOMY, KaK JIMLLEHWIO rpaXaHCKOro obLecTsa ero MoJHOMOUWIA, MOCKO/bKY BCs chepa
BHYTPEHHeli 1 BHeLluHel 6e30MacHOCTV He MOXeT 6bITb NPeAMEeTOM My6ANYHOTO 06CYXAEHWS.
YunTbiBasi e 3K3VCTeHLMANbHYIO BaXHOCTb, OHa CYUTAETCSA HeNpuKacaemol - 1, ceAoBaTtesibHo,
anoNNTUYHON.

3asBneHue Mepeca 1970 roga — «Ecnm n3pannbekoii AeMOKpaTUM 1 rposinia Kakas-mm6o onacHoCTb,
TO OHa UCXoAMNa bbl OT M3BPALLEHHbIX MUPHbLIX XUTeNewr, a He OT 3a6bnyALinx conjaTt»108 — Bbi3biBaeT
HeZloyMeHwue, He B NOCNIe/HI0 oYepeb NOTOMy, YTo Mepec — NpodeccnoHanbHbIVi NONNTUK. Ho, Kak 6b110
MoKa3aHO 3/1eCb, 3TO AeiCTBNTENIbHO COOTBETCTBYET er0 MUPOBO33PEHUIO 1 MOUTNYECKUM B3rnsAam. B
Aene JlaBoHa 370 6bina «cTapas reapavisa» ManayB nepsoe AecATUNETVE NOCNE OCHOBAHUSA rocyAapcTBa
Mepec 60poNCcs C NOAUTUYECKUMI AesTeNsMU, 6yab TO NPeACTaBUTENN NapTUA AW OTAeNbHbBIE NNLa,
NPVHMMaBLLVE peLLleHWs, NPOTUB Tex OpraHoB 6€30MacHOCTY, KOTOPbIE OH CHUTaN HEMPUKOCHOBEHHbLIMU.
Mo3xe, B gene LLINH BeT, 3T0 661K CyAebHas BNacTb, Npecca 1 06LLecTBeHHOCTb. YTBepxAeHue MNepeca o
TOM, UTO «B M3panne opyxve He TONLKO NOAUNHAETCS FPaXKAAHCKON BNACTK, HO U BYKBaNIbHO HAaXOANTCA B
rpaxgaHckuXx [T.e. NOANTUYECKNX] pyKax», WINKCTPUPYET LUMPOKO PacnpocTpaHeHHoe B cTpaHe
npeacTaBneHvie 06 13pannbCKoM nopsake. To e camoe CrpaBejInBo 1 ANs CledytoLleli TOUKU 3peHus:
«Heo6X0ANMOCTb 3aLLM1ThI OT BHELLHWX YTPO3 COOTBETCTBYET [M3paunbCkoii] Bone ocTaBaTbCs CBOGOAHbLIM 1
NAPaNNCTUYECKMM 06LLLECTBOM, Kak ecin Bbl He CyLLiecTBOBano nNpobnem 6e3onacHoCTW. VIHbIMY cioBamu,

apmusi B V3pawine siBfsieTcst CieACTBMEM CUTYaLMK, a He [U3panibCKoii] opreHTaLymn».109

3/€eCb HaXOANT BbipaXKeHVe y6exaeHmne, 4To N3panibckas AEMOKPaTNSi MOXET 06beAVHUTL ABa
3/71eMeHTa: 0CobbIi CTaTyC apMUM KaK 3aLLMTHIKA HOBOO6Pa30BaHHOMO HEGO/ILLLIOIO rocyAapcTBa,
Hy>XAatoLLerocs B 3aLLuTe, 1 OAHOBPEMEHHO CaMOBOCMPUSTHE Cebsl Kak AEMOKPATMYECKOoro, OTKPbITOro 1
NAHOPANNCTUYECKOTO, HO TEM He MeHee eBpelickoro o6LuecTBa. «<EBpelickas AeMOKpaTUs», UCTOPUYECKM
BO3HMKLUAS B M3pawnne, AeiACTBUTENbHO SBASIETCSH MPOAYKTOM NOAUTUYECKOTO MOPsifKa, COOTBETCTBYHOLLEro
MOZEeNN «eBpeicko-1n3pannbCko Haumm, BeayLLel BoHy». U felicTBUTeNbHO, BOHa NpeAcTaBasieT coboi

HeoTbeM/IeMYHO YacTb 31O Aemokpatnn.

108MMepec 1970: 255. 109
Mepec 1970: 210. (Esp.)



4 Israel’s War Policy in the Service of Zionist Israel

From its very beginnings, the Zionist movement was highly ambivalent when it
came to the question as to whether its adherents were allowed to use violence
to reach their goals. In her book The Sword of the Dove, the Israeli-Zionist histo-
rian Anita Shapira puts forth the hypothesis that prior to the establishment of the
State of Israel the policy in the Yishuv was initially characterized by a “defensive
ethos.” As a matter of necessity and only hesitantly did it turn into an “offensive
ethos” over time. Shapira identifies the “Arab Revolt” of 1936 to 1939, when the
organized Arab-Palestinian community protested against the progressing Jewish
settlement of the country, as a decisive watershed event. From that point on a
more offensive stance developed in Zionism, culminating in the war of 1948.

As for Jewish nationalism in the Zionist context, Shapira makes out two dif-
ferent notions regarding the issue of violence. For a first group, it is not only inev-
itable, but even plays a positive role when Jews make recourse to violence. Jewish
authors like Micha Josef Berdyczewski (1865-1921) and Max Nordau preached a
“muscular Judaism” as a prerequisite to creating the “New Jew” who was to make
nationalization possible, and by doing so would help bring “Judaism back into
history.”

By the same token, the physically weak exiled Jew who recoiled from any
kind of violence was denounced as an obstacle to nationalization and thus to a
“normalization” of Jewish life. The German-Jewish philosopher Emil L. Facken-
heim (1916-2003) and the Zionist-Israeli philosopher Eliezer Schweid (1929-) go
so far as to interpret violence used by Jews as a form of counter-violence, given
that the Jews are powerless and the ultimate victim of the aggression directed
against them. This reasoning helps to shape an attitude in which violence against
the Goyim is generally considered legitimate, however unrestrained it may be.?

The second notion, as proposed by Cultural Zionist Achad Ha’am, makes a
plea to the Jewish people to sustain their “moral superiority” and to reject any
kind of violence. He thinks that “true Jews” should never be ashamed of their
physical weakness, but rather cherish it as a source of their uniqueness and moral
superiority over the Goy. Zionism, as Achad Ha’am understands it, is decidedly
not a project of Jewish assimilation to the non-Jewish world with regard to poli-
tics and national-state existence, but rather an endeavor to preserve the mental
and cultural singularity of the Jewish people. His Cultural Zionism challenges the

1 Shapira 1992; Biale 1986.
2 Fackenheim 1990/1978; Schweid 1973.
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4. BoeHHas nonutuka Mispauns Ha cny>k6e cmoHuctckoro Uspauns.

C camMoro Hayana CMOHWUCTCKOe ABVXKEeHMe NPOSBASAN0 60bLUYI0 ABOMNCTBEHHOCTL B BOMPOCE O TOM,
pa3peLUueHo N ero CTOPOHHMKAaM UCMOoNb30BaTb Hacunne AN JOCTUXEHMSA CBOVX Lieneil. B ceoeii
KHUre oHaMey [0/1y6km/13pannibCKO-CUOHNCTCKNY NCTOPUK AHMTa LLlannpa BblABUraeT rmnoTesy o
TOM, YTO A0 co3aaHuns FocyaapcTBa M3pannb NonvTmka B 3Toli 06nactu 6bina... Aiys
MepBoOHa4anbHO CMOHM3M XapakTepu30Bascs «060POHUTENbHOM No3uLmelis. Co BpeMeHeM, Mo
HEO0BX0AMMOCTY U NINLLb C HEOXOTOM, OH NepeLUén K «HacTynaTeNbHOM no3nuumy. Lanunpa
HasbiBaeT «Apabckoe BoccTaHme» 1936-1939 rogos, Koraa opraHM3oBaHHOe apabo-nanecTuHckoe
€o06LL,ecTBO NPOTECTOBA/O MPOTUB PACTYLLEro eBPeicKoro 3aceNeHns CTpaHbl, peLuatLmm
NOBOPOTHbLIM CO6bITMEM. C 3TOro MOMEHTa B CMOHM3Me pa3Buiack bonee HacTynaTebHas
no3nuums, KyibMUHaLMen KOTOpoii cTana BoiHa 1948 roaa.

YT0 KacaeTcsi eBperickoro HaUuMoHann3mMa B CMOHUCTCKOM KOHTeKcTe, LLlanvpa BbigensieT
[iBa pasHbIX NOAX0Aa K Npobneme Hacunus. Ana nepBori rpynnbl HACUME He TONbKO
Heun3b6eXHOo, HO 1 UrpaeT NoNOXUTENbHYIO posb. EBpelickie aBTopbl, Takme Kak Muxa I7Io3e¢
Bepabivesckuii (1865-1921) n Makc Hopaay, nponoseAoBanu «MyCcKyUCTbIA NyAan3M» Kak
HeobxoAMMoe yCoBUe /18 CO3aHNs «HOBOTO eBpesi», KOTOPbIV AOXKeH bbla caenatb

BO3MOXHOW HaLMOHaNM3aLumMo 1 TeM CaMbIM MOMOYb «BEPHYTb NyAan3M B NCTOPUHO».

AHanorn4HbIM 06pasom, Gpr3nyeckn cnabbli eBper-3MUrpaHT, CONPOTUBASBLLMIACS NHO60OMY
BUAY HaCUNVsi, 06 bABASCA NPENATCTBUEM /1 HaLMOHaAN3aLmnnN 1, CnejoBaTeslbHO, AN1st
«HOPManu3aLmnmn» eBpelickor XmnsHu. Hemeuko-espericknii prnocod Imunb J1. PakeHxarim (1916-
2003) 1 CUOHUCTCKO-N3pannbCKnii punocod dnmasep LLBaiig (1929-) 3axoAAT Tak Aaneko, 4To
NHTEPNpeTnpPYyrT Hacuane, npmMMeHsaeMoe eBpedaMu, Kak d)OpMy OTBETHOro Hacunus, y4nTblBasa,
UTO eBpeun 6eccbHbI U ABAAIOTCA KOHEYHOW XepPTBOW HampaB/IeHHOM NPOTUB HUX arpeccun. 3Ta
norvika cnoco6cTeyeT GOPMUPOBaHMIO OTHOLLIEHWS, NPV KOTOPOM Hacuve NpoTuB/ oMKak NpaBuio,
CUMTaeTCs 3aKOHHBIM, KakvM 6bl HEOrPaHUYEeHHbIM OHO HU 6bi10.?

BTopas nges, npeAnoxeHHas Kyl1bTypHbIM CMOHUCTOM AXaZloM XaaMoM, NpusbiBaeT
eBpelick1ii HapoJ COXPaHATbL CBOe «MOpaJibHOe MPEBOCXOACTBO» U OTBepraTth to6oe Hacunve. OH
CYNTAET, YTO «UCTUHHbIE EBPEN» HNKOTAA He JOMKHbI CThIANTBCA CBOE ¢punyeckori cnaboctu, a,
Hao60poT, AO/MKHBI LIEHUTL ee KakK MCTOUYHMK CBOe YHMKaIbHOCTY U MOPaJIbHOrO NPeBOCX0ACTBa
Hag, ApYrvMW./osiCNOHN3M, B MOHNMaHUN Axafa XaaMa, — 3TO OTHIOAb He MPoeKT acCUuMmUAALMN
eBpeeB C HeeBPenckM MMPOM B OTHOLLIEHUW MOSINTUKN W CyLLEeCTBOBaHWSA HaLMOHaNbHOro
rocyA,apcTBa, a ckopee MorbiTka COXPaHUTb MeHTaNbHYHO U KyNbTYPHYH CaMOBbLITHOCTb eBpeiickoro

Hapoga. Ero «KynbTypHbIii CMOHM3M» 6POCAET BbI3OB...

1lWanupa 1992; bnane 1986.
2dakeHxarim 1990/1978; LLselig 1973.
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maxim that a Jewish state has to follow particular examples and define itself by
physical strength and power.>

Militarism in Israel

From 1948 on, the military was given a pre-eminent role in the realization of
the Zionist project in Eretz Israel. The Jewish state was born out of war and has
been in a permanent state of war ever since. This is true in the political, legal and
mental sense. As for the juridical situation, Israel has been under emergency law
since the proclamation of the state in 1948, with emergency ordinances being in
effect from then on. In spite of this fact, traditional Israeli political and social
sciences are unwilling to speak of an Israeli militarism.* It is not that the question
is not raised as to why no militarism would evolve in a country where the military
enjoys such high prestige, is given such a central status, and also has an enor-
mous budget at its disposal. Also, Israel’s influential military-industrial complex
controlled by the Ministry of Defense does not remain unnoticed.’

Rather the notion that these factors might pose a danger to the democratic
social order or that Israel might be well on its way to becoming a “modern Sparta”
is brushed aside. It is presumed that the country’s democratic culture is just too
firmly established, the political system too stable for any such thing to happen.
Besides, the Israeli army is seen as a “people’s army” comprised of reservists and
civilians, so that the formation of a closed-off military class is by no means con-
sidered likely.®

In addition, the institutional and mental separation of the army and the
“civilian,” i.e., political, sphere is looked upon as an indication that the mili-
tary is concerned exclusively with matters of national security. It is underscored
that members of the military, including the officers, are strongly involved in the
national decision processes and therefore have no reason to break the democratic
rules they themselves profit from. According to this point of view, the danger of
militarism is neutralized.”

Other sociologists, however, explicitly address a pronounced “Israeli milita-
rism.” One of them, the Israeli sociologist Uri Ben-Eliezer, proposes the hypoth-

3 Shapira 1992: 37-53.

4 Shapira 1992.

5 Mintz 1983.

6 Horowitz 1977; Lissak 1984.
7 Horowitz 1977.
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CornacHo Makcvme, eBpe|7|CKoe rocyiapctBo AO/DKHO CnefoBaTthb onpejesieHHbIM NpMepam 1 onpejensatb

cebst drsmyeckoli cunoli 1 MoLLbo.3

MunuTtapusm B ispanne

HaunHas ¢ 1948 roga, BOeHHbIM OTBOAWIACH BejyLLasi pPosib B peann3aLymn CMOHUCTCKOro NpoeKTa.
Ipery U3panbEBpelickoe rocyAapcTBO BO3HMKIO B pe3yNbTaTe BOMHbI 1 C TEX MOP HAXOANTCS B
COCTOSIHNM NOCTOSIHHOW BOViHBI. 3TO BEPHO B NOJINTUYECKOM, MPAaBOBOM 1 MEHTA/IbLHOM CMbICNE.
YTo KacaeTcs ropuANYecKoli cuTyaumm, To Mi3pannb HaXoAUTCA B pexrMe YpesBblyaliHoro
MOJIOXEHNs1 C MOMeHTa MPOBO3r/1alleHust rocyAapctsa B 1948 rogy, 1 ¢ Tex Nop AeiicTBYHOT yKasbl 0
Ype3sBbI4aiHOM MON0XKeHNW. HecMOTps Ha 3TO, TPaANLIVIOHHbIE N3PaunbCKVie MOANTUYECKIE U
coumanbHbIe HayKW He XenatoT roBopuTb 06 N3pannbeKoM Muantaprsme.* He ctonT 3agaBaTtbes
BOMPOCOM, NMoYeMy He BO3HVKAeT MUIMTapU3M B CTPaHe, rAe apMus Mosb3yeTcs TakvM BbICOKUM
NpecTuXeM, MMeeT Takol LieHTpabHbIN CTaTyc U pacrnonaraeT orpoMHbIM 6rogkeToM. Takxke He
0OCTaeTCst HeE3aMeYeHHbIM BANSATENIbHbIN BoeHHO-HpOMbIUJHEHHbIVI KomMmnnekc I/I3pa|/|nﬂ,
KOHTPOAMpPYeMbIi MUHUCTEPCTBOM 060POHbI.>

CKopee, 0T6paCbIBaeTCﬂ npeanonoXxeHue, Yto 3Tn (I)aKTOpr MOTyT NPeACTaBNATbL ONAaCHOCTb AN1A
AEeMOKpaTn4yeckoro O6LU,6CTBEHHOI'O nopaaka uan 4To I/I3pa|/|m> HaxoAnTCA Ha NyTW K NpeBpaLLeHUNIo B
«coBpeMeHHyto CnapTy». MpegnonaraeTcs, UTo AeMoKpaTUyeckas KynbTypa CTpaHbl CILLKOM NPOYHO
YKOpeHunack, a nonnTnyeckas cncreMa cimwKom CTa6I/I/1bHa, UT06bI UTO-NN60 I'IOAO5HO€ morno
npou3oliTH. Kpome Toro, n3panabekas apMus paccMaTpUBaEeTCA Kak «HapoAHas apMuis», COCTOALLAN 13
Pe3epBUCTOB U rpaXaaHCKnUX 1L, No3ToMy ¢opM|/|pOBaHv|e 3aMKHYTOro BOEHHOI0 Kj1lacCca HMKOM
06pa30M He cunTaeTca BepOFITHI:IM.6

Kpome Toro, MHCTUTYLMOHaNbHOE 1 MeHTa/IbHOe pasjeneHyie apMnm 1 «rpaxaaHckom,
TO €CTb MONTUNYECKON, Chepbl paccMaTpPMBaETCA Kak MPU3HaK TOro, YTO BOEHHbIe
3aHMMAIOTCA UCKNIOYMTEIBHO BOMPOCaMM HaLoHanbHOM 6e3onacHocTy. MoguepkiBaeTcs,
UTO BOEHHOC/TyXaLlue, BKItoYas opuLepoB, akTMBHO YyHacTBYHOT B MpoLeccax NpUHATUSA
HaLUMOHaNbHbIX peLleHuii 1, c1eAoBaTeNbHO, He MMEeKT OCHOBaHWI HapyLlaTh
JAeMokKpaTunyeckme npasuia, OT KOTOPbIX OHM CaMU NMOJIyYatoT Bbirogy. C 3TOM TOUKMN 3peHns
0MacHOCTb MUANTapV3Ma HenTpannsyeTcs.7

OAHaKo Apyrvie CoLVonory MPSIMO YKasbIBatoT Ha IPKO BbIPaXeHHbIA «M3panibCKunii

MUNNTapn3sm». OAVIH U3 HKX, |/|3pa|/|anK|/||7| couwnonor ypl/l 56H-311I/I33ep, BblABUTaeT rmnoTesy...

3llanupa 1992: 37-53. 4
Wanwupa 1992.

5MwuHL, 1983.

6lroposuy, 1977; Ninccak 1984.
7Toposwuy, 1977.
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esis that a political culture of the martial has gradually emerged and taken on a
life of its own in Israel, resulting in fundamental impacts on nearly all political
decisions. The model of a “nation in arms” provides the socio-cultural context.®

Israeli militarism, so says the Israeli sociologist Baruch Kimmerling, has
been developing one step at a time since the establishment of the state to become
a shaping principle of the Israeli social order. Although he sees this militarism as
arising mainly in reaction to the Arab-Israeli conflict, he thinks that by now it in
and of itself has become a reason for keeping up that conflict — one that forms an
integral part of Israeli reality and is firmly rooted in social awareness.’

Kimmerling generally distinguishes three central dimensions of militarism.
The first dimension is the political-violent one, which develops only when a direct
or indirect military government exercises power over an extended period of time
— as was the case with the military regimes in Africa and South America during
the 1970s.

Kimmerling’s second dimension of militarism,, cultural militarism, arises
in societies where the military plays a central role for public life and collec-
tive self-perception, with the military being an important symbol of collectivity
and epitomizing patriotism.!® Here, Kimmerling bases himself on Alfred Vagts’
concept of civilian versus soldierly militarism: In civilian militarism most collec-
tive aims are defined in connection to war. Wars are considered a central part of
collective life and are initiated by civilian leaders."

The third dimension of militarism identified by Kimmerling lies in the sphere
of the cognitive; structural and cultural militarism are internalized to such a
degree that they become a general state of mind. It is on this level that militarism,
not being consciously reflected, unfolds with a particularly strong effect. It is
taken for granted and no longer questioned by either the ruling or the ruled. With
all these mechanisms in place, the collective becomes fixated upon war, both on
the institutional (politics, military, society, economy, industry and legal system)
as well as on the mental level. War preparations become an ongoing social state.
The next armed encounter appears inescapable. Wars and military missions turn
into routine.*

This last dimension of militarism is defined by Kimmerling as “civilian mili-
tarism,” and he uses it to refer to Israel. He sees Israel as profoundly influenced

8 Ben-Eliezer 1994: 63.

9 Kimmerling 1993A: 125.

10 Ibid. 125-127.

11 Vagts 1937.

12 Kimmerling 1993A: 127-128.



94 m— 4 BoeHHas nonnTrKa M3panns Ha ciyxbe cmoHncTckoro Uspanns.

Teopus nokasblBaeT, 4To B I3panne nocteneHHo cpopmMmpoBanacb 1 obpena coO6CTBEHHYO
NOANTNYECKYIO KyNbTypy BOEHHOIO AeNa, YTo 0Ka3ano pyHAaMeHTanbHoe BANSHME NOYTK Ha BCe
nonvTUYeckne petleHus. Mogenb «Haummn B 0py>Xunmn» obecneyrBaeT COLNOKYNbTYPHbI KOHTEKCT.8

|/|3paI/IJ1bCKI/IIZ MUNNTapu3M, Kak yTBepXxaaeTt I/I3paVI}1bCKI/II7I coywnonor Bapyx KVIMMepﬂI/IHF,
pa3BunBanca nocTeneHHo ¢ MOMeHTa Co34aHunA rocyaapcrea, NpeBpaTBLLUNCE B OI'Ipe,CI,E}'IFII-OLU,I/IVI npuHUMn
n3pannbCcKkoro 06LL|,eCTBEHHOrO nopsaaka. XoTa oH paccMaTpmnBaeT 3TOT MUINTAapPM3M KaK peakuuto rnasHbIM
06pa30M Ha apa60-v|3pa|/|anKv||7| KOH¢I1I/IKT, OH CYUTaEeT, YTO K HacToALLeMYy BpeMEHN OH caM Nno cebe ctan
I'IpI/IHI/IHOﬁ nojaAepxXaHunsa sToro KOH¢/1I/IKTa - I'IpI/ILII/IHOI‘/'I, KOTOpas ABAseTca HeoTbeM/IeMoli HacTbio
M3PaunbCKO peanbHOCTU 1 MPOYHO YKOPeHUack B 06LLeCTBEHHOM Co3HaHMN.?

KI/IMMepﬂI/IHI’ B Lie/IOM BblAeNnAaeT TP OCHOBHbIX M3MepeHnsa MUuinTapumsma. I'IepBoe n3mepeHme — 31o
ro/mTu4deckoe Hacuimelakoe aBneHve pa3BnBaeTCa TO/IbKO Torga, Korja rnpsaMmoe nin KoceBeHHoe BoeHHoe
NpaBUTENIbCTBO OCYLLECTBNAET B/1IaCTb B TeYEHUE ANNTE/IbHOIO nepunoja BpeMeHun.

- KaK 3T0 6bI710 B C/ly4ae € BOeHHbIMY pexMmamu B Appurke 1 KOxxHol Amepuke B 1970-
X rogax.

BTopoe nsmepeHune muantapmnsma no KUMMepPANHTY...Ky/1bTypHLIIMUANTaPU3M BO3HMKaeT B
06LLecTBax, rae apMuUsi UrpaeT LieHTPabHYH0 posib B 06LLECTBEHHOW XN3HWN 1 KONNEKTUBHOM
CaMOBOCNPUATUN, ABNAACH BaXXHbIM CUMBOJ/IOM KOINEKTUBU3MA 1 O/INLLETBOPEHUNEM
naTpuoTmsma.<sup>10</sup> 3gecb KuMMepAnHr onvpaeTcs Ha KoHuenuuio Anbdpeaa Bartca o
rpaXAaHCKoM 1 BOEHHOM MUUTapU3Me: B rpaxaaHCKOM MUINTapu3Me 60/1bLLIVHCTBO
KONNEKTUBHBIX LieNIeil onpeaensoTca B CBA3W C BOWHOWN. BOMHbI CUNTAIOTCA LleHTPasbHON YacTbio
KONNEKTUBHOW XN3HN U MHULMNPYIOTCA FPaxXAaHCKUMn ivaepamn.<sup>11</sup>

TpeTbe n3mepeHne MUINTapunsma, BblgeneHHoe KMMepanHroM, HaxoAnTCa B chepe...orHUTUB
CTPYKTYPHBIVi 11 KYNbTYPHbIA MUANTAPU3M HacTONILKO Fy6OKO YKOPEHWCA B CO3HAHWW, YTO CTan 06LLmUM
COCTOAHNEM YyMa. VIMeHHO Ha 3ToM YypoBHE MUTNTapW3M, He 6y,qyb||/| OCO3HaHHO OCMbIC/IEHHbIM,
pa3BopaYMBaeTCsi C 0CO6eHHO CUbHBIM 3¢PpekToM. OH BOCMPUHMMAETCSA Kak HEYTO caMo CO60oW
pasymeroLeeca n 6onbLue He nojBepraeTcd COMHEHUI0 HY NpaBALKMUN, HX yNpaBasgeMbIMIA. |-|pl/l Hannymn
BCEX 3TUX MEXAHN3MOB KONNEKTUB CTAHOBUTCA O4EPXUNM BOIHOW KaK Ha VHCTUTYLIMOHAIbHOM (MOAUTUMKA,
apmus, 06LL|,ECTBO, 3KOHOMMUKa, MPOMBbILLNIEHHOCTb N NpaBoBas cucTema), Tak M Ha MeHTanbHOM ypoBHe.
MoAroToBka K BOViHE CTAHOBUTCS HENPepbIBHLIM COLManbHbIM npoueccoM. Cneayrolee BOOPYXeHHoe

CTONIKHOBEHVEe KaXeTcst Hen36eXHbIM. BOViHbI 1 BOEHHbIE MUCCHM MPEBPALLAIOTCS B PYTUHY.<sup>12</sup>

StoT I'IOCI'IEAHI/IVI acnekT MuanTapusma KI/IMMEPI'IVIHI' onpegenser Kak <<I'pa>K,Cl,aHCKVIl7| MWINTApU3M», N OH UCMONb3yeT

3TO onpejeneHve Ans 0603HaYeHNs l/lspamnﬂ. OH cunTaet, uto I/Iapamnb HaxoAnTca noa I'l'ly60KI/IM BAVsHNEM

8beH-dnunazep 1994: 63. 9
Knmmepnnnr 1993A: 125. 10
Tam xe. 125-127.

11Bartc 1937.

12KnmmepanHr 1993A: 127-128.
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by it, with the pillars of Israeli militarism being no other than the civilian govern-
ment, the academic, legal and economic elites, and not least, Israeli society itself.

The military does not have to stand at the center of political power to be influ-
ential. It suffices that military approaches, worldviews and mindsets are system-
atically internalized by most decision makers as well as the broad public, across
all party affiliations and class identities. In “civilian militarism” the military is
understood to be the warrantor of “national security,” in other words it guaran-
tees the state’s existence. And as the guarantor of existence it nearly always is
granted priority over all other areas of life. Kimmerling sees this precept as an
organizational principle of Israeli polity."

A good example of this is the eulogy that Chief of General Staff Moshe Dayan
gave at the open grave of the soldier Ro’i Rotberg on April 30, 1956. The words he
uttered on this occasion in the formative years of Jewish national statehood have
sunk deep into the new society’s collective memory. The Israeli historian Idith
Zertal (1945-) draws attention to the wide circulation of this text in Israeli media:
“It had an immediate, stunning impact. The Israeli collective, the members of
the young Israeli elites, saw themselves as represented and defined by this text,
which had become the voice of a generation.”** With this in mind, it is worthwhile
quoting the speech in its entirety:

Yesterday morning Ro’i was murdered. The quiet of a spring morning blinded him, and he
failed to see those who lurked in wait for him behind the furrow. Let us not, today, hurl
accusations at the killers. Why should we complain at their fierce hatred of us? For eight
years they have been dwelling in refugee camps in Gaza, and before their very eyes we are
turning their land and the villages where they and their forefathers dwelt into our home.

It is not from the Arabs in Gaza, but among ourselves that we should seek Ro’i’s blood. How
could we have failed to look our fate in the eye, to see the destiny of our generation in all
its brutality? Have we forgotten that this group of young people, living in Nahal Oz, bear
on their shoulders the heavy gates of Gaza, gates beyond which are crowded hundreds of
thousands of eyes and hands, praying for our weakness, so as to tear us to pieces — have
we forgotten this? For we know that, in order for their hope of annihilating us to die away,
it is incumbent on us — morning and night - to be armed and ready. We are the generation
of settlement, and without the steel helmet and the cannon’s mouth we cannot plant a tree
nor build a house. There will be no life for our children if we do not dig shelters, and without
barbed wire fences and machine guns we cannot pave roads nor drill for water. Millions of
Jews, who were exterminated because they had no country, are watching us from the ashes
of Israeli history and exhorting us to settle and to build up a land for our people.

13 Ibid.130.
14 Zertal 2005: 179-180.
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B ocHoBe N3pannbCKOro MUIUTapmn3mMa fiexaT He YTO MHOeE, Kak rpaXkiaHCcKkoe NpaBMUTeNbCTBO, akajeMumnyeckas,
ropugnyeckas n sKoHoMuM4Yeckas 3/1Ta, U, YTO HeManoBaXHO, CaMO N3panibCckoe 06LIJ,GCTBO.

BoeHHbIM He 0653aTenbHO HaxoAuTbCs B LeHTpe NONUTNYECKOM BnacTn, YTO6bI 6bITh BAVATENbHBIMU.
,U,OCTaTODIHO, 4TO6bI BOEHHbIE noaxoAbl, MMPOBO33peHNA N 06pa3 MbILUNEHNA cucTeMaTunyeckn
yCBauBaNUCh 60/LLLINHCTBOM MWL, MPUHMMAIOLLMX PeLeHIs, a Takxke LUINPOKOL 06LLIEeCTBEHHOCTLIO,
He3aB1C1MO OT NapPTUIAHOV NPUHAANEXHOCTY 1 KNacCOBOM NMPUHAANEXHOCTU. B «rpaxaaHCKoM
MUANTapr3Me» BOEHHbIE MOHNMAIOTCA Kak rapaHT «HaLmMoHanbHOV 6e30MnacHoOCTW», APYTMU CI0BaMU,
OHW rapaHTUpYIOT CyLLLeCTBOBaHMeE rocyAapcTaa. U kak rapaHT CyLL,ecTBOBaHWUSA MM NOYTN BCEraa oTAaeTcs
NpYoOpUTET Haj BCeMU ApYruMu chepamm XnsHn. KnMMepanHr paccmaTpuBaeT 3TOT NPUHLMN Kak
OpraHn3aLMOHHbIN NPUHLMN N3PanIbLCKON NOANTUYECKOW CMCTeMbI.<sup>13</sup>

XOpOLLUVM MPYMEPOM 3TOr0 AB/AETCA PeYb, NMPOU3HECEHHAs HavabHUKOM F'eHepansHoro
wTaba Molue [lasHOM y OTKPbITOM Morunel congata Pou Potbepra 30 anpens 1956 roga. Cnosa,
NPON3HECEHHbIE UM MO 3TOMY CNY4ato B rofibl CTAaHOBAEHNS €BPENCKOro HaLMoHaibHOro
rocyapcrsa, rnyboko 3aneyatniencb B KONEKTUBHOM NaMAT HOBOro obLuecTsa. 3pannbckuii
ncropuk Nant 3eptans (1945-) obpallaeT BHUMaHMe Ha LUMPOKOe pacnpocTpaHeHre 3Toro Tekcra B
n3pannbcknx CMUN: «OH okasan Hemea/leHHOe, oLlenoMAsoLLee Bo3geicTBue. M3pannbekoe
06LL,eCTBO, YeHbl MONOAOW N3PanIbCKOW 3ANTBI, YBUAENWN Cebs NpeacTaBAeHHbIMU 1
onpejeneHHbIMU 3TVM TEKCTOM, KOTOPbIN CTa/l FOI0COM MOKOAeHWs». 14 YUnTbiBas 3T0, CTOUT

npounTnpoBaTh peyb Le/InkKom:

Buepa yTpoM Pou 6bin youT. TULLMHA BECEHHErO yTpa OC/enna ero, U OH He 3amMeTus
Tex, KTo nogxmgan ero 3a boposgoi. [laBaiTe cerogHs He byaem O6BUHSATL YouiiL,.
MoyeMy Mbl JOMIKHbBI XanoBaTbCsA Ha UX APOCTHYIO HEHABUCTb K HAM? BoceMb NneT OHM
XVBYT B narepsix 6exeHLeB B [a3e, M MPSIMO y HUX Ha rnasax Mbl MpeBpaLlaeM nx
3eM/I0 U1 iePEBHM, TAe XMW OHU U UX NPEeAKW, B CBOI A0M.

He oT apabos B 'a3e, a cpeAn Hac cCaMuX Mbl A0/MKHbI UCKaTb KPOBY Poun. Kak Mbl MOT/IN He B3rISiHYTb
B r1a3a CBoel cyjbbe, He yBMAETb CyAbOy Halero NoOKOSIEHNS BO BCeli ee XKeCToKocTn? Heyxenu Mol
3a6bl1K, YTO 3Ta rpynna MoNoAbIX Nl0Aei, XMBYLLMX B Haxane-03, HeceT Ha CBOMX M/ieyax Tsaxerble
BOpoTa [a3bl, BOPOTA, 3@ KOTOPbIMW TONMATCA COTHU ThICAY a3 U PyK, MONALLMXCA O HaLleid
€nabocTy, UTobbl Pa3opBaTh HAaC Ha KYCKW, - HeyXKenu Mbl 3a6bian 06 3ToM? V60 Mbl 3HaeMm, YTo Ans
TOro, YTOBbI UX HaAeX/a Ha Halle YHUUTOXeHWe yracna, Mbl 0683aHbl - yTPOM 1 BeYepoM - 6biTb
BOOPYXXEHHbLIMU 1 FOTOBbLIMU. Mbl - MOKONEHWE NMOCeNeHWIA, 1 6e3 CTaNbHOrO LemMa ¥ XXepaa nyLKn
Mbl HE MOXeM MOCaAuUTL AePEBO WU MOCTPOUTL AOM. Y HaLLUX AeTell He byAeT XN3HU, eCv Mbl He
6y/em pbiTb y6exuLla, 1 6e3 Kotoueid NpoBOIOKN 1 NMyNeMeTOB Mbl He MOXeM NPOoK/ajbiBaTb
A0POrV NN BYPUTL CKBaXUHBI AN BOAbI. MUNNVOHbLI eBpeeB, MCTPeBNeHHbIX 3a TO, UTO Y HUX He
6b1710 CBOEV CTPaHbI, HabAAKT 3@ HaMU U3 Nenia N3panabCKON NCTOPUM 1 NPU3bIBAOT Hac
3aCenTb 3TN 3eMAN U CO3AaTh 3eMJIIO AN HaLLero Hapoza.

13Tam xe, 130.
143epTans 2005: 179-180.
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But beyond the furrows of the border surges a sea of hatred and dreams of vengeance, await-
ing the day when the calm dulls our alertness, when we lend an ear to the ambassadors
of scheming hypocrisy, who exhort us to lay down our arms. Ro’i’s blood cries out to us
from his mangled body. For we swore a thousand times that our blood would not be spilled
in vain and yesterday we were beguiled once more, we listened and we believed. Let us
conduct a reckoning with our selves today. Let us not shrink from seeing the enmity, which
attends and fills the lives of hundreds of thousands of Arabs, who dwell around us and
await the moment when they can spill our blood. Let us not lower our gaze lest our arm be
weakened. This is the decree of our generation. This is our only choice — to be ready and
armed, strong and hardy, for if the sword slips from our fists — our lives will be cut short.

Ro’i Rothberg, the lean blond youth, who left Tel Aviv to build a home at the gates of Gaza,
to be a wall for us all; Ro’i — the light in his heart dazzled his eyes, and he did not see the
glint of the knife. The yearning for peace dulled his hearing, and he did not hear the sound
of lurking murder. The gates of Gaza weighed too heavily on him and undid him.*

Kimmerling discerns seven codes of Israeli society in this text: Firstly, the State
of Israel is a settler and immigrant state and its existence in the region is neither
secured nor can it be taken for granted. The second code reads that the “Arabs”
— an undifferentiated and generalized category — hate “us.” Thirdly, Kimmerling
gathers from this text a code by which the immutability of the situation is postu-
lated. All is fate, and it is for Israeli society alone to secure its existence. Fourthly,
this existence can only be secured “with the fist and the sword,” by which the
necessity of war is implied. The fifth code, namely the dominance of security,
follows from this inevitability. This in turn is, sixthly, connected to the perpetual
mobilization of Israeli society. And, seventhly, Dayan also speaks of unavoidable
“human sacrifices.”*®

Critical voices in Israel have repeatedly put into question the constitutive
power of these codes. Nonetheless, their defining influence in shaping the new
society remains by and large uncontradicted to this day. Against this background
the conflict with the Arab neighbors and the Palestinians stands as a given,
unchangeable fact, with the negative attitude of the “new Goyim” towards the
“Jews” being thought of as a constant that defies all historical developments.

The Arab rejection of Israel’s existence is put in the same line as the Jewish
experience of violence in Europe. And even as it is admitted that the Arab posi-
tion is understandable given the new historic developments, the Arab-Israeli con-
flict still appears as nothing more than another version of anti-Semitism in the

15 Zertal 2005: 180-181; text quoted from Dayan.
16 Kimmerling 1993A: 123.
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Ho 3a 60po3aamu rpaHuiLel ByLLyeT MOpe HEHaBUCTU U XKaX bl MeCTU, 0XnAas TOro AHA, Koraa
3aTuLbe NPUTYNWT Hally 6AMTENLHOCTb, KOFAa Mbl NPUC/TYLLIAEMCS K NOCAaM KOBapHOro NLeMepus,
NPU3bIBaIOLLMM HaC CIOXUTL opyxue. KpoBb Pou B3blBaeT K HaM 13 ero nsyseyeHHoro tena. 160 mbl
ThICAYY Pa3 KASANCE, YTO Halla KPOBb He By/leT NpoanTa HanpacHo, 1 BUepa Hac CHoBa 0bMaHyu,
Mbl CAyLlanu 1 Bepunn. [laBaite cerogHs NnposejeM pacnnaty ¢ cammmm coboii. [laBarite He bygem
YKNOHATLCS OT BpaX/bl, KOTOpas COMPOBOX/AAET 1 HaMO/HAET XU3HW COTEH ThiCSY apaboB, XUBYLLINX
BOKPYT HaC 1 0XUAAIOLLMX MOMEHTa, KOr/a OHN CMOTYT MPOUTL Hallly KpoBb. [laBaiite He byaem
onycKaTb B30pbl, YTO6bI Halla pyka He ocnabena. 370 yka3 Hallero NoKofeHNs. 3To Halu
€AVIHCTBEHHbIV BbIGOP - 6bITb FOTOBLIMU 1 BOOPYXEHHbIMU, CUbHBIMU 1 BEIHOCNIMBLIMU, B0 ecn

MeY BbICKOJIb3HET N3 HALLINX KY/N1aKOB — HaluW XN3HN 6yp,yT O60pBaHbI.

Pou PoT6epr, xy/0/ CBETNI0BO/IOCKINA OHOLLA, MOKUHYBLUMIA Tenb-ABUB, UTOGbLI MOCTPOUTL AOM Y BOPOT
la3bl, YUTOGbI OH CTaN CTEHOM ANsi BCeX Hac; Pou - CBET B ero cepALie OC/EN/si/ ero r1asa, U OH He
BUZen 6ecka Hoxa. CTpemeHne K MUpY MPUTYMUAO ero CyX, U OH He C/ibILLan 3Byka
rioAcTeperatoLLero youiictea. BopoTa a3kl CINLLKOM TSKEN0 AABUAW HA HEro U cioMuAw ero.15

KnmmepnuHr BbigensieT B 3TOM TeKCTe CeMb KOZ0B M3PanibCKoro obLecTsa: Bo-nepsbix, FocysapcTso
I/I3paw1b — 3TO rocyAapcTBo noceneHues N MMMUIpaHTOB, N €ro CylecTtBoBaHVe B perrMoHe He
rapaHTUPOBAaHO N He MOXET CHMUTaTbCA cCaMo COb0W pasymetoLmmcst. BTopoii Ko rnacuT, 4to «apabbi»
- HeanddepeHLVPOBaHHaA 1 0606LLeHHas KaTeropysi - HEHaBUCTb K «HaM». Bo-TpeTbux,
KUMMepAnHT n3BnekaeT 13 3TOro TeKcTa Koz, NocpeACcTBOM KOTOPOro NoCTynnpyeTcs
HeN3MeHHOCTb CUTyauum. Bee - cyab6a, 1 TONbKO N3paunnbekoe o6LLecTBO J0MKHO o6ecneynTb
CBOe CylL,eCcTBOBaHVe. B-4eTBepThIX, 3TO CyLL|eCTBOBaHMWE MOXET bbITh 06ecreyeHo TObKO
«KYyIaKOM W MEUYOM», YTO NoApasymMeBaeT HEOO6XOAMMOCTb BOViHbI. MATbIN KOA, @ UMEHHO
AOMUHMPOBaHMe 6e30MacHOCTY, BbITeKaeT 13 3TOW Hen3bexHOCTW. 3To, B CBOO oYepe/b, B-
LLIeCTBIX, CBA3aHO C MOCTOSIHHOM MOBMAM3aLei N3pannbekoro obLectsa. U, B-ceabMblx, JasH
TaKe roBOPUT O HEU3BEXHbIX «4e/IoBEYECKUX XepTBax».16

KpI/ITI/lKI/I B I/I3pa|/1ne HEOAHOKPAaTHO CTaBW/I NOA COMHEHNE KOHCTUTYNPYHOLLYHO CU/TY 3TUX KOAEKCOB.
TeM He MeHee, 1x onpegensioLlee BANsHME Ha GOPMUPOBaAHME HOBOMO 06LLeCTBa B 3HaUMTeNbHO
CTeneHu 0CTaeTCA HeOCMOPVMbIM MO Cell AeHb. Ha 3TOM GpoHe KOHPANKT C apabCknmm coceaamm un
nanectnHUamMy BOCNPUHMMaETCA Kak AaHHOCTb U HEeN3MeHHbI q)aKT, C HeraTMBHbIM OTHOLLEHUeM Co
CTOPOHbI «HOBOTO Oﬁl.l.l,eCTBa»./-OM«B OTHOLLIEHWW TOro, YTO6bI «eBpen» BOCNPUHNMaJINCb KaK HEYTO
Hen3MeHHoe, HenoABnacTHOE HUKaKNM NCTOPUNYECKUM COBbITUAMY.

OTpuaHune apabamu cylecTBoBaHMS 3panns paccmMaTpuBaeTCs B TOM Xe KaKoYe, YTo
1 eBpericknii onbIT Hacuavs B EBpone. U gaxe HeCMOTPSA Ha NpM3HaHMe Toro, Y4To No3numa
apaboB NOHATHa B CBETE HOBbIX MCTOPUYECKNX COBBLITUIA, apabo-n3panabCknii KOHGAMKT no-

npexHemy NpeAcTaBAeTCA He YeM MHbIM, Kak eLlie 0AHON GOpMOl aHTUCeMUTU3MA.

153epTan 2005: 180-181; TekcT unTupyeTca ns JasHa.
16KnmmepanHr 1993A: 123.
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Jewish-Israeli awareness. But this also serves to dehistoricize and depoliticize the
conflict, rendering its concrete subject matter all but irrelevant.

Soon this notion of an “eternal” conflict solidified, and social institutions
prepared to face a long-term confrontation. Therefore, Kimmerling speaks of a
routinization of war, in the course of which Israeli society improved its ability
to mobilize from one war to the next. This goes on to the point where war finally
permeates the entire day-to-day reality, while it can still be conveniently pushed
aside in “times of peace.” In this way, the conflict becomes a constant and con-
stitutive factor of the Israeli order and thus of Israeli awareness. The boundaries
between politics and military are dissolved, and as a general rule politics bows to
the military, the ultimate argument of national security. This submission in turn
serves a particular kind of security policy that perpetuates its own monopoly by
blurring the dividing lines between war and peace, civil society and military."”

The genesis of Israeli security policy is explained by the Israeli political sci-
entist Reuven Pedezur (1948-): In the founding years of the state between 1949
and 1956, leading political personalities have formulated a security doctrine and
developed a distinct security culture. In all of this, Prime Minister and Minister of
Defense David Ben-Gurion had a key role. In his unique party-political position
as the father of the nation, he laid the foundation for a national security policy.
He did this by excluding the members of his party from this decision process, so
that de facto he obtained unlimited freedom for himself and the security estab-
lishment in the shaping of security policy.

Ben-Gurion asserted himself within the ruling Mapai party in that he sepa-
rated the complex of “security” from other “political” matters. In this way, he laid
the tracks toward a political culture in which security was no longer the concern
of party and government, but rather of the Ministry of Defense and the military.'®
As a consequence of this division between security and politics, a small group of
politicians and members of the military were able to push through an “offensive
ethos” under the protective hand of Ben-Gurion. As a proponent of the “defen-
sive ethos,” Moshe Sharett (foreign minister from 1949 to 1956, and prime min-
ister from 1953 to 1955) struggled in vain against the hardliners in the security
establishment.! The Israeli historian Motti Golani (1954-) thinks of the 1950s as
a crucial period for the history of Israeli militarism. It was in the 1950s and 1960s

17 Ibid. 131.
18 Pedezur 2003: 88-89.
19 Sheffer 1995; Amar-Dahl 2003.
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OcBe;OMNEHHOCTb O eBpeVICKO-M3paI/IanKI/IX oTHoLeHuaX. Ho 3To Takxe CnOCO6CTByeT Aencropusaunn n
AenonnTU3aLmnm KOHGANKTA, Aenas ero KOHKPETHYH TeMaTUKy NpakTUYeckn HeakTyalbHO.

Bckope 370 npeAcTaBneHre 0 «<Be4YHOM» KOHPNKTE YyKPenuaoch, 1 COLManbHbie MHCTUTYThI
NOAroTOBUNINCE K ANTNTE/IbHOMY NMPOTVBOCTOAHUIO. r|03TOMy KVIMMep]'II/IHF rOBOPUT O PyTUHU3aUUn BOVIHbI,
B XO/le KOTOPOW 13pan/bCKoe 06LLEeCTBO YYULLNIO0 CBOK CMOCOBHOCTL MOBMIN30BATHLCSA OT OAHOW BOVHbI
K ,qpyr0|7|. 370 npoAo/IKaeTca A0 TeX Nop, Noka BOWiHa, HaKoHeL, He NPOHMKaeT BO BCHO MOBCEAHEBHYHO
peanbHOCTb, B TO BPEMA KaK ee BCe eLe MOXHO yﬂ,06H0 OTNOXNTb B «MUPHOE BPEMSA». Takum 06pa30M,
KOH¢}1I/IKT CTaHOBUTCA MNOCTOAHHBLIM N KOHCTUTYNPYHOLLNM ¢aKTOp0M MN3panibCKoro nopsiaka u,
cnejoBaTeNibHO, M3Pan/ibCKOro CaMOCO3HaHWA. FpaHmu,u mexay MNOJITUKOW N BOEHHbIM pa3mbIiBalOTCH, U,
KaK npaBu/io, NOINTUKA CK/IOHAETCA nepej BOeHHbIM, BbICLUVM apryMeHTOM HaLl.I/IOHaﬂbHOIZ 6e30nacHoCT.
370 noag4ynHeHWe, B CBOKO oyepeab, CNyXnT 0c060|\ny TANY NONINTUKN 6e3onacHocTy, KoTopas
yBeKoBe4YMBaeT CBOKO C06CTBeHHyI-0 MOHOMO/INK0, pa3MblBas pasgenTenbHble TMHUN MeXay BOWHOW 1
MWUPOM, rpaxaaHCKnm 06LLI,eCTBOM 1 BOEHHbIMW.17

WcToKM n3pannbCkor NoOANTUKN 6e30MacHOCTU 06 bACHSAET N3PauIbCKUIA MOANTONOT
PeyseH Mege3yp (1948-): B roabl ocHOBaHWA rocyaapcTtsa, ¢ 1949 no 1956 rog, seayuine
nonuTu4yeckme geatenn chopmMynmpoBani JOKTPUHY 6€30MacHOCTU 1 pasBuan 0CObYHo
KynbTypy 6e30nacHoCTX. Bo BCeM 3TOM K/1H0OUEBYHO POJib ChirPaa NpeMbep-MUHUCTP U
MUHNCTP 060pOoHbI [laBng BeH-TyproH. B cBoeM yHNKanbHOM NapTUAHO-NOANTUNYECKOM
MOIOXEHNW 0TLA HaLMW OH 3a/105KWJ1 OCHOBY HaLMOHaAbHOW MNOAUTUKK 6e3onacHocTn. OH
CAenan 3To, NCKYMB YIeHOB CBOeN NapTum 13 npouecca NpUHATAS peLleHunii, YTobblge-
@akToOH fo0bunca ans cebs n ANst CUNOBbIX CTPYKTYP HEOrpaHUYEHHOM cBo60AbI B
$OpPMMPOBaAHNN NONNTUKM 6€30MNaCHOCTU.

BeH-FypnoH npossun cebsi B pamkax cyaebHoro npouecca.ManaulapTusi B TOM CMbIC/e, YTO
OH OTAeNN KOMMIEKC «6e30MacHOCTU» OT APYTMX «MOAUTUNYECKNX» BONPOCOB. TakM 06pa3oM, OH
NPONOXWUA MYTb K MONNTUYECKON KyNbType, B KOTOPOM 6e30nacHOCTb nepectana 6biTb 3a60ToiA
napTuu 1 NpaBUTeNLCTBA, a CTana nNpeporaTnsoi MMHUCTepCTBa 060POHLI 1 apMUK.<sup>18</sup>
B pesynbTaTe 3TOro pasgeneHuns mexay 6e30nacHoOCTbIO U NOAUTUKONM HebonbLias rpynna
MOJINTVMKOB 1 BOEHHbIX CMOI/1a MPOABUHYTb «HACTynaTe/IbHyt UAEO0N0rNo» MO/ 3aLMTol beH-
T'ypvoHa. Byayun CTOPOHHUKOM «060POHUTENbHON naeonorum», Motue LLiapeTT (MUHUCTP
MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen ¢ 1949 no 1956 rog v npembep-M1HUCTP ¢ 1953 no 1955 roa) TweTHo 6oposncs
NPOTUB CTOPOHHWKOB XeCTKOW IMHUN B CUNOBbIX CTPYKTYpax.<sup>19</sup> Uspannbckuii
ncropuk Mottu Fonanm (1954-) cumtaeT 1950-e rofbl peLuarLM Nepruogom B NCTopumn

M3panibckoro Muantapusma. imeHHo B 1950-x 1 1960-x rogax

17Tam xe, 131.
18Mepae3yp 2003: 88-89. 19
Weddep 1995; Amap-fanb 2003.
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that the “offensive stance” that had emerged in the 1930s and finally taken on an
aggressive dimension in the subsequent decade was ultimately cemented.?®

Let us now investigate further the connection between the establishment of
the Jewish state and Israel’s war policy by trying to answer the question as to
which role the use of national-state violence plays in the realization and protec-
tion of the Zionist project, and as to what exactly the Israeli security doctrine
entails. Why does war appear to be a permanent companion of its politics and
history? And which social constellation facilitates the perpetual use of military
violence? Does Zionist Israel have to be a modern Sparta to survive?

The Sinai-Suez Campaign of 1956

The Sinai-Suez Campaign is considered the climax of the so-called “little border
wars” that were fought after the war of 1948 between Israel and its Arab neigh-
bor states, or between Israel and the Palestinian refugees®, as the Israeli leader-
ship and army opposed the attempts of the Palestinian refugees to return to their
homes and properties in the core country of Israel. During its first years Israel
developed defense strategies in reaction to the Palestinians’ attempts to return,
which they referred to as “infiltration.” These tactics comprised measures such
as the founding of Jewish settlements at the borders, the deployment of a border
protection police, and even the expulsion or killing of the “intruders.”*

In addition, an offensive form of military response was established: the
policy of retaliation. This practice dates back to the 1930s, when already the
Haganah (“defense” in Hebrew), a paramilitary Jewish organization controlled
by the Jewish Agency, reacted to Arab raids with violence. It did not only target
the actual perpetrators, but also their families and tribes for the purpose of deter-
ment. After the establishment of the state, the political leadership carried on with
the retaliation policy but did not officially admit to it until 1953. The military oper-
ation in Qibya in October 1953, in which the Israeli army killed sixty-nine Pales-
tinian civilians in a Jordanian village in the West Bank, is a well-known example
of the public denial of such measures by then Prime Minister David Ben-Gurion.?

20 Golani 2002: 97.

21 Morris 1996: 458-459.

22 Ibid. 129-198.

23 Ibid. 199, 203. On the cooperation of the Israeli press with the government as it rejects
responsibility for Qibya, see Morris 2000: 175-197.
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UTO «HaCTynaTeNbHas NO3uULMs», cpopmmpoBaBLascst B 1930-x rogax v B KOHEYHOM MTOre nNpuobpeTLLas
arpeccuBHbIV XapakTep B nociegytollee gecaTuneTe, B KOHEYHOM cyeTe 3akpenunach.20

[laBaliTe Tenepb NogpobHee pacCMOTPUM CBSI3b MeXJy CO3JaHMeM eBperickoro rocyAapcTaa v
BOEHHOW NOMITUKOW V3panns, NbiTasicb OTBETUTb HA BOMPOC O TOM, KakKyto posib Urpaet
MCNOb30BaHMe HaCUIVSA CO CTOPOHBI HALMOHAaNBLHOMO rocyAapcTBa B peanvsaumm 1 3almre
CMOHWNCTCKOrO MPOEKTa, U YTO MMEHHO NoApa3yMeBaeT U3panabekas AoKTpUHa 6e30nacHOCTH.
MoueMy BOIHa, KaXeTcs, ABASETCS NOCTOSIHHBIM CMYTHUKOM €ro NOAUTUKN 1 nctopumn? M kakas
coumanbHas CTpyKTypa cnoco6CTByET NOCTOAHHOMY NMPYMEHEHW0 BOEHHOMO Hacuaus? JlofixeH nn

CUOHUCTCKUI M3pannb 6biTb coBpemeHHoV CnapToit, YTo6bl BbIKUTL?

CuHalicko-Cyaukaa kamnaHusa 1956 roga

CuHaiicko-CyaLKas KaMmnaHus cCHUTaeTca KybMUHaLUMer Tak HasbiBaeMbIX «MasibIX MOrPaHNYHbIX
BOViH», KOTOPble BeNncb noce BoiHbl 1948 roaa mexay M3pannem 1 ero apabckumm cocegHUMM
rocyAapcresamMu, v Mexay Mapavnem 1 nanecTMHCKMMn 6exeHuammn21, NockoNbKy nspanibekoe
PYKOBOACTBO 1 apMUsi MPOTUBOAECTBOBAN NOMbITKAM NaneCTUHCKMX 6exXeHLeB BEpHYTLCS B CBOU
AOMa 1 Ha CBOKO COBCTBEHHOCTL B LIeHTpaibHOM YacTu M3panns. B nepsble rogbl cBoero
cyujectBoBaHuA Vi3pannb pa3paboTtan 060poHUTENbHbIE CTPaTerny B OTBET Ha MOMbITKA
nanecTyHLEB BEPHYTbCS, KOTOPbIe OHM Ha3biBanu «MHGUAbTPaLmeli». 3Ta TakTUKa BK/IOYana takme
Mepbl, Kak Co3jaHre eBpericknx NoceNeHnin Ha rpaHuLiax, pasBepTbiBaHWe NOrpaHUYHOM NoanLmn
1 faxe BbICbIKa MW YOUIACTBO «HapyLuUTeneii».22

Kpome Toro, 6bina yctaHoBneHa HacTynaTtesnbHas ¢opMa BOEHHOro OTBeTa: MoNTMKa BO3ME3AMA.
3Ta npakTrKa BocxoauT K 1930-m rogam, Koraa yxe Ttoraa... XaraHa(«Espeiickas BoeHU3MpoBaHHas
opraHu3aums (Ha nBpuUTe «060poHa»), KOHTpoNMpyemas EBpeiicknm areHTCTBOM, pearvposana Ha
apabckue Habern HacunveM. OHa npecneoBana He TONIbKO HeMmoCpeACTBEHHbIX UCMONHUTENEN, HO U 1X
CemMblL 1 NieMeHa B LieNsix caepxuBaHus. Mocne co3gaHns rocyapctea NoANTUYECKOE PyKOBOACTBO
NpoAo/MKaNo NONNTUKY BO3ME3AMS, HO opuLManbHO He Npu3sHaBano eé fo 1953 roga. BoeHHas onepauus B
Knbbe B okTsibpe 1953 roaa, B Xo4e KOTOPOV M3panibCckas apMus youna LecTbAeCaT AeBATb NanecTUHCKNX
MUPHbIX XUTeNel B MOPAAHCKOW JepeBHe Ha 3anajHoM bepery, ABNSeTCH N3BECTHLIM NMPYUMEePOM
ny6MYHOro OTPULIAHNA NOAOBHBIX Mep TOrAaLLIHUM NpeMbep-MUHUCTPOM JaBujgom ben-

l'ypnoHoMm.<sup>23</sup>

20MonaHm 2002: 97. 21

Moppuc 1996: 458-459. 22

Tam xe. 129-198.

23Tam xe, cTp. 199, 203. O coTpyAHNYECTBE N3PanNbLCKOM Npecchbl C MPaBUTENbLCTBOM, KOTOPOe OTPULLAeT CBO

OTBETCTBEHHOCTbL 3a Knbbto, cM. Moppuc 2000: 175-197.
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Revenge was an important motive of this retaliation policy, but so was the
wish to demonstrate military strength as a defensive strategy. The excessive retal-
iatory strikes served the purpose of deterring the Arab neighbor states and the
Palestinians from attacking Israel. Another thing Ben-Gurion and his Chief of
General Staff Moshe Dayan had in mind was to make the Arab World recognize
Israel’s strength and therefore accept its existence in the borders of 1949.

National statehood was associated with military strength and ultimately
made dependent on it. After all, the new state territory — seventy-eight percent of
Palestine — still remained to be secured. Already in the 1950s, the so-called “activ-
ist stance” — in other words the tough military course — became the dominant
approach, not least because it was deemed indispensable for the desired security.
Very soon this activist stance came to constitute a central tenet of the Israeli secu-
rity doctrine. Moreover, the retaliation policy also had a domestic political aspect.
According to the Israeli historian Benny Morris (1948-) it created a permanent
state of emergency, which strengthened the ruling Mapai party. Besides, actively
fighting was a suitable way to bind together the young society of immigrants.?*

This retaliation policy of the 1950s unsettled the Arab neighbor states,
infringed on their territorial sovereignty and made them look powerless. At a
certain point, the ongoing Arab-Palestinian acts of violence against Israelis and
the Israeli military attacks crossed the line into a conventional war. Having origi-
nally been directed solely against the Palestinians who were attempting to return,
the retaliation practice led to an expansion of the conflict when it was increas-
ingly aimed at the responsible Palestinians and also more against the Arab neigh-
bor states.

Another reason why the Israeli-Palestinian and the Arab-Israeli conflict
blended into each other was Israel’s rejection of its responsibility for the Pales-
tinian refugees, instead shifting it onto the states that took them in, i.e., Egypt,
Syria, Jordan and Lebanon. The intertwining of the two conflicts had further con-
sequences. In 1955, the devastating escalation of violence at Israel’s southern
border brought the Palestinian combat units onto the scene against Israel.

Especially after the heavy attacks of the Israeli army in February and August
of 1955 in the Gaza Strip, Egypt’s President Nasser deployed the “Fedayeen”
(Arabic for “liberation units”) — who had opposed the British in 1952 and 1953 at
the Suez Canal - against Israel. Despite their military inferiority, they inflicted
heavy losses on the Israelis and scared the settlers on Israel’s southern border. In

24 Morris 1996: 199, 206-208, 447; Landau 2015: 35.
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MecTb 6bl1a BaXXHbIM MOTVBOM 3TOV MOANTUKM BO3ME3AMNS, HO HE MeHee BaXXHbIM 6b110 1
XenaHve NpoAeMOHCTPUPOBaTL BOEHHYHO MOLLb B KayecTBe 060pOHUTENbHONM cTpaTernu.
YpesmepHble OTBETHbIE yAapbl CAY>XUAW Lenn CAepXBaHNA apabcknx CoceHNX rocyaapcTB n
nanecTHLUEeB OT HanageHus Ha V3pannb. Eule ogHo Lenbio BeH-FyproHa 1 ero HayanbHKKa
leHepanbHoro wraba Molue [lasHa 66110 3acTaBUTb apabckunini MUp NpusHaTb cuny Uspanns u,
cnefoBaTesIbHO, MPUHATL ero cyLecTBoBaHme B rpaHnuax 1949 roaa.

HauwroHanbHas rocyjapCcTBeHHOCTb acCcoLMMpoBanach C BOEHHOV MOLLBIO 1 B KOHEYHOM mUTore
CTaHOBWNACh 3aBUCMMON OT Heé. B KOHLLe KOHLIOB, HOBast rocyAapCcTBeHHas TepPUTOPUS — CeEMbAECT
BOCEMb MpPOLEeHTOB ManecTnHbl — eLLé He 6bina obecneyeHa. Yxe B 1950-x rogax Tak HasblBaemasi
«aKTUBMUCTCKAA NO3ULMSA» — APYTVIMUN CNOBAaMU, XXECTKNI BOEHHBIV KypC — CTana JOMVHUPYOLWM
MOAXO/A0M, He B MOC/IeAHIO oYepe/b MOTOMY, UTO OHa CUYMTaNack HEO6XOAMMOV ANS AOCTVXEHNA
enaemor 6esonacHOCT. OUYeHb CKOPO 3Ta aKTUBWCTCKAs MO3ULWA CTana LeHTPanbHbIM MPUHLMNOM
N3paunNbCKo JOKTPUHbLI 6e3onacHOCTW. bonee Toro, NonnTMKa OTBETHBLIX MEp 1Mena u
BHYTPUNONNTMYECKMIA acnekT. Mo cnoBam M3pannbCkoro nctopmka beHHn Moppuca (1948-), oHa co3gana
NMOCTOSIHHOE Ype3BblvaliHoe MONOXEeHNe, KOTOPOe YKpenuno npasneHne. ManaymapTtus. Kpome Toro,
aKTUBHasA 60pb6ba bblna NOAXOAALLMM CMNOCO60M CNNOTUTL MOOAOE 06LLECTBO UMMUIPaHTOB.24

3Ta NonnTmMKa oTBETHbIX Mep 1950-x rofoB fecTabunnsnpoBana cocegHne apabekme
rocyapcTsa, NOCArHyNa Ha UX TeppUTOPUanbHbIV CyBepeHnTeT 1 nokasana ux beccunve. B
onpegeneHHbIi MOMEHT NPOAOJIXAOLLMECS aKTbl HAaCUINS apabo-NanecTUHCKOW CTOPOHbI MPOTUB
M3PannbTAH N N3panibCke BOEHHbIe aTaky NepeLuiv rpaHb 1 MPeBpaTUANCL B OObIYHYIO BOMHY.
MNepBOHaYanbLHO HanpasieHHass UCKIOYNTENIbHO NPOTUB NanecTUHLEB, NbITaBLUNXCA BEPHYTLCS,
npakTnKa OTBETHbIX Mep NpuBesa K paclumpeHunto KOHGANKTa, Korga oHa Bce 6onblue cTana
HanpaB/ieHa MpPOTMB OTBETCTBEHHbIX MaNeCTUHLEB, @ TakKe B 6obLUel cTeneHn NPOTUB COCeAHNX
apabCkux rocyAapcrs.

ELLe oAHOM NPUYVHON CAVSHUS N3Pan/bCKO-NanecTUHCKOro N apabo-n3pannbLeKoro
KOHGNKTOB CTaNo TO, YTO V3pansib 0TKa3ancs oT CBOei OTBETCTBEHHOCTY 3@ NaneCTUHCKNX
6exxeHLeB, MepenoXnB ee Ha rocyAapcTea, NPUHSABLUME UX, a UMeHHO ErvneT, Cuputo,
WNopaaHuto 1 JlneaH. MNepenneTeHne AByX KOHGAMKTOB MENO 1 Apyrue nocneActsus. B 1955
rozly paspyLumTenbHas 3ckanaums Hacuansa Ha FoXXKHOW rpaHuLe Vspanns npyeena K
NOSIBAIEHWNIO NaNeCTUHCKMX 60eBbIX YacTen, NPoTMBOCTOALLMX 3pawnto.

OcobeHHO nocsie MacCMpOoBaHHbIX aTak U3panabCKo apMun B pespane 1 aerycte 1955 roga B
cekTope la3a, npe3ngeHT Ervnta Hacep Hanpasun npotus N3paunsa «pesanHos» (apab.
«0CBOBOANTENbHbIE OTPAAbI»), KOTOpPblE MPOTMBOCTOANM BpuTaHuam B 1952 1 1953 rogax y
Cyaukoro kaHana. HecMoTpsi Ha CBOHO BOEHHYHO HEMO/IHOLEHHOCTb, OHM HaHeCIn U3panibTaHaMm

TAXeEeNble NOTeEPU N Hanyrann noceseHues Ha HOXKHOW rpaHuvue Vlspavmﬂ.

24Moppwc 1996: 199, 206-208, 447; NaHpay 2015: 35.
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late 1956, a crackdown on the Fedayeen was announced as a war objective in the
conflict with Egypt.”

The role of the retaliation policy in the eruptions of violence in the years 1955
and 1956, particularly in the Suez War in October 1956, is assessed differently in
historical research. Benny Morris regards the numerous skirmishes at the border
and the conflicts between Israel and its neighbor states, especially Egypt and
Jordan, in these years as an important escalation factor that ultimately led to war.
One of the reasons brought forward by the Israeli leadership as justification for
the first preemptive war, was the goal of eliminating Fedayeen strongholds on the
Sinai Peninsula. The Israeli army finally succeeded in seizing the Gaza Strip and
the Sinai Peninsula and in destroying these bases in the Sinai-Suez War.?®

In contrast, the Israeli historian David Tal argues that the French-British-
Israeli cooperation against Egypt in October 1956 was based on the Israeli-French
alliance: In return for the military-strategic alliance with France that was still in
the process of being carved out and was considered a matter of existential impor-
tance, Israel was expected to render a counterperformance. And that it did by
getting involved in a risky armed encounter with Egypt, hoping to get an angle
against Egypt at optimal conditions.?”

Tal turns against the commonly held research opinion that there is a close
connection between the border wars and the Sinai-Suez War?®, whereby the latter
is made to look like a “self-defense encounter” as well. He thinks of the situation
at the borders as more of a local issue, with both Israel and Egypt being averse to
a conventional war. Accordingly, Tal rules out a direct relationship between the
border wars and the Sinai-Suez War.?

Motti Golani assumes a loose connection between the border wars and the
Sinai Campaign. He thinks that Israel was “in search of a war” in the years 1955
and 1956. In stating this, Golani mainly refers to Moshe Dayan, the political chief
of general staff of the Israeli army, who he says explicitly sought war and instru-
mentalized the retaliation and escalation policy of the 1950s for that purpose.>®

In his 1992 book about Israeli foreign policy in the years 1955 to 1957, Dayan’s
then secretary Mordechai Bar-On (1928-) lists the following motivations for the
war: One of the decisive aspects was the desire to defeat the Egyptian army, and

25 Ibid. 446, 459, 372-376.

26 Ibid. 382-436.

27 Tal 2001: 1.

28 Tal is referring to Bar-On 1992; Love 1969; Oren 1992, Morris 1996.
29 Tal 2001: 2.

30 Golani 1998: viii- ix.
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B koHLie 1956 roga nogasneHve fesTenbHOCTU defanHOB 6b110 06bsIBNEHO OAHOW U3 Lieneit BOVHbI B KOHGANKTE C
Ernntom.<sup>25</sup>

Ponb NOANTUKM OTBETHBLIX Mep B BCMblLKax Hacuauvs B 1955 n 1956 rogax, ocobeHHO B
CyauKoli BoWHe B okTAbpe 1956 rosa, oLleHBaeTCs B MCTOPUYECKNX NCCIeA0BaHNAX NO-PasHOMY.
BeHHN Moppuc paccmMaTprBaeT MHOrOYMC/IEHHbIE CThIUKMN Ha FrpaHuLe U KOHGINKTBI Mexay
M3pannem 1 ero coceHMMU rocyaapcteamu, ocobeHHo Eruntom v MlopgaHuvieri, B 3T rofbl kak
BaXHbI GpaKTOp 3CKanaLmn, KOTopbI B KOHEYHOM UTOre NpUBeN K BorHe. OAHON 13 NPUYNH,
BbI/|BVHYTbIX N3PanibCKUM PYKOBOACTBOM B KayecTse onpasjaHus NepBoli NpeBeHTUBHOW BOWMHbI,
6bl1a Lenb IMKBMAALMM OMOPHbBIX NYHKTOB dpefanHoB Ha CMHalickoM nonyocTpose. M3pannbckoi
apMuKn B KOHEYHOM UTOre YAaNoCh 3axBaTuUTb cekTop Masa n CUHaCKWI MONYOCTPOB U YHUUTOXUTD
37K 6a3bl B xoge CnHalicko-CyaLKon BOMHbIL.<sup>26</sup>

HanpoTus, nspannbckuii nctopuik asung Tanb yTBEpXAAET, YTO ppaHKO-6pUTaHCKo-
n3pannbCkoe COTPYAHUYECTBO NpoTMB ErvnTa B okT6pe 1956 roga 0CHOBLIBaNOCh Ha
N3pannbcko-ppaHLy3CckoM coto3e: B 06MeH Ha BOEHHO-CTpaTernveckuii cotos ¢ PpaHumers,
KOTOpbIi eLe $OpMUPOBACSH 1 CHUTACH BOMPOCOM 3K3UCTEHLMANBHOM BaXHOCTH, OT
M3panns oxunaanocb oTBeTHOE AelicTBLre. /I OH ero BblINOAHWA, BCTYNUB B PUCKOBaHHOE
BOOpPY>X€HHOe CTOJIKHOBEHMe € ErnnToMm, Hajesacb Noly4ynTb NpenmMyLLecTso Haj Ermntom B
OMTUMaNbHbIX YCNOBUAX.<SUP>27</sup>

Tanb onpoBepraeT pacnpocTpaHeHHoe cpean nccneaoBaTtesieil MHEHNE O TECHOW CBA3W MeXay
norpaHnyHbIMK BoHamu 1 CrnHarcko-CysLKor BOHOW28, COrnacHo KOTOPOMY MOCAeAHAS TaKxXe
npejCTaBAsAeTCs KaK «CTOIKHOBEHME B LieIiX CaMOO60POHbI». OH paccMaTpmBaeT CUTyaumio Ha
rpaHu1Lax ckopee Kak 0KanbHYH Npobnemy, Nockonbky 1 M3pannb, n ErmneT npoTueATCA 06blYHOM
BoliHe. COOTBeTCTBEHHO, Ta/lb UCKIOYAET NPAMYIO CBA3b MeX/Y NOrpaHNYHbIMU BOMHAMK 1
CunHaricko-Cy3LKoli BOHOR.29

MoTTu l'onaHn npeanonaraeT Haanyme c1abovi CBA3W MeXAy NOrpaHNYHBLIMU BOWHaMM U
CuiHackor kamnaHven. OH cumTaeT, YTo M3paunb «nckan BovHy» B 1955 n 1956 rogax. B atom
yTBEpPXAeHUM [0N1aHN B OCHOBHOM cCbliaeTcs Ha Molue [lasiHa, NOAUTUYECKOro HavanbHM1Ka
reHepanbHoro wraba M3pannbCKor apMum, KOTOPLIN, MO ero C/10BaM, OTKPbLITO CTPEMUACS K BOViHE
1 UCMob30Ban NOUTUKY OTBETHbIX Mep 1 3ckanaumm 1950-x rofos A5 OCTUXEHWS 3To Lenn.30

B cBoeli kHure 1992 roga 06 nspannbCKon BHellHe nonnTmke B 1955-1957 rogax
TorAaalHni cekpeTapb JasiHa Mopgexait bap-OH (1928-) nepeuncnsieT cnegytoLme MOTUBbI

BOWHbI: OAHVM M3 pellakowmx acnekToB 6bI/10 XenaHune PasrpoMunTb ermneTckyro apmMuio, 1

25Tam xe, cTp. 446, 459, 372-376. 26

Tam xe, cTp. 382-436.

27Tan 2001: 1.

28Tan nmeeT B BUAY paboTel Bap-OH 1992 roga, /laa 1969 roaa, OpeHa 1992 roga u Moppuca 1996
roga. 29Tan 2001: 2.

30l onaHwm 1998: viii- ix.
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by using this argument Ben-Gurion was able to get the government to consent to
the war. Bar-On goes on to outline the security-political concept of the hardlin-
ers, namely that the demonstration of military dominance over a leading Arab
state could create a sufficient degree of determent so that other potential enemies
would be discouraged from taking up arms against Israel.

From that time on, determent has been a cornerstone of Israel’s concept of
security. Military passivity is deemed a long-term danger for the existence of the
state. Weakness equals vulnerability. In “activistic” policy, war became a “part
of the defense strategy.” Military strength was to be demonstrated, not least in
order to “make it clear to the enemy that by attacking Israel they put themselves
in danger.” Bar-On is convinced that the armed encounter of 1956 considerably
strengthened Israeli deterrence power, and thus made the quiet years at the
southern Israeli border from 1957 to 1967 possible in the first place.*

But the doctrine of determent involved two problems. For one thing, the
“demonstration of strength” always entails the danger of escalation, which is
exactly what it originally tried to avoid. Even if Israel is militarily superior, a mil-
itary reaction by the other state still cannot be excluded. This can be clearly seen
in the history of border wars, and indeed Ben-Gurion’s qualms in the run-up to
the war decision were grounded in his fear of such a counterstrike. The term “pre-
emptive war” reflects this problem: It follows the logic that in order to prevent
an attack from the outside, one has to start a war oneself. However — and this
is the second problem — Israel could not yet boast clear military superiority in
1956, which is why Ben-Gurion dared to go to war only with the support of two
European powers. It is not by its own means that Israel achieved the 1956 military
victory.>

Regional War in Exchange for an Alliance with France

So why did Israel enter into the Sinai-Suez War? In those years, Israel was trying
to obtain weapons from the Western Powers. Armament and purchase of weapons
were an important factor in the cooperation with the West up to the Sinai-Suez
Campaign. In the early 1950s, the USA, Great Britain and France officially met
the corresponding Israeli endeavors with some skepticism because they did not
want to freely supply the region with weapons. Secretly, these powers founded

31 Bar-On 1992: 378.
32 Ibid. 378-379.
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Vcnonb3ys aToT aprymeHT, BeH-TyproH cMor fo6uTbcA cornacus npaBuTeNbCTBa Ha BOViHY. bap-OH
Aanee n3naraet KoHuenunwo 6e30MacHOCT 1N NOANTUKN, Niexallyro B ocHoBe XEeCTKOW NnHUK, a
VIMEHHO, YTO AeMOHCTPAaLMsi BOEHHOrO NPEeBOCXOACTBA HaZ BeAyLLMM apabCcknM rocyapcTBoM
MOXEeT CO34aTb JOCTAaTOUHYIO CTEMeHb CAEPXMBAHMS, YTOBbI Apyrve noTeHumManbHble Bparn 6uiam
OTroBOpPEHbI OT BOOPY>XEHHOIro MPOTUBOCTOAHUA I/I3pal/|mo.

Cr1ex nop caep>XXuvBaHme CTano KpaeyrosibHbIM KaMHeM VI3paI/IﬂbCKOI7I KoHuenumnm
6e3onacHOCTN. BoeHHast MacCMBHOCTb paccMaTpmBaeTCa Kak A0NrocpoyHasn yrposa cyulectsoBaHuio
rocypapcrea. CnabocTb paBHa yA3BUMOCTW. B «aKTWUBUCTCKOM» NONINTNKE BOMHA CTasa «4acTbio
060p0HMTeI1bHOI7I cTparternm»., BoeHHas cmna AOJ/IKHa 6blna AEMOHCTPUPOBATLCA, HE B MOCNEAHIOO
ouepesb ANsi TOro, YTobbI «AaTb MOHSATL Bpary, 4To, Hanagas Ha Mspannb, OH nogsepraeT cebs
onacHocTW». bap-OH yb6ex/eH, 4TO BOOPYXXeHHOe CTONIKHOBeHMe 1956 roga 3HaunTelbHO YKpenuio
cAepXnBarLLyto cuny V|3pal/lﬂﬂ n, TakKnm o6pa30M, caenano BO3MOXHbIMUA CMoKoliHble rogabl Ha
HOXKHOW M3pannbCkon rpaHmue ¢ 1957 no 1967 roa.31

OgfHaKo JOKTPUHa CAePXMBaHMSA coAepxana ABe npobnemsbl. Bo-nepsbix,
«AEMOHCTpaLMs CUNbl» BCerga BneyeT 3a Cob0i ONacHOCTb 3CKanaLmm, Yero oHa
N3HavanbHO 1 NbiTanack nsbexarb. laxe ecnun M3pannb ob6nagaet BOEHHbIM
NPeBOCXO/ACTBOM, BOEHHYO PeakL1io CO CTOPOHbI PYroro rocyapcTea Bce PaBHO Hesb3s
VNCKNHOUNTL. 3TO ICHO BMAHO B MCTOPUM MNOrPaHUNYHbIX BOWH, 1 AeNCTBUTENbHO, OnaceHns
BeH-l'yprioHa nepej NpuHATMEM peLLIeHNS O BOViHe b6blIM OCHOBaHbI Ha ero cTpaxe nepej
TakMM KOHTPHacTynneHveM. TepMUH «NpeBeHTVBHAasA BOiHa» OTpaXaeT 3Ty Npobiemy: oH
cnepyeT Norvike, COrlacHoO KOTOPOU ANS NpeAoTBpaLLeHNs HanaAeHs N3BHe HeobXoANMMO
HayaTb BOMHY camomy. OfHaKo - 1 3To BTOpas npobnema - N3pannb B 1956 rogy ele He Mor
noxBacTaTbCsl ABHbIM BOEHHbIM NPEBOCXOACTBOM, MO3TOMY beH-['yproH ocMennncs Havatb
BOVIHY TOJIbKO Mpu NoAAep>KKe ABYX eBPOnerickux gepxas. V3pannb 4obmncs BoeHHOM

nobeapl B 1956 rogy He cBOMMU Cunamm.32

PervioHanbHas BoViHa B 06MeH Ha coto3 ¢ PpaHUUuEN

Tak noyemy e M3pannb BcTynun B CnHaricko-CyauKyto BOVHY? B Te rogbl Vi3pannb nbitancs
MoNyYnTb OPYXMe OT 3anajHbIX Jepxas. BoopyxeHure 1 3akynka opyXuns 6b1am BaXXHbIM
$aKTopoM coTpyaHMYecTBa € 3anagoM BrioTb Ao CrHaricko-CyaLkoli kamnaHuu. B Havane
1950-x rogos CLUA, BenvkobputaHusa n dpaHums opuLmanbHO OTHECINCh K
COOTBETCTBYHOLLMM N3PaUNLCKUM YCUINAM C HEKOTOPbLIM CKENTULIM3MOM, MOCKO/IbKY He

XOTeNN cBOGOAHO NMOCTaBAATb OPYXUe B pernoH. TaliHo 3TV Aep>KaBbl OCHOBaIN

31bap-OH 1992: 378. 32
Tam xe, cTp. 378-379.
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the “Near East Arms Coordinating Committee” (NEACC) to regulate the purchase
of arms.*

As for the United States, they responded only reluctantly to Israeli attempts
to buy weapons. US Foreign Minister John Foster Dulles (1888-1959) was willing
to supply Israel with weapons only for defense purposes, directly or via a third
party, i.e., Canada, France or Great Britain.** Moreover, he was determined to
make the supplies dependent on Israel’s border policy and its cooperation with
the UNTSO (“UN Truce Supervision Organization”), which was responsible for the
observance of the ceasefire agreement, among other things.

The Egyptian-Czech arms treaty that became public on September 27, 1955,
threw the Israeli leadership into a newly menacing situation. For Dayan, this
supply agreement seemed to provide the occasion for the war against Egypt. He
pressed the matter with Ben-Gurion, and the latter, though turning down the war
option at this time, decided for an armament of the army.*

However, Israeli attempts to purchase weapons through the USA and Great
Britain failed. Only in France, in talks with the French Prime Minister Edgar Faure
(1908-1988), did the still Prime Minister and Foreign Minister Moshe Sharett
succeed in laying the foundations of the large arms deal of June 1956 that would
ultimately be concluded under the direction of Peres.*® For it was Peres who was
commissioned by Ben-Gurion to carry on the negotiations with France, following
the political disempowerment of Sharett in early June 1956.

Peres had developed his expertise in the purchase of weapons during his stay
in the USA from 1949 to 1952, at the time of the American arms embargo against
Israel. All arms deals had to be concluded illegally and in roundabout ways.*”
Peres commented on the embargo: “The embargo of the great powers was not
lifted. The independent, sovereign State of Israel has to buy its weapons through
dealers, bring them to her territory by clandestine ways, and keep their very exis-
tence in utmost secrecy.”3®

Peres had already tried his luck in France in early 1954, taking advantage of
political instability in the Fourth Republic (1944-1958) to gain access to particu-
lar individuals in the military and political leadership. He gradually convinced
Ben-Gurion to begin negotiations with France regardless of the American arms

33 Kafkafi 1994: 17.

34 Ibid. 18.

35 Tal 2001: 7-8.

36 Ibid. 8.

37 Bar-Zohar 2006: 114-115.
38 Bar-Zohar 2007: 105.
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«KomunTeT no KoopAnHaLmm BoopyxeHunin bamxHero Boctoka» (KKEB) perynnpyeT 3akynku
BOOPY>XEHWNN.33

YTo Kacaetcs COE,CI,I/IHeHHbIX LL|TaTOB, TO OHM INLLb HEOXOTHO pearnpoBan Ha NONbITKN
M3paunnsa 3akynuTb opyxue. MUHUCTP MHoCTpaHHbIX gen CLUA xxkoH docTep Aannec (1888-1959)
6b11 rOTOB MOCTaBAATL V3paniio opyxme ToNbKO B 060POHHBIX LieNsix, Hanpsamyto Ui Yyepes
TPeTbo CTOPOHY, TO ecTb KaHagy, PpaHumio 1 BennkobputaHuto.34 bonee Toro, oH 6611 NONOH
peLInMocTu caenaTb NOCTaBKM 3aBUCMMbIMU OT MOrPaHUYHON NOANTUKM M3pauns 1 ero
coTpyaHuyecTBa ¢ OpraHusauuvein OOH no HabntogeHuto 3a nepemupuem (UNTSO), koTopas,
NOMUMO NpoYero, 0TBeYana 3a coboeHmne cornalleHns o NpekpaLLeHUn orHs.

ErvneTcko-yeLLCKUA JOroBOp O MOCTaBKaxX BOOPY>XeHWNI, 06HapoA0BaHHbIV 27 ceHTA6ps
1955 roga, noctaBua U3pannbCKoe pyKOBOACTBO B HOBOE, yrpoxatoLLee nosioxeHue. Ans
JlasiHa 3T0 cornalleHvie o NocTaBKax, Ka3anoch, CTaso NOBOAOM AJ1A BOVHbI NpoTmB ErvnTa.
OH HacTamBan Ha 3ToM Bonpoce rnepeg beH-T'yprnoHOM, 1 MOCeAHUIA, XOTS 1 OTKasancs ot
BapVaHTa BOWMHbI B TOT MOMEHT, PeLL/ BOOPYXUTb apMunio.35

OpHako nonbITkn N3panns nprobpectn opyxme yepes CLLUA 1 BennkobputaHumio
notepnenn Heyaady. Tofibko BO PpaHLNK, B XOAe NeperoBopos C NpemMbep-MUHNCTPOM
Sarapom ®opom (1908-1988), TorgaliHeMy NpeMbep-MUHUCTPY U MUHUCTPY MHOCTPAHHbIX
Aen Moue LLlapeTTy yAanock 3an0XnTb OCHOBbI KPYMHO CAE/IKM MO MoCTaBkam OpyXus B
ntoHe 1956 roga, KoTopasi B KOHEYHOM UTOre 6bisa 3aKk/IloHYeHa Nog pykoBoACTBOM Mepeca.36
MmeHHo Mepecy beH-TyproH nopyunn NpoAomKUTL NeperoBopbl ¢ PpaHumert nocne
NOINTMYECKOro oTcTpaHeHus LLlapeTTa oT BnacTu B Havane noHs 1956 roga.

Mepec nprio6pen onbIT B 3aKyrnke OpyXusa BO BpemMs cBoero npebbiBaHus B CLUA ¢ 1949
no 1952 rog, B Nepuoj ameprkaHCKOro aM6apro Ha NocTaBkm opy>uns M3pawnto. Bce caenku
C OpY>XMEeM NPUXOANIOCH 3aKN0UaTb HE3aKOHHO N OKOJIbHLIMU NMyTAMK.37 lNepec Tak
NMPOKOMMEHTMPOBAa 3Mbapro: «IMbapro BeNNKNX AepXKaB He 6bl10 CHATO. HesaBncrmoe,
CyBepeHHoe rocyapcTeo M3panib BbIHYXAEHO 3aKynaTb OpyXune yepes TOprosLes,
[AOCTaBNATb €ro Ha CBOKO TEPPUTOPUIO TaNHBIMU MYTAMM 1 XPaHUTb CaMO ero CyLLiecTBOBaHMe
B CTpOXaliLleli ceKpeTHOCT».38

Mepec yxe nNblTanca nonbiTaTe cHacTbs BO PpaHLUmKM B Havane 1954 roga, BOCNO/Ib30BaBLUNCH
MoNNTNYECKO HeCTabnnbHOCTLIO B YeTBepTol pecnybanke (1944-1958), uTo6bl MOAYyYUTb AOCTYN K
ornpezenieHHbIM NNLIaM B BOGHHOM 1 MOIMTUYECKOM PyKoBOACTBe. OH nocTeneHHo y6eaun ben-

F'yproHa HayaTb NeperoBopbl ¢ PpaHLmeli, HECMOTPSt Ha aMeprKaHCKOe BOOPY>XeHMe.

33Kadkadpu 1994: 17.

34Tam xe. 18.

35Tan 2001: 7-8. 36

Tam xe, 8.

37bap-3oxap 2006: 114-115.
38bap-3oxap 2007: 105.
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embargo.*® As Ben-Gurion’s personal confidant, Peres succeeded in taking up
contact with the new socialist government under Guy Mollet (1905-1975), and in
particular with Minister of Defense Maurice Bourgés-Maunoury (1914-1993), the
leader of the Parti radical.

All this took place to the exclusion of the Israeli Foreign Ministry. Bourgés-
Maunoury’s primary interest was in securing Algeria for France and crushing the
local independence movement (“Front de Libération Nationale” FLN). Egyptian
President Nasser was considered a supporter of the FLN, so his disempowerment
would certainly have been in the interests of France as well. Having this common
enemy, France and Israel now moved closer together. Already in March 1956, talks
between representatives of the two ministries of defense took place with the goal
of planning a joint action against Nasser. Both respective foreign ministries were
excluded from this as well.*°

The negotiations with France about the acquisition of weapons also created
tensions between the Israeli Foreign Ministry and the Ministry of Defense. The
two heads of these ministries, Ben-Gurion and Sharett, disagreed on core ques-
tions of security policy. Their opinions diverged especially when it came to the
foreign-political significance of the retaliation policy, because the responsible
people in the Ministry of Defense wanted to be able to decide independently on
any purchasing of weapons abroad.

In a special session on April 10, 1956, Ben-Gurion won through and trans-
ferred responsibility for the procurement of weapons from the Foreign Ministry
to the Ministry of Defense. Peres got the green light for the unofficial acquisition
of weapons. In the same session, he hinted at the possibility of cooperating with
France in order to satisfy Israel’s armament needs: “The main question now is
how to make the French believe that we are ready to act together with them. [...]
We must take dramatic steps, to make France understand that we are ready to
engage in far-reaching cooperation. [...] I propose finding an unconventional way
to negotiate with the French, and make them offers that they would consider as
real accomplishments.”*!

What Peres is alluding to here in coded language is the Israeli-French cooper-
ation basis for the next months, namely an alliance in exchange for war. Foreign
Minister Sharett would not have supported such an agreement. In fact, he most
probably would have done everything in his power to prevent it. In order to
preempt the possibility of any resistance from Sharett’s side, he first had to be

39 Bar-Zohar 2006: 159-163.
40 Tbid. 177.
41 Bar-Zohar 2007: 124.
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3M6apro.39 byayun AnYHbIM AoBepeHHbIM LM beH-TypunoHa, Mepec cymen HanaanTb
KOHTaKTbl C HOBbIM COLManNCTUYECKMM NPaBUTENbCTBOM NOJ pykoBoAcTBOM ' Monne
(1905-1975), 1 B 4aCTHOCTW C MUHUCTPOM 060poHbI Mopucom Bypsxe-MoHypu (1914-1993),
nnaepom Yacru pagukan.

Bcé 370 Mponcxoanio B 06x04 13panibckoro MMHUCTePCTBa MHOCTPaHHbIX Aes.
InaBHbIM MHTepecoM Bypxxe-MoHypu 6bino obecneveHre He3aBUCMMOCTU Aknpa Ans
PpaHUn 1 NOAaBNEHNE MECTHOrO ABUXEHWUS 38 HE3aBNUCUMOCTb («PPOHT HaLMOHaIbHOIO
ocBoboxaeHus» PHO). ErmneTckunii npesnaeHT Hacep cumTancs cTopoHHnkoM ®HO, noatomy
ero fiveHne BnacTu, 6e3ycnoBHO, 0TBeYano bbl MHTepecam 1 PpaHumK. Vimes 3Toro
obLero Bpara, PpaHuus n Mspannb conmnsmnmnce. Yxe B Mapte 1956 roga coctosiimch
neperoBopbl MeXAy NpeAcTaBUTeNsa MU ABYX MUHUCTEPCTB 060POHBI C LieNbio N1aHPOBaHKA
COBMECTHbIX elicTBUiA NpoTmB Hacepa. Oba MUHMCTEPCTBA MHOCTPAHHBIX Ae/ TakxXe 6blan
MCK/IIOYEHbI 13 3Toro npouecca.40

Meperosopbl ¢ PpaHLMeli 0 3aKyrKke OPYXUSA TakxKe CO3Aann Hanps>KEHHOCTb MeXAyY
MUVHWCTEPCTBOM MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen N3panns n MMHUCTepCcTBOM 060pOHBI. MNaBbl 3TUX
MUHNCTepCTB, beH-NyproH 1 LLapeTT, pacxoAnnnce BO MHEHMSX MO KOYeBbIM BONPOCam
nonnTUKKN 6esonacHocTu. Mx B3rnaAbl pacxoannncb 0CO6EHHO B OTHOLLEHUN
BHELLUHENOo/IMTUYECKOro 3HaUeHNS OTBETHbIX Mep, MOCKOJIbKY OTBETCTBEHHbIE INLA B
MuHVCcTepcTBE 060POHBI XOTENIN MMETb BO3MOXHOCTb CAMOCTOATENbHO NPUHMMaTL
peLleHus 0 NtobbIX 3aKyrnKax OpyXums 3a pybexxom.

Ha cneuymanbHom 3aceaaHum 10 anpens 1956 roga BeH-M'yproH gobuncs ceoero m
nepejan oTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a 3aKymnKy OpyXms oT MUHUCTePCTBa MHOCTPaHHbIX Jef
MuHMCcTepcTBY 060pOHBI. Mepec nony4mn 3eeHblli CBeT Ha HeopULMANBHYH 3aKymKy
opyxus. Ha ToM e 3acefaHnm OH HaMeKHY/1 Ha BO3MOXHOCTb COTPyAHMYecTBa ¢ PpaHumein
ANS yA0BNeTBOpeHUs noTpebHocTel M3panns B BOOpy>KeHuaX: «[NaBHbIV BOMPOC ceriyac B
TOM, Kak ybeAnTb ppaHLYy30B B TOM, YTO Mbl FOTOBbI AeliCTBOBaTb BMeCTe C HUMW. [...] Mbl
JOJDKHBI NPeANPUHATE pellnTeNbHble Warn, YTobbl PpaHLMsA MOHSANE, YTO Mbl FTOTOBbI K
Janeko nayLemy cotpygHuyectsy. [...] 1 npegnarato HakTV HETPaANLMOHHBIA CNOCO6 BeCTn
neperosopsbl ¢ paHLy3amn 1 cAenatb UM NPessioXeHUs, KOTOpble OHW COYTYT peanbHbIMMN
AOCTUXKEHNAMU».41

3aeck MNepec 3aByanvpoBaHHO HaMeKaeT Ha OCHOBY M3Paun/ibCKo-ppaHLYy3CKoro
COTPyAHUYECTBa Ha bamxalilue MecsiLbl, 8 UMEHHO Ha COto3 B 06MeH Ha BOWHY. MUHUCTP
MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen LLlapeTT He noaAepxan 6bl Takoe cornawleHue. bonee Toro, oH, ckopee
BCero, cgenan bbl Bce BO3IMOXHOe, YTOObl NPeAoTBPaTUTL ero. Ytobbl NpeAoTBpaTUTL to60e

conpoTmBiieHKE CO CTOPOHDbI LUapeTTa, €My CHa4dana Hy>XHO 6blI10...

39bap-3oxap 2006: 159-163. 40
Tam xe, 177.
41bap-3oxap 2007: 124.
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shut out from the negotiations with France and later, before the planned war, he
had also to be deprived of power.

As early as mid-April 1956, Peres was unofficially acting in Paris against the
Egyptian president in the interests of the Guy Mollet government. The French
Ministry of Defense signalized to Peres that it sought to win Israel’s military coop-
eration for the fight against Nasser. Peres passed this information on to Ben-Gu-
rion on May 31, 1956. Ten days later the latter authorized negotiations with France
about working together, which could also include armed clashes as long as
responsibility for it would be shared with Israel.*?

On June 23 and 24, 1956, an Israeli delegation under Peres met with
high-ranking representatives of the French government in a top-secret conference
in Vermars and concluded agreements about extensive arms supplies to Israel.
While the French side sanctioned the entire Israeli purchase list - 200 AMX tanks
and 72 Mystére IV fighter jets valued at eighty million US dollars** — what was
expected in return was a supply of intelligence concerning Egyptian support of
the Algerian rebels, as well as the execution of secret operations against Egypt
and other forces involved in the Algerian War.**

In the run-up to the Sinai-Suez War, Dayan and Peres were looking for argu-
ments that would provide a basis for a war against Egypt and that could also win
over Ben-Gurion for it.** As of late 1955, the Chief of General Staff explicitly spoke
of a preemptive war. After Nasser nationalized the Suez Canal on July 26, 1956 as
a reaction to the USA withdrawing aid for the construction of the Aswan Dam,
Dayan once again proposed an offensive. But Ben-Gurion still objected to a war
without any foreign support for Israel.

Thanks to Peres’ mediation, this assistance was now shifting tantalizingly
close. Following the nationalization of the Suez Canal, the responsible people
on the French side were increasingly eager to unseat Nasser. They found an ally
in Great Britain, where Nasser’s actions were also meeting with vehement criti-
cism, and saw Israel as another convenient partner in the fight against him. It was
France who finally took the initiative to open negotiations about a military pact
between the three states.

In August 1956, Peres met with his French colleague Abel Thomas, Direc-
teur Général in the French Ministry of Defense, who informed him that the Brits

42 Tal 2001: 8.

43 According to Bar-Zohar, it amounts to a total of 20 percent of Israel’s entire budget. Cf.
Bar-Zohar 2006: 189.

44 Tal 2001: 9.

45 Golani 1998: viii-ix.
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Ero oTcTpaHnnm ot neperosopos ¢ ®paHumeid, a Mo3xe, Nepej 3anaaHMpoBaHHON BOMHOM,
NPULLNOCHL MNLLINTL N BAACTW.

Yxe B cepeaunHe anpens 1956 roaa Mepec HeopuumansHoO AelicTBoBan B Mapuxe NpoTue
ernneTckoro npesungeHTa B UHTepecax npasutensctea M'v Monne. MMHUCTEPCTBO O6OPOHBI
PpaHumK gano Mepecy NoHATb, YTO CTPEMUTCS 3aPyHUTHCA BOEHHBIM COTPYAHMYECTBOM M3panns B
60pb6e npoTus Hacepa. Mepec nepeaan 3ty nHopmaumio beH-rypuoHy 31 mas 1956 roga. flecste
AHeN cnycTs NoC/eHNN CaHKLMOHNPOBan neperosopsl ¢ PpaHumeri 0 COBMeCTHOM paboTe,
KOTOpas Morna TakxXe BKAHOUYaTb BOOPYXEHHbIE CTONKHOBEHWS, NPW YCI0BUM, UTO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb
3a HUX bygeT pasgeneHa ¢ Mspannem.42

23 1 24 nioHA 1956 roaa nspannbCkas generaums noj pykoBoAcTBOM lNepeca BCTpeTuaack €
BbICOKOMOCTaB/IEHHbBIMY MPeACcTaBUTeNsIMU GpPaHLLYy3CKOro NPaBNTeNbCTBA Ha COBEPLLEHHO
cekpeTHoli KOHpepeHLMN B Bepmape 1 3ak1toumnna CornalleHns o MacluTabHbIX MOCTaBKaX OpPYXust
M3paunnto. XoTa PppaHLy3cKas CTOpoHa 0406puna BeCb CNMCOK 3aKynok M3panns - 200 TaHkoB AMX
1 72 nctpebutena Mystere IV o6Leli CTOMMOCTbIO BOCEMbAECAT MUIINOHOB Aonnapos CLLIA43 -
B3aMeH 0XWanocb NpeAocTaBneHne passeblBaTelbHON MHPOpMaLmM 0 noagepxkke Ermntom
aMKNPCKMX NOBCTAHLIEB, a TakxXe NpoBejeHne ceKpeTHbIX onepauuii npotus ErmnTta n gpyrux cun,
y4acTBOBaBLUMX B AJXMPCKOW BOMHe.44

B npeaasepuun CnHaiicko-CysLKor BoHbI asiH 1 Mepec nckanm aprymeHTbl, KOTOpble MOV
6bl MOCYXWTb OCHOBaHVEM ANS BOViHbI NPOTUB ErvnTa 1 KoTopble Takke MOrav 6bl CKIOHWUTL Ha eé
cTopoHy beH-TyprnoHa.45 K KoHLy 1955 roga HavanbHuMK MleHepanbHOro wraba NnpsiMo rosopua o
npeBeHTUBHO BoWHe. MNocne Toro Kak Hacep HaumoHanmsnposan CyaLknii kaHan 26 ntona 1956
roga B oTBeT Ha npekpatyeHve CLLIA nomoLum B cTponTenbCTBe ACyaHCKOW NAOTUHBI, lasiH BHOBb
npeanoxun HactynaeHve. Ho BeH-T'yproH no-npexHemy Bo3paxan NpoTUB BOWHbI 6e3 Kakoin-nbo
VIHOCTPaHHO noaaepxku Mspanns.

Bnarogaps nocpegHunyecTsy Mepeca, 3Ta NOMOLLE Tenepb CTana HeBePOSTHO 6AN3KONA.
Mocne HaumoHanmsaumm CysLKOro KaHana OTBETCTBEHHbIE N1LA C GPaHLIy3CKON CTOPOHbI
BCe 60osibLLie CTPEMUANCHL CBEPrHYTb Hacepa. OHM Halnm colo3HvKa B BennkobputaHuu, rae
JelicTBua Hacepa Takxke BCTpevanu peskyto KpUTUKY, U BUAeNnu B Vi3paunne eLe o4HOro
yA06HOro napTHepa B 6opbbe NpoTnB Hero. iIMeHHO ®paHLMs B KOHLLe KOHLOB B35/1a Ha

cebst MHMLMATMBY HavaTb NeperoBopbl 0 BOEHHOM MakTe MexAy TPems rocyaapcreamu.

B aBrycte 1956 roga lNepec BCTPETUACSH CO CBOUM PpaHLy3ckum Konneroi Abenem Tomacom.

[eHepaibHbIV AUpekTopBo GppaHLy3ckoM MUHUCTEpPCTBE 060POHbI, KOTOPbIA COOBLUMA eMy, UTO 6pUTaHLbI

42Tan 2001: 8.

43Mo cnosaM bap-3oxapa, 3To cocTaBaseT B 06LLelt coXHOCTY 20 NpoLeHToB Beero 6roaxeTa M3panns. Cm.
bap-3oxap 2006: 189.

44Tan 2001: 9.

45l onaHun 1998: viii-ix.
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and the French had opted for a joint military operation for the purpose of taking
control of the Suez Canal.*® The only thing still lacking was a concrete reason for a
French-British armed action against Nasser. Great Britain, having taken a critical
position towards the Israeli retaliation policy, hesitated to openly team up with
Israel. What is more, the country was bound to Jordan by a defense pact, and
was also connected to Egypt by the so-called Tripartite Declaration of May 1950
between France, Great Britain and Egypt.*”

The solution finally came from the French side. It would later be referred to as
the “Challe Scenario.” In talks on October 14, 1956, General Maurice Challe (1905—
1979), representative of the French chief of general staff, accompanied by Albert
Gazier (1908-1997), representative of the Foreign Ministry, proposed to the British
Prime Minister Anthony Eden (1897-1977) an attack on Egypt on the grounds that
Israel was to engage in an armed encounter with the Egyptian army in Sinai.

A conflict between Egypt and Israel was in turn supposed to give France and
Great Britain a reason to seize the Suez Canal as it would be endangered by the
clashes, so as to defend it and keep the fighting parties apart (“Operation Mus-
keteer”).”® Eden agreed in principle, and in further talks on October 16, 1956, sig-
nalized to Mollet and Foreign Minister Christian Pineau (1904-1995) that Great
Britain would not interfere in the event of an assault on Egypt, the Tripartite Dec-
laration of May 1950 notwithstanding.*’

Ben-Gurion only reluctantly gave his consent to the Challe Scenario at the
conference of Sévres that took place from October 22 to 24, 1956, not least because
it put his country in a highly precarious situation. An offensive against an Arab
state for the purpose of paving the way for France and Great Britain would not
only make Israel come across as the aggressor, but would also expose it to the
danger of becoming a target itself. What Ben-Gurion had in mind was an equal
partnership between the allies. Instead Israel was granted only a rather subordi-
nated mercenary role in the Challe Scenario.

The Israeli delegation was keenly aware of all this. But to avoid endangering
the freshly forged agreements concerning French arms supplies, it was cautious
not to snub France. With this in mind, the Israeli delegation and particularly
Ben-Gurion made sure to always refer to the “British plan” when discussing the
Challe Scenario that was so awkward for Israel, although its true origin was very
well known. This linguistic twist made it possible for Ben-Gurion to point to the

46 Tal 2001: 11.

47 Shlaim 2001: 119-143, 121-122.
48 Thid. 121.

49 Tbid. 121-122.
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®paHLy3bl BbIGpann COBMECTHYHO BOEHHYH OMepaLuio C Le/ibio YyCTaHOBAEHNS KOHTPONSA Haj
Cy3LK1M KaHanoM.46 EMHCTBEHHOE, Yero eLle He XBaTaNo, — 3TO KOHKPETHOM NPUYMHbLI ANS
$paHKo-6pUTaHCKIMX BOOPYXXEHHbIX Ae/icTBUI NpoTnB Hacepa. BennkobputaHus, 3aHsAB
KPUTUNYECKYHO MO3MLMIO MO OTHOLLEHMIO K N3PanibCKOM NOANTMKE BO3Me3ans, konebanach, npexae
YeM OTKPbITO 06 beANHNTLCS € M3paunem. bonee Toro, cTpaHa 6bina ceA3aHa ¢ MlopaaHuen
060pPOHHbIM NaKTOM, a TaKXe € ErMnToM Tak Ha3blBaeMbIM 7PexXCTOPOHHSASA Aeknaparmsman 1950
roga mexay PpaHumvein, BennkobputaHueii n Ermntom.47

PeleHvne B nTore NpuLno ¢ GpaHLy3CcKoin CTOPOHbI. M03Xe OHO NoNYYMI0 Ha3BaHMe
«cueHapwii Lanne». Ha neperosopax 14 okTa6ps 1956 roga reHepan Mopwuc LLlanne (1905-1979),
npeAcTaBuUTENb HaYanbHMKa reHepanbHOro wraba ®paHumnm, B conpoBoXaeHUn AnbbepTa Masbe
(1908-1997), npeactaBuTens MUHUCTEPCTBA MHOCTPAHHLIX A&, NPeANOXUA NpeMbep-MUHNCTPY
BennkobputaHum dHToHM NaeHy (1897-1977) HanageHne Ha ErvneT Ha TOM OCHOBaHWM, YTO
M3pannb fonKeH 6bl1 BCTYNUTL B BOOPYXXE@HHOE CTO/IKHOBEHME C ermneTckon apmuen Ha CnHae.

KoHnnkt mexay Ervuntom n Mispannem, B cBoto ovepespb, AoXeH 6bin gaTb GpaHumm n
BennkobputaHum noBog 3axeatTb CysLKUIA KaHan, MOCKONbKY CTOIKHOBEHWNA NOCTaBUAW bbl ero
nog yrposy, 4tobbl 3aLLUUTUTb ero 1 pa3BecTy BpaxayroLme cTopoHbl («<Onepauusi MyLukeTep»).48
ViaeH B NprHLKMNE COrNacuacs 1 B XoAe AanbHelLwmnx neperoBopoB 16 okTsibps 1956 roga gan
NOHATE Monie N MUHUCTPY MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen Kpuctunany MuHo (1904-1995), uto BennkobputaHus
He 6yZeT BMeLLNBaTLCA B C/ly4ae HanaAeHus Ha Erunet. TpexcTopoHHAA 4eknapaLysHecMoTps Ha
maii 1950 roga.49

beH-T'yproH HEOXOTHO fJan cBOe cornacume Ha «cueHapuii Llane» Ha CeBpcKkoli
KOHdepeHUMK, cocToaBLUencs ¢ 22 No 24 okTabps 1956 roaa, He B NoCneHIO0
oyepeab MOTOMY, UTO 3TO CTaBUIO €ro CTpaHy B Kpa|7|He onacHoe nosioxxeHwue.
HactynneHune Ha apabckoe rocyfapcTso C Liefibio MOArOTOBUTL NOYBY 418 PpaHLmK 1
BennkobpuTaHMn He TONBbKO BLICTaBUIIO bbl Vi3pannb arpeccopoM, HO 1 NOABEPT0 6bl
€ro ornacHoOCTV cTaTb MULLEHbIO. BeH-TyprnoH Xe paccunTbiBas Ha paBHoMNpaBHoe
NapTHEPCTBO MeXJy CO3HMKamun. Bmecto aToro Mspaunto B «cueHapum LWanb» 6bina
oTBe/leHa /NLlib A0BOJIbHO NOAYMHEHHAA POJ/iIb HaeMHMKa.

M3pannbckasn generayms npekpacHo 060 BceM 3TOM 3Hana. Ho Utobbl He CTaBUTb MOZ, yrposy
HeAaBHO 3aK/tOYeHHbIe COornalleHns 0 NocTaBkax ppPaHLy3CKOro Opy>Xus, oHa Nposeasna
OCTOPOXHOCTL 1 He XoTena npeHebperatbe ®paHumeit. Mo3ToMy n3pannbckas generauus, u
0Cco6eHHO beH-TYp1OoH, Bceraa Ccbinannck Ha «6pUTaHCKMIA NaaH» Npu 06CyXAeHNN CLeHapys
«LLans», KoTopbI 6611 CTONb HEeYA06eH AN V3panns, XoTs ero UCTUHHOEe NPOoNCXoXAeHune 6bi1o

XOPOLLIO M3BECTHO. ITOT A3bIKOBO NpueM No3sonuna beH-MypunoHy ykasaTb Ha

46Tan 2001: 11.

47LWLnaiim 2001: 119-143, 121-122. 48
Tam xe, 121.

49Tam xe. 121-122.
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risk associated for Israel in the scenario, and to oppose Great Britain’s plan that
would have Israel leading the way all by itself in the first seventy-two hours of
the attack until an ultimatum would be submitted to Israel by Great Britain and
France. The Israeli Prime Minister pleaded that the Royal Air Force would destroy
the Egyptian Air Force before the Israeli troops advanced into Sinai.>°

Ultimately, an eight-point plan drafted by Dayan and finally endorsed by
Ben-Gurion provided the basis for the cooperation. According to this plan, Israel
itself would have the authority to decide how to initiate its attack on Sinai. In the
second point it was stipulated that Israel was to perform military actions resem-
bling a military operation, so that the French as well as the British government
would be able to spin it as an endangerment of the canal. Thirdly, the French and
British air forces were to become active thirty-six hours into the attack at the latest.
Fourthly, the French and British governments were to separately direct messages
to Egypt and Israel a day after the Israeli attack. As for Israel, it was to receive an
appeal rather than an ultimatum to withdraw from the Canal Zone. Fifthly, France
was to station fighter jets in Israel to protect Israeli cities at the onset of the opera-
tion and up to the intervention by the allies, wherein the origin of the planes was
supposed to be unrecognizable. In the last point, the date of the attack was deter-
mined to be Monday, October 29, 1956, at seven p.m. Israeli time.>

David Ben-Gurion’s Vision for a New Order in the Middle East

Eventually, Ben-Gurion’s allies had to also acknowledge Israel’s territorial claims.
The Prime Minister had added another item to Dayan’s plan, though it did not
get included into the protocol as it was ultimately signed in Sévres. Ben-Gurion
appealed to the French and British governments to take note of Israel’s territo-
rial aspirations. Here is how the Oxford professor of International Relations Avi
Shlaim (1945-) outlines the hopes Ben-Gurion was cherishing at the time for
cooperation between the two old European powers, which Shlaim himself calls a
“fantastic plan”:

Jordan, he [Ben-Gurion] observed, was not viable as an independent state and should there-
fore be divided. Iraq would get the East Bank in return for a promise to settle the Palestinian
refugees there and to make peace with Israel while the West Bank would be attached to
Israel as a semi-autonomous region. Lebanon suffered from having a large Muslim popula-
tion which was concentrated in the south. The problem could be solved by Israel’s expan-

50 Shlaim 2001: 123-126.
51 Ibid. 130-131.
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M3pannb nogeepraeTcs pycky B 3TOM CLieHapum, U eMy Heob6XoANMO NPOTUBOCTONATL MIaHy
BennkobputaHuu, cornacHo kotopomy V3panb fo/mkeH 6bli 6bl B O4NHOYKY BO3r1aBAAaTb
aTaky B MepBble CeMbAECAT ABa Yaca, noka BennkobputaHuns n dpaHumsa He NpegbaBAT
M3paunnto ynstumatyM. Npembep-muHNCTp Mspanns npmnssan Koponesckme BBC yHNUTOXUTL
BBC ErmnTa Ao Toro, kak nspaunabckue Boicka npoABMHyTca Ha CnHaii.50

B KoHeuHOM uTOre, BOCbMI/II'IyHKTHbIIZ nnaH, paBpaﬁOTaHHbIVI ﬂ,aﬂHOM N OKOHYaTeNnbHO 0AO6peHHbII7I
BeH-T'yprnoHOM, NOCNYXnN OCHOBOW AN cOTpyAHMYecTBa. CornacHo aTomy nnaHy, Mspavnb cam gonxeH
6bIN UMETL npaBo peLlaTh, Kak HaydaTb HanageHve Ha CuHaii. Bo BTOPOM MNyHKTe 66110 OroBOpPEHO, 4TO
M3paunnb foskeH 6bli1 MPOBOANTL BOEHHbIE AeCTBUS, HaNOMUHAOLLME BOEHHYHO OrepaLuio, YTobbI
$paHLy3cKoe 1 6pUTaHCKOe NPaBUTENbCTBA MO MPeACTaBUTb 3TO Kak yrpo3y kaHany. B-tpeTbux,
¢paHLl,y3CKl/|e n 6pl/ITaHCKVIe BOEHHO-BO3A4YLUHbIE CU/IbI JOJ/IKHbI 6binn AKTVBU3NPOBaTbCA He No3jgHee Yyem
yepes TpuauaTh WeCTb YacoB Noc/ie Hadana atakun. B»HeTBeprIX, d)paHu,y3c»<oe n 6p|/|TaHCKO€
npaBuUTeNbCTBa AOJ/DKHbI 6b1n OTAENbHO HanpaBUTb COO6LLI,eHVI$| EFI/II'ITy n I/I3pav|mo Ha cnep.ylou.wu?l AeHb
nocne I/I3paVI}'IbCKOIﬁ araku. Yrto kacaetcs V|3pal/ll'lﬂ, TO OH A0J1XXeH 6bin nonyynTb NPU3bIB, a HE
YNbTMMaTYM, O BbIBOAE BOVCK 13 30HbI KaHana. B-naATbix, PpaHLus fo/mkHa 6bina pasmMecTUTb UcTpebrTenn
B I/I3pa|/|ne ANA 3aLnTbl N3PanibCKUX FOPOAOB C HaYana onepaunv n 4o BMeLlaTe/IbCTBa COH3HWKOB, NMpn
3TOM MPOUnCXoXaeHne CaMoeToB AO/IKHO 6bI/10 0CTaBaTbCsl HEN3BECTHbIM. B nocneaHem nyHkTe AaTOﬁ
HanajeHws 6bi10 onpeAeneHo NoHegenbHUK, 29 okTabpsa 1956 roga, B ceMb YacoB Bevepa no

V3pannbCKoMy BpeMeHn.51

BuaeHue laBupa beH-F'ypuoHa o HoBom nopsigke Ha bavkHem BocToke

B KOHLIe KOHL,0B, COtO3HMKaM beH-TyproHa NpuLwnocs NpuU3HaTh U TeppuTopuasibHbie NpeTeH3nn
M3pawnsa. Mpembep-MUHUCTP f06aBuA K NnaHy JasHa eLle 0ANH NYHKT, XOTA OH 1 He 6bia BKIKYeH
B NPOTOKO/, NognucaHHbIli B CeBpe. beH-TyproH 06paTnacs K ppaHLy3cKoMy 1 6pUTaHCKOMY
npaB1TeNbCTBaM C NPOCLOOM NPUHATL BO BHUMaHWe TeppuTopuanbHble ycTpemneHus Mspanns.
BoT kak npodeccop MexayHapoAHbIX OTHoLeHWA OkcdopAackoro yHusepcuTeTa Asm LLnanm
(1945-) onucbiBaeT HagexXAbl beH-T'yproHa Ha COTPYAHNYECTBO MeXAyY ABYMS CTapbiMu

EBpOHEVICKMMM Aep>XaBaMu, KOTopoe cam LLinanm Ha3biBaeT «¢aHTaCTVILIECKI/IM NNaHoOM»:

OH [BeH-TyproH] 3amMeTus, UTo VopAaHust Hexv3HecrnocobHa Kak He3aBKCMMOe roCyAapcTBO 1 MO3TOMY
[l0/XHa 6bITb pasgeneHa. Vipak nonyunt BocTouHbIi 6eper B 06MeH Ha o6ellaHne paccenTb Tam
NanecTUHCKNX 6eXeHLEB 1 3aKNUnTL MUp ¢ V3pannem, a 3anagHblii 6eper 6ygeT npucoeaviHeH k Vispannto
KaK MonyaBTOHOMHbI PervoH. JInBaH CTpagan oT 60/bLLIOTO MyCy/IbMaHCKOrO Hace1eHusl, COCPeAOTOYEHHOTO

Ha tore. 3Ty NPo6aeMy MOXHO 6b110 6bl PELLNTL MyTeM paclupeHus Kspanns.

50LLnanm 2001: 123-126. 51
Tam xe. 130-131.
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sion up to the Litani River, thereby helping to turn Lebanon into a more compact Christian
state. The Suez Canal area should be given an international status while the Straits of Tiran
in the Gulf of Agaba should come under Israeli control to ensure freedom of navigation. A
prior condition for realizing this plan was the elimination of Nasser and the replacement
of his regime with a pro-Western government which would also be prepared to make peace
with Israel. Ben-Gurion argued that his plan would serve the interests of all the Western
powers as well as those of Israel by destroying Nasser and the forces of Arab nationalism
that he had unleashed. The Suez Canal would revert to being an international waterway.
Britain would restore its hegemony in Iraq and Jordan and secure its access to the oil of the
Middle East. France would consolidate its influence in the Middle East through Lebanon
and Israel while its problems in Algeria would come to an end with the fall of Nasser. Even
the United States might be persuaded to support the plan for it would promote stable,
pro-Western regimes and help to check Soviet advances in the Middle East. Before rushing
into a military campaign against Egypt, Ben-Gurion urged that they take time to consider
the wider political possibilities. His plan might appear fantastic at first sight, he remarked,
but it was not beyond the realm of possibility given time, British goodwill and good faith.*?

Israel’s view of the Western and the Arab world is the pivotal point of this new
geopolitical order. True to Herzl’s vision of a Jewish state also being a bridge pillar
of the West in that region, the dominant notion was that of a natural alliance with
the West based on allegedly common goals. The orientation towards the West
seems indispensable for Israel’s vital interests. Meanwhile, the West itself is per-
ceived out of hand as an enemy of the Arab world.

The direct projection of one’s own enemy image onto the Western powers is
clearly reflected in the plan. It is based on the conviction that Western control
over the region would also serve Israeli interests, Ben-Gurion seeing it as a means
by which he believed he could contain the dreaded Arab nationalism. The sug-
gestion to just do away with Jordan by parceling it off in order to solve the Israe-
li-Palestinian conflict gives an idea of how little Israel was and would be willing
to integrate into the region.

Ben-Gurion was pursuing two objectives with his scheme: Israel would
expand and by doing so would get rid of its most bitter enemies at the same time.
His intentions to pin Israeli interests to the interests of the West illustrates two
things: namely the marked fear of isolation felt by the Israeli decision makers in
the 1950s and the condescension and arrogance that the Israeli leadership exhib-
ited towards the inhabitants of the region. This way of thinking grows out of a
bipolar worldview in which people can be divided into “good ones,” the strong
and the civilized, and weak ones, the backward. Based on this understanding, an
active geopolitical “restructuring” of the region does seem indeed plausible. At

52 Ibid. 124-125.
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[lo pekw JInTaHw, 4To Cnoco6cTBOBaNO 6bl NpeBpaLLeHuto JinBaHa B 60/1ee KOMMNakTHOe XpUCTUaHCKoe
rocyaapcrtso. PalioHy CyaLKOro kaHana jo/KeH 6biTb NPYCBOEH MeX/AyHapOoAHbIiA cTaTyc, a nponvs TupaH B
3anvBe Akaba Jo/XeH nepeiiTi Noj N3pannbCekuii KOHTPOb ANA obecneyeHns cBO6OAbI CylOXOACTBA.
MpeaBapVTeNbHBLIM YCNOBMEM peannsaLum 3Toro naaHa 6bi1o ycTpaHeHve Hacepa 1 3ameHa ero pexvima
nposanaAHbIM NPaBUTENbCTBOM, KOTOPOE TakXe 6b110 6bl FOTOBO 3aKN0UUTL MUP € M3pannem. beH-TyproH
yTBEPXAAN, YTO ero NnaH NOCAYXWUT MHTepecaM BCex 3anajHbiX Aepxas, a Takke M3panns, yHuutoxms Hacepa
1 pa3BsizaHHbIe MM CW/Ibl apabekoro HauyoHanyama. CysLkuii KaHan CHoBa CTaHeT MeXyHapOAHbLIM BOAHbIM
nyTem. Bennko6prTaHnsa BOCCTaHOBUT CBOIO rereMoHuio B Mipake v lopaaHnn 1 obecnedmnT cebe AocTyn kK
HedTn BanxHero BocToka. dpaHLms YKPenuT CBoe BAUSHWE Ha bavxHeM BocToke Yepes JlneaH 1 U3pannsb, a
ee nNpobaembl B A/XXMpe 3aKoHYaTcs co nageHnem Hacepa. Jaxe CoefnHeHHble LLTaTbl MOrin 6bl
cornacnTbCa Nogaep>XaTb 3TOT MJjiaH, NOCKO/IbKY OH cnoco6cTBOBan 6bl YyCTaHOB/IEHNIO CTa6I/IllebIX,
nposanagHbiX PeXUMOB 1 NOMOr 6bl cAepxaTb NpojBuxkeHne CoeTckoro Cotosa Ha BanxHem Boctoke.
Mpexze yem 6pocaTbCst B BOEHHYIO KaMMNaHWio NpoTuBe ErvnTa, BeH-NypuoH npussan ux yaenute Bpems
paccMoTpeHuto 6on1ee LWNPOKMNX NOANTUYECKMX BO3MOXHOCTeN. Ero nnaH, kak OH 3aMeTu/, MOXeT NnokasaTbest
daHTaCcTUYeCKUM Ha NepBbIi B3rNsAA, HO OH He BbIXOAUT 338 PaMKM BO3MOXHOTO, ecn 6yAeT 40CTaTOUYHO

BpPeMeHW, 06poii BN 1 406poCcoBeCTHOCTU Bennkobputannmn.52

B3rnsa N3pannsa Ha 3anag v apabckunii Mup SBASeTCs KNtoYeBbIM MOMEHTOM 3TOro HOBOroO
reononnTNU4eckoro nopsaka. BepHelii BuAeHuo Fepuia o eBpelickom rocyAapctee, KoTopoe
O/HOBPEMEHHO ABNANOCH Obl CBA3YHOLLMM 3BEHOM MeXAY 3anafoMm 1 3TUM PervioHoM,
AOMVHVPYIOLLMM NpeAcTaBAeHNEM bbla eCTeCTBEHHbIM COt3 ¢ 3anafoM, OCHOBaHHbIV Ha AKOObI
06LMX Lensx. OpreHTauma Ha 3anaj KaxeTcst He3aMeHVMOU ANS XN3HEHHO BaXXHbIX MHTepecoB
W3paunns. Mexay Tem, cam 3anaz BOCNpUHUMAaeTCs Kak Bpar apabckoro mupa.

B nnaHe SIBHO OTPaXKeHO NpsiMoe npoeLpoBaHme obpasa cO6CTBEHHOrO Bpara Ha 3anagHble
Aepxasbl. OH OCHOBaH Ha y6eXxeHunn, 4To KOHTPO/b 3anaja Haj PerMoHoM Takxke byAeT CayXutb
NHTepecam M3paunsi; beH-NyproH B1Aen B 3TOM CPeACTBO, C MOMOLLbH0 KOTOPOrO, MO ero MHEHWI, OH
CMOXeT c/iepXaThb yxKacatoLmii apabckunii HaumoHanusm. MpeanoxeHre NPoCcTo MKBUANPOBaTb
WopaaHuto, pasaenns eé Ha 4acTu, YTobbl paspeLlnTb N3PanibCKo-NanecTUHCKMI KOHGANKT, 4aéT
npejcraeneHne o ToM, Hacko/ibKo Masno I/I3paw1b 6bIN roToB VHTErpmMpoBaTbCs B PErMoH 1 Hacko/1bKo
Maso OH 6bl/1 FOTOB 3TO CAeNaTb.

BeH-TypnoH npecnesoBan ABe Lienn B CBOEM MNaHe: Vidpanb foXKeH 6bin paclunpUTbCs, U
TeM caMbIM 136aBUTLCS OT CBOMIX CaMblX 3ak/IATbIX Bparos. Ero HamepeHue npusssaTb
n3pannbCKne NHTepechl K MHTepecaM 3anaja WanCcTpupyeT ABe Beln: a UMeHHO, ABHbIV cTpax
nepej n3onsunen, KOTopblii UCMbITbIBaAN U3panabCkne nuua, NpvHUMaroLme peweHuns, B 1950-x
roAax, N CHACXOANTENIbHOCTb U BbICOKOMEPUE, KOTOPbIE N3pan/ibCKoe PYKOBOACTBO NPOSAB/AIO N0
OTHOLLEHUIO K XXUTeNAM pernoHa. Takori 06pa3 MblLLeHUst MponcTekaeT U3 61MNoNAPHOro
MVPOBO33peHNS, B KOTOPOM JItOAel MOXHO PasfennTb Ha «XOPOLUNX» — CUNTbHbIX U
LMBUAN30BaHHbIX, 1 CNabblx — OTCTasbIX. ICXOAA U3 3TOr0 MOHUMAaHWSA, aKTUBHas

reononnTmn4yeckas <<r|epeCTp017|Ka» pernoHa AEIZCTBI/ITEI'II:HO KaXeTcqa BnosiHe BepOﬂTHOVI.

52Tam xe. 124-125.
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that time, the Palestinian Nakba of 1948 was only a few years in the past, and up
to that point Israel had balked at any compromise on the refugee question.

In the Suez War, the Israeli decision makers were well aware they ran the risk
of being painted as the helpmates of Western imperialism — an accusation which
could have a direct negative impact on the recognition of Israel’s right to exist
in the region. With this in mind, Ben-Gurion was even concerned about Israel’s
esteem among its enemies. He wondered whether “the Arabs will ever be able
to forgive us and our descendants that we are a bridge head of aggression and
annihilation?”*3 But as for Shimon Peres, he had no second thoughts. This can be
gathered from his description of the last day of the conference, October 24, 1956:

I think there was a general feeling that a supreme effort had been made, involving the fate
of nations, and had ended with the logical conclusion. We had come together to wipe out
evil, to nullify the aggression and stifle the further aggressive intentions of the Egyptian
dictator. Of course, [the] decision was not easy, for life is not easy. It is not a tabula rasa but
heaped with snares and obstacles, risks and complications. In the final analysis, however,
when faced with a historic challenge, there is only one choice — the elementary and fun-
damental choice between good and bad, right and wrong. With us, the basic alternatives
were to defend ourselves, even with the power of the sword, or to submit to the sword of
the aggressor.

The French nation had sacrificed the lives of her finest sons, not many years before, because
she had failed to recognize in time the danger of Hitlerism. She was now of firm mind that
a dictator had to be dealt with not after he had struck but while he was still building his
might. Nasser revived painful memories of their recent past.**

The enemy image of a Hitler-like dictator eager for war leaves barely any room to
consider alternatives to military action. Nasser is portrayed as unpredictable and
dangerous but also as powerless, as someone who seems to lack the ability to
correctly assess his own power. Nasser’s unpredictability concerning his policy
towards Israel as well as his actual weakness renders the elimination of “evil”
a reasonable option. And since Israel is not the only one affected by this evil,
the international community must also be mobilized against it. Over and over,
this argumentative pattern would resonate in Peres’ long political career during
which he repeatedly supported Israel’s war policy.>

53 Quoted from Bar-Zohar 2006: 199.
54 Peres 1970: 204-205.
55 Amar-Dahl 2010: 219-295.



108 4. BoeHHas nonuTuka Mspanns Ha cnyxée cnoHnctckoro Mspanns.

B TO BpeMsi NanecTuHeL Hak6aCobbiTvs 1948 roaa NPOM3OLLNN BCEro HECKO/LKO NeT Ha3ag, 1 A0 3TOro
MOMeHTa M3pannb oTKasbiBaACs OT KakMX-11M6o KOMMNPOMIMCCOB MO BOMPOCY 6exeHLeB.

B xoae CysLKoli BOMHbI M3pan/bCkne pyKOBOANTEIM MPEKPACHO MOHMMAN, YTO PUCKYHOT
6bITb MPeACTaBNeHHLIMUN Kak MOCOGHMNKM 3anajHOro nMmnepuanmsmMa - 06BMHeHVE, KOTOPOe MOr/I0
oKasaTb NpsIMOe HeraTMBHOe BANSIHNE Ha NPU3HaHKe npasa V3panns Ha cyllecTBoBaHue B
pervoHe. YunTtbiBas 370, beH-TyproH gaxe 6ecnokouncs o ToM, Kak Vi3pannb BocnpuHMMaeTcs
cBovMu Bparamu. OH 3agaBancs BONpocom: «CMOryT 1 Koraa-Hubyab apabbl MPOCTUTL HaM 1
HalyM NOTOMKaM TO, UTO Mbl ABSEMCS MNALAAPMOM arpeccum 1 YHUUTOXeHUs?»53 Ho uTo
KacaeTcs LLinmoHa Mepeca, To y HEro He 6bIN10 HUKAKUX COMHeHUIA. O6 3TOM MOXHO CyAUTb MO ero

onuncaHnio nocneaHero AHs KoHdepeHuMn, 24 okTabps 1956 roga:

Jlymato, cyLL,ecTBOBaso obLLee OLLyLIeHWe, YTO bbiNV NPeANPUHATBLI BeNNYaiilune ycunums,
KacatoLmecs CyAbbbl HAPOAOB, U OHW 3aBEPLUNANCE NOTNYECKMM BbIBOAOM. Mbl 06beAVHUANCH,
YTOBbI CKOPEHUTbL 3110, HElTPann30BaThb arpecclio U NoAaBUTL AanbHelillne arpeccBHbIe
HaMepeHMs ernneTckoro AnkTtatopa. KOHeuHo, peleHve 66110 HeMpoCTLIM, BeAb XWN3Hb Henerka. 1o
He YNCTbIV INCT, @ CN/IOLLHbIE IOBYLLIKN 1 NPenaTCTBUSA, PUCKN U CI0XKHOCTW. OAHaKo B KOHEUHOM
cueTe, CTONKHYBLUWCL C UCTOPUYECKMM BbI30BOM, €CTb TONIbKO OAVH BbIGOP - 3/1eMeHTapHbIl 1
dyHAAMEHTaNbHbIN BbIGOP MeXay A06POM 1 3/10M, NPaBUAbHBLIM U HeMpaBWIbHbLIM. [1si Hac
OCHOBHbIMU anbTepHaTUBaMK 6bIAV ANG0 3aLUMLLATLCSA, AaXe CUN0I MeYa, NGO NOAUNHNTLCA Medy
arpeccopa.

®paHLy3ckas HaLus NoXepTBOBaa XV3HAMMN CBOVIX yULINX CbIHOB BCErO HECKO/bKO JIeT Ha3aj, MOTOMY YT
He CMOorna BOBpeMs pacno3HaTb OMacHOCTb ruTiepusma. Tel'lepb OHa TBepAo pewnna, 4to ¢ ANKTaTopomM
HY>HO 60POTLCS He MOC/e TOro, Kak OH HaHEC yAap, a Moka OH eLLe HapaLLMBaeT CBOK MoLLb. Hacep

BOCKpecui 6one3HeHHble BOCMOMUHaHWS 06 X HejaBHeM npoLunom.54

O6pas Bpara — AukTaTopa, No4o6Horo FMTnepy, XxaxayLiero BoHbl, — NPakTUYeckn He ocTaBaseT MecTa
AN PaCCMOTPEHUA anbTepHaTUB BOEHHbIM AelicTBUsSM. Hacep n3obpaxaeTtcs kak Henpesackasyemblli 1
OMAaCHBIR, HO TaKXe 1 KaK 6eCCU/bHBIN, KaK YenoBekK, KOTOPOMY, KaXeTcs, He XBaTaeT CNoCobHOCTH
NpaBWAbLHO OLEHNTL COBCTBEHHYIO CuNy. HenpeackasyemocTe noantuky Hacepa B oTHoweHun Uspanns,
a TaKXe ero peasibHas C1aboCTb AeNatoT ycTpaHeHme «3/1a» pasyMHbIM BapuaHTOM. M nockonbky M3panib
— He eAVIHCTBEHHbIN, KTO CTpajaeT OT 3TOro 3/1a, MeX/yHapoAHOe COOBLLIeCTBO TakXKe 0/KHO BbiTb
MO6MIN30BaHO NPOTUB Hero. 3Ta apryMeHTaLVOHHas Mo/JeNb HeOAHOKPaTHO NOBTOPSANAack Ha
NPOTAXEHNN AONTOi NOANTNYECKOW kapbepbl [epeca, B TeYeHMe KOTOPOLi OH HEOAHOKPaTHO

noAAepXnBasn BOeHHY NoanTuky Uspamna.55

53LuTtaTta 13 kHurn bap-3oxapa, 2006:
199. 54lMepec 1970: 204-205. 55Amap-
Janb 2010: 219-295.
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Of War and Nuclear Weapons

A little known fact is that Israel took advantage of the military alliance with
France in the Sinai-Suez War of 1956 to begin developing nuclear weapons. As
Director-General in the Israeli Ministry of Defense, Shimon Peres played a key
role in all of this. He is considered to be the driving power behind the endeavor to
obtain French start-up support for the construction of a nuclear reactor. Accord-
ing to the Israeli historian Avner Cohen (1951-), a specialist in the nuclear history
of Israel, Peres’ most important contribution to the country’s armament with
nuclear weapons is the establishment of the connection to France. As the right
hand of the Prime Minister and due to his position in the Ministry of Defense,
Peres was the man who would continue to advance this strictly secret project over
a decade.>®

According to Cohen, it was three men who eventually fathered the project:
Ernst David Bergman (1903-1975), David Ben-Gurion and Shimon Peres. Bergman,
Ben-Gurion’s scientific advisor in nuclear matters, convinced the Prime Minister
that Israel would be able to develop nuclear weapons. Subsequently, Peres was
entrusted with the task of probing the international scene for Israel’s options for
“realizing Ben-Gurion’s vision.”*”

Since Israel under the leadership of Ben-Gurion considered military strength
an important means for vouchsafing security, the possession of nuclear weapons
appeared to be the panacea. Although Cohen himself considers the idea of a
country as small as Israel acquiring nuclear technology for military purposes a
“considerable brazenness,” he also submits that for a state that is “born from the
Shoah to find itself thrown into a hostile Arab environment, it would be down-
right reckless not to do it.”>®

Peres finally convinced his mentor to embark on this project, despite it being
not only extremely costly but also difficult to push through internationally. France
proved to be the right contact for the initial steps. The political instability of the
Fourth Republic presented Peres with a unique opportunity, and he seized upon
it between the summer of 1956 and autumn of 1957.>°

Whether the French support for an Israeli nuclear program already consti-
tuted an integral part of the Israeli-French military alliance as it was reached at
the conference of Sévres remains the subject of a controversial scholarly debate.

56 Cohen 2000: 39; Evron 1987: 14-15.
57 Cohen 2000: 37.

58 Ibid. 25.

59 Ibid. 39; Bar-Zohar 2006: 292-296.
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O BoliHe 1 AAEPHOM OpPYXXNK

ManousBecTHbI pakT: Vi3pannb BOCNOb30BaACS BOEHHbIM COO30M € DpaHLuei BO Bpems
CuHaricko-CyaLKow BoriHbl 1956 roga, 4Tobbl HauaTb pa3paboTky agepHoro opyxus. LLinmoH
Mepec, byay4uun reHepanbHLIM ANPEKTOPOM MUHMCTEPCTBA 060POHEI M3panns, ceirpan
K/THOYEeBYIO POJb BO BCEM 3TOM. Ero cumtaloT ABvXyLer CUIOW yCUINA No NONYYeHNo
dpaHLy3CKoli MoAAePXKN ANS Hayana CTPOUTeNbCTBA AAepPHOro peaktopa. Mo ciosam
M3pannbCckoro nctoprka AeHepa KoaHa (1951-), cneumanmncra no sgepHor ncropum Mspauns,
Haunbonee BaxHbIM BknagoM lNepeca B iepHOe BOOPYXKeHMe CTPaHbl ABASETCA
yCTaHoBNeHWe CBsi3n ¢ PpaHuumeli. Bysyun npaBol pykoi npembep-MUHMUCTPa 1 bnarogapsi
CBOeMy MooXeHWo B MUHKCTepcTBe 060pOHBI, [epec bbin TeM YeNoBEeKOM, KOTOPbIN Ha

MPOTAXEHUN 6onee AECATN NTIET NPOAO0/DKaN NPoABUTaTb 3TOT CTPOro CerETHbIVI I'IpOEKT.56

Mo cnosam Ko3Ha, B KOHEYHOM UTOre MNPOEKT 6bl1 MHULIMMPOBAH TPEMS I04bMU: DPHCTOM
[Jasngom beprmaHom (1903-1975), Alasngom beH-T'yproHom n LLUnmoHoM MNepecom. beprmaHx,
Hay4HblIli coBeTHVK BeH-yproHa no saepHbIM BonpocaM, ybeamnn npeMbep-MUHNCTPa B TOM, YTO
M3pannb cmoxeT pa3paboTtaTb saepHoe opyxue. Bnocnegctemm Mepecy 66110 NOPYyYEHO U3yUunTb
MeX/AyHapOAHY CUTyaLMIO 1 pacCMOTpeTb BapuaHTbl AecTBUI M3panns no «peanvsauyum
BuaeHua beH-T'ypnoHa».57

Mockonbky Vi3pansnb nog pykoBoAcTBOM beH-I'yproHa cuntan BOeHHYH MOLLb
BaXXHbIM CPeACTBOM obecrneyeHns 6e30nacHoCcTn, obnagaHme saepHbIM Opy>XKMem
Kasanocb NaHaueer. XoTa cam Ko3H cumTaeT naeto nprobpeteHns aaepHbIX
TEXHONOrNI Takor HebOoNbLLIOW CTPaHOM, Kak Mi3pansb, B BOEHHbIX Liensix
«3HA4YMTe/IbHOV HarnoCTbIO», OH TakXe yTBepXJaeT, YTo AN rocyaapcrsa,
«POAMBLLErocs nocae Xos0K0CTa, 0Kas3aTbCs BTAHYTLIM BO BpaXzebHyto apabekyto
cpeay, 6b110 6bI COBEpLUEHHO 6e3paccyjHO 3TOro He AenaTtb».58

Mepec HakoHeL, y6e1n CBOEro HacTaBHMKa B3ATbCS 3@ 3TOT NPOEKT, HECMOTPSA Ha TO, UTO OH
6b11 He TOIbKO Ype3BbIYaliHO JOPOroCTOALLMM, HO U CNOXHBLIM B peannsaummn Ha MexXayHapoAHOM
ypoBHe. ®paHLns oKa3anacb NOAXOAALLMM NapTHEPOM A5 NepBbIX LWaros. MoanTtnyeckas
HecTabunbHOCTk YeTBepToli pecnybavkun npegoctaeuna Mepecy yHVKanbHY BO3MOXHOCTb, U OH
BOCMONb30BaJICA el0 B Nepunog c feta 1956 roga no oceHb 1957 roga.

Bonpoc o Tom, siBnsinack nn nogaepxka PpaHumeri n3pannbckon saepHor NporpaMmbl
HEOTbeM/IEMOI YaCTbO N3PansibCKO-PPaHLYY3CKOro BOEHHOI0 COK3a, AOCTUIHYTOro Ha

CeBpcKoii KOHpepeHL MM, OCTAeTCA NPEAMETOM OXECTOUEHHbIX HayUYHbIX ANCKYCCUIA.

56Ko3H 2000: 39; 3BpoH 1987: 14-15. 57
Ko3H 2000: 37. 58Tam xe, 25.

59Tam e, 39; bap-3oxap 2006: 292-296.
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Did France buy Israeli cooperation with a reactor? Is this the reason why Ben-Gu-
rion consented to the Sinai-Suez War? Cohen believes that Peres used the Israe-
li-French rapprochement of 1956 as a singular occasion to “realize the nuclear
vision.”

But in Cohen’s assessment, France’s assent to the reactor was not the actual
“price” for Israel’s intervention in the Suez Crisis: “From the perspective of
both states, this cooperation was an ‘additional incentive.’ [...] Had Ben-Gurion
declined the political and military conditions for the cooperation, the purchase
of the reactor could not have tipped the scales.”®® In any case, Cohen asserts that
Peres’ motivation for the cooperation with France in the Suez Crisis is directly
connected to the armament aid offered by France, which also extended to nuclear
weapons.®

Avi Shlaim likewise contends that the purchase of a French reactor by Israel
was not directly linked to Israeli military cooperation with France in the Suez
Crisis. Shlaim’s elaborations suggest that Ben-Gurion ultimately had to go to war
because of the military alliance. Still, the acquisition of the nuclear reactor was an
aspect related to the hopes of satisfying Israel’s territorial claims and of weaken-
ing or even ousting the Egyptian president. In his memoirs, however, Peres makes
a statement about Sévres that admits interpretations different from Shlaim’s:

Before the final signing, I asked Ben-Gurion for a brief adjournment, during which I met
Mollet and Bourges-Maunoury alone. It was here that I finalized with these two leaders
an agreement for the building of a nuclear reactor at Dimona, in southern Israel, and the
supply of natural uranium to fuel it. I put forward a series of detailed proposals and, after
discussion, they accepted them. Eventually, the Protocol was signed.®* (emphasis added)

Despite its significance, Shlaim leaves out this last remark.® Unlike Avner Cohen
and Avi Shlaim, Peres’ biographer Michael Bar-Zohar (1938-) supports the
hypothesis that Israel’s military backing was bought with the reactor. He quotes
a remark Peres made to a French friend about the signing of the protocol, in
which he implied that the reactor was one of Israel’s conditions: “Should Israel’s
request [for nuclear start-up support] not be complied with, we may reconsider
our commitment [to war].”%*

60 Cohen 2000: 81.

61 Ibid. 79-81.

62 Peres 1995: 149-150.
63 Shlaim 2001: 41, 142.
64 Bar-Zohar 2006: 292.
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Kynuna nn ®paHums n3pannbckomy COTPYAHMYECTBY B paspaboTke peaktopa? He no 3Tol im npuunHe
BeH-T'ypunoH cornacuncs Ha CuHarcko-CyaLkyto BoHY? KosH cunTaeT, uto Mepec ncnonb3osan
n3pannbCKo-ppaHLysckoe conmxeHne 1956 roga kak yHUKanbHbIV NOBOA ANS «peann3aummn agepHom
KOHLEenumnm».

OaHako, no oueHke KosHa, cornacve PpaHLmMn Ha CTPOUTENBLCTBO peakTopa He 6bl1o
bakTMUecKon «LeHol» 3a BMeLLaTenbCTBo M3panns B Cyaukmii Kpusmc: «C TOUKIM 3peHns 060mnx
rocyfapcTs, 3TO COTPYAHNYECTBO ObI10 ,, AONONAHUTENbHBIM CTUMYyNnoM”. [...] Ecan 6bl BeH-TyproH
0TKa3anca oT MONNTUYECKMX 1N BOEHHbIX YCNOBUIA COTPYAHNYECTBA, MOKYMKa peakTopa He cmMorna
6bl NepenoMnTbL CUTYyaLmto».60 B ntobom cnyyae, KosH yTBepxgaeT, 4To moTuBaLms MNepeca k
coTpyAHWYecTBy € ®paHumeli B CysLKOM KpU3nce HanpsiMyto CBA3aHa C BOEHHOM NOMOLLIbIO,

npejioxeHHol ®paHLyeld, KoTopasi TakKe pacnpocTpaHanack Ha sijepHoe opyxue.61

Ay LLInanm Takxe yTBepXaaeT, UTo Nokynka Vi3pannem ¢ppaHLly3ckoro peaktopa He 6bina
HarnpsiMyto CBsi3aHa C BOEHHbIM COTPYAHNYeCTBOM M3panns ¢ PpaHumeii Bo Bpemsi CysaLKoro
Kpu3uca. PasbsicHeHus LLinanma npeanonaratoT, 4To BeH-FyproHy B KOHEYHOM UTOre NMPULLNOCH
BCTYNWTb B BOVIHY 113-3a 3TOr0 BOEHHOIO COtO3a. TEM He MeHee, NpuobpeTeHe SAEPHOro peakTopa
6b110 aCNEKTOM, CBSA3aHHbBIM C HageXAaMW YAOBNETBOPUTL TEPPUTOPUANbHBIE NPeTeH3nN 3panns
1 0CNabuTb UK Aaxe CBeprHyTb ermneTckoro npesungeHTa. OgHako B cBOMX Memyapax Mepec

Aenaet 3aaBieHne o CeBpe, AonyckawlLlee MHble nHTepnpetTaynn, 4em 'y LWnanma:

Mepey okoHYaTeNbHBLIM MoAnvcaHneM s nonpocun beH-MyproHa o He6oNbLLIO OTCPOUKe, BO BpeMst
KOTOpPOUi i BCTPeTWUACA HaeAnHe ¢ Monne n bypxke-MoHypu. VIMeHHO 3/eck 5 3aBepLUWA C 3TUMU
[BYMS IMZepaMm CornaLleHre o CTPoUTeNbLCTBE SAEPHOro peaktopa B lMMOHe, Ha tore M3pauns, n
nocTaBke NPUPOAHOro ypaHa ANs ero TonavBea. i NPeACTaBu psiZ NOAPOGHbLIX MPeaoXeHWiA, 1

nocne 06CyXAeHNs OHU NX NPUHSNN. B uTore [poTOKO/ 6bi/1 OAMNCAH..62 (BbIAENEHO KYPCUBOM)

HecmoTpsi Ha cBOtO 3HaUMMOCTb, LLnanm ynyckaeTt aTo nocneAHee 3amedaHue.63 B otandne ot
ABHepa KoaHa n Asu LLinanma, 6rorpad Mepeca Muxasne bap-3oxap (1938-) nogaepxvsaeT
rMnoTesy o TOM, YTO BOEHHas Noajepxka VM3panns 6blna kynaeHa BMecTe ¢ peakTopom. OH
LMTMpYyeT 3aMeyaHue Mepeca, caenaHHoe ppaHLy3CKoMy Apyry no noBoAy MNOANMCaHVS MPOTOKONA,
B KOTOPOM TOT HaMeKHY/1, 4TO peakTop 6bl1 0AHUM M3 YCnoBuid 3panns: «Ecnv npockba M3pauns
[0 noasep>kke 3anycka saepHOl NporpaMMbl] He 6yAeT yA0BNeTBOPEHa, Mbl MOXEM NepecMoTpeTb

Halle 0653aTeNbCTBO [BECTU BOVHY]».64

60Ko3H 2000: 81. 61Tam

xe, cTp. 79-81.

62lMepec 1995: 149-150.
63LLnanm 2001: 41, 142.
64bap-3oxap 2006: 292.



Of War and Nuclear Weapons =— 111

Peres is said to have indicated in the talks what sort of risk Israel would face
as a result of a military operation against Egypt, such as the danger of “the surge
of Arab hostility towards Israel” and the “associated threat to its existence.”
Israel, said Peres, was in need of a deterrent potential that France was in a posi-
tion to provide. In the end, Peres got the French to agree to a draft agreement on
cooperation for the construction of a reactor in Israel, as well as a French commit-
ment to provide regular uranium supplies.®

Although this is not the place to relate the entire process of the emergence of
Israeli nuclear power in the 1950s and early 1960s%¢, what is important to stress
here is that as coordinator of the Ministry of Defense Peres played a decisive role
in this top-secret treaty. His was a key contribution to the conference of Sévres
which resulted in the agreement on a “nuclear cooperation” with France that
was ultimately concluded in late September 1957, in the last days of the Bourgés-
Maunoury government.

Three treaties were finally signed at the end of 1957. The treaty of December 12,
1956 provided French aid in the construction of a nuclear reactor for the purposes
of nuclear research. In it, France committed to supply Israel with a forty — accord-
ing to other sources only twenty-five — megawatt nuclear reactor and 385 tons of
natural uranium.

The second agreement of August 23, 1957, negotiated amidst the greatest
secrecy between Peres and French Prime Minister Bourgés-Maunoury, stipulated
cooperation in the research and production of nuclear weapons.®’

The third treaty of October 1957 regulated all aspects concerning the construc-
tion of the reactor and the production of plutonium. It was only with the greatest
effort that Peres was able to reach an agreement in the last days of the government
under Bourgés-Maunoury. At this point in time, both Foreign Minister Pineau and
Party Leader Mollet had reservations when it came to giving their final consent
required to put the deal into effect. After all, this would mean nothing less than
putting into place the entire basis for the development of nuclear weapons in
Israel. In Bar-Zohar’s opinion, the “peaceful purposes” underscored by France
were just lip service meant to refute any accusations by Arab states to the effect
that France had made Israel a nuclear power.%®

The pact with France paved Israel’s path to Dimona, the site of the nuclear
reactor that would soon become a synonym for this Israeli secret. Today, the

65 Ibid. 292-294.

66 Ibid. 292-308; Cohen 2000.
67 Bar-Zohar 2006: 296-297.
68 Ibid. 302.
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CoobLaetcs, 4To MNepec B Xxoze NeperoBopoB ykasan Ha To, C Kakumu puckamu Mspannb
CTOJIKHETCS B pe3y/ibTaTe BOEHHOM onepauumn NpoTuB ErvnTa, TakMMm Kak onacHOCTb «BCrlecka
apabckoi BpaXAebHOCTM MO OTHOLLEHMIO K VI3panito» 1 «CBsi3aHHas € 3TVIM yrpo3a ero
cyLLlecTBOBaHMo». Mo cnoBam Mepeca, M3panito He06XoanM CAepXUBatOLLNY NOTeHLMan, KOTopbIl
®paHumsa Morna 6bl obecneunTb. B ntore Mepec o6uacsa oT GppaHLIYy30B COracks Ha MPoeKT
COrallleHns o COTPYAHUYeCTBE B CTPOMTENbCTBE peakTopa B M3pawne, a Takke Ha 0653aTeNbCTBO
DpaHUMK perynsapHo nocTaBnATb ypaH.65

XoTS 35eck HeT mecTa Ans MOAPOBHOro ONMCcaHMa BCero npoLecca CTaHOB/EHUS
N3pannbckoii agepHol Mol B 1950-x 1 Havane 1960-x ro0866, BaXXHO NOAYEPKHYTb, UTO
Mepec, bysy4n KOOPANHATOPOM MUHNCTEPCTBA 060POHbI, ChirPas PeLLatoLLyto pPOJib B 3TOM
COBepLUEHHO cekpeTHOM gorosope. OH BHeC Kno4eBon Bknaj B CeBpCKyto KoHbepeHLmIo,
pe3y/bTaTOM KOTOPOW CTaso CorlalleHne 0 «aAepHOM COTpyAHMYecTBe» ¢ PpaHumens,
OKOHYaTeNbHO 3aK/0YeHHOE B KOHLIe CeHTA6ps 1957 roga, B nocnefHme 4HV nNpasneHns
npasutenscTea bypxxe-MoHypu.

B koHLe 1957 roaa 6binn noanucaHbl Tpy gorosopa. Jorosop oT 12 gekabps 1956 roga
npeaycmatpmsan GpaHLy3CcKyto MOMOLL B CTPOUTENBbCTBE AAEPHOro peakTopa 415 Lienei saepHbIX
nccneAoBaHWiA. B Hem ®paHumsa o6s3anack NOCTaBUTL MI3pannto saepHbI peakTop MOLLHOCTbIO
COPOK MeraBaTT (MO0 AaHHbIM APYT1X NCTOYHWKOB, BCEro ABaALAaTb NATk) U 385 TOHH MPUPOAHOrO
ypaHa.

BTtopoe cornaweHue ot 23 aBrycta 1957 roaa, 3ak/ito4eHHOe B YC/I0BUSIX CTPOXKaLLIEN
cekpeTHOCTU Mexzy lMepecoM 1 npembep-MUHUCTPOM ®paHLmK Bypxe-MoHypw, npeaycmaTpuBano
COTPYAHMNYECTBO B UCCAEA0BaHUSAX U NMPOM3BOACTBE S4EPHOr0 OpyXKns.67

TpeTunin soroBop oT okT6psA 1957 roga perynvMpoBan BCe acnekTbl, kacaroLpmecs
CTPOUTENbLCTBA peakTopa 1 Npon3BOACTBa NAyToHWA. MNepecy yaanocb AOCTUYb
corfialeHuns iMlb C OTPOMHbLIMU YCUINAMU B MOC/eAHME AHW npaBieHns bypxe-
MoHypwu. Ha TOT MOMEHT 1 MUHWCTP MHOCTPaHHbIX gen MNMuHo, n nugep naptnuu Monne
MCMNbITbIBAI COMHEHWNS OTHOCUTENIbHO OKOHYaTe/IbHOro COrnacusi, He0bXxoAMMOro Ansi
peanunsaummn cornalleHuns. B KoHLe KOHLOB, 3TO 03Ha4asno 6bl CO3aHne BCeli OCHOBbI
ANsi pa3paboTkm saepHOro opyxus B Mispaune. Mo mHeHWo bap-3oxapa, «<MUpHble
Lenn», noavepkraemble PpaHumelt, 6bian NULWb NYCTbIMW CN0BaMU, NMPU3BaHHbIMU
ONpOBEPrHyTL t0bble 06BNHEHMSA apabCkuX rocyAapcTs B TOM, UTO PpaHuma caenana
M3pannb saepHon fepxaBoin.68

CornaleHuie ¢ ®paHumeli NPoNoXuIo MN3pannto nyTs K JUMOHe, MecTy pacrnonoXeHns

SlepHOro peakTopa, KOTOPbI BCKOPE CTaN CMHOHVMMOM 3TOV M3panibCKol TaliHbl. CerogHs...

65Tam xe. 292-294.

66Tam xe, cTp. 292-308; Ko3H 2000.
67bap-3oxap 2006: 296-297. 68Tam
xe, 302.
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fact that Peres contributed to the project of turning Israel into a nuclear power
is beyond dispute. But what was Peres’ politico-ideological stance towards this
project? What about the political environment in general? Did any kind of politi-
cal discussion about this topic even take place in the late 1950s?

David Ben-Gurion made the decision in favor of Dimona from a unique polit-
ical-charismatic position. Only a small, exclusive circle of confidants was in the
know, and the decision process did not take the appropriate legal route via the
inclusion of the government and the Knesset. Ben-Gurion succeeded in keeping
the matter off the political agenda. From the very beginning, construction work
on the reactor in the years 1958 to 1960 was subject to the strictest military cen-
sorship.

In spite of all this, political debates in the Mapai party, the government and
the parliament could not be entirely suppressed. As completion of the reactor
drew near in early 1962, the question as to what was to be done with the now
available nuclear capacities became more pressing. Should they be used for
peaceful purposes, or for the production of nuclear weapons? This debate took
place to the exclusion of the public.®®

Over the course of the year 1962, two schools of thought emerged within
the small security-political circles that were grappling with the questions of the
security concept and the structure of the military. Avner Cohen labeled them the
“nuclear technology school” and the “school of conventionalists.””® The main
representatives of the “nuclear technology school” were Vice Minister of Defense
Peres (1959-1965) and Moshe Dayan (since 1959 a member of the Mapai party,
the Knesset and the cabinets). At this point, Ben-Gurion was still wavering in his
position.”™

As the responsible person, the Prime Minister had to face down the growing
pressure from the United States demanding he put Dimona under international
supervision. For that would have meant revealing Israel’s actual goals. The adher-
ents of the nuclear technology school expected a long-term regional conflict that
would involve an endlessly progressing conventional armament, which is why
they advocated the development of high-tech arms systems that would make an
ongoing conventional armament superfluous in the long run. The desired deter-
rent effect would be achieved through nuclear weapons.”

69 Cohen 2000: 187.
70 Ibid.194.

71 Evron 1987: 18.
72 Cohen 2000: 194.
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ToT dakT, uto MNepec BHeC CBOW BK/aj B NPOEKT npeBpaLleHns V3panns B saepHYto Aepxasy, He
BblI3blBaeT COMHeHM. Ho KakoBa 6blna NoANTUKO-nAeonormyeckas nosmums MNepeca no
OTHOLLEHWIO K 3TOMY NMpoekTy? A KakoBa bbina nonnTmnyeckas o6ctaHoBKa B LienoM? NpoBoguancb
v BOOBLLE KaKMe-nnbo NonTUYeckne AUCKYCCMn Ha 3Ty TeMy B KoHLe 1950-x rogos?

JaBng BeH-TypUOH NpUHSA pelleHne B No/b3y AVIMOHbI, 3aHUMast YHUKanbHYH MOANTUKO-
Xapv3MaTU4eckyto Nnosmnumio. B kypce gena 6bin NLLb HEGObLLION, IKCKNIO3MBHBIV KPYT AOBEPEHHbIX AL,
1 NMPOLLECC MPUHATASA peLLeHst He NPpoLLen A0MKHbLIM 06pa3oM C OPUANYECKOl TOUKI 3peHus, 6e3 yyacTus
NpaBUTENbCTBA U APYTVIX 3aMHTEPECOBaHHbIX CTOPOH.KHecceTbeH-TyproHy yaanock nsbexars 06CyxXaeHNs
3TOro BOMpoCa Ha NoAnUTUYecKoli NoBecTke AHs. C caMoro Havana cTpouTesibHble paboTbl Ha peakTope B

nepuog ¢ 1958 no 1960 roa noasepranncb CTpoxalillen BOeHHO LieH3ype.

HecmoTps Ha Bce 3T0, nonuTuyeckne gebatel BManaullapTuto, NpaBuUTeNbCTBO U
napaaMeHT He Mornn 6bITb MONHOCTLIO nojaB/ieHbl. Mo Mepe I'IpI/I6IWI)KeHVI9I K 3aBepLieHunto
CTpouTenbCTBa peakTopa B Ha4dane 1962 roja BOMpocC o ToOM, 4YTO genatb C UMELLNMUNCA
AAePHBbIMU MOLLIHOCTAMW, CTaHOBW/ICA BCe 6onee aKTyanbHbIM. Cnep,yeT N NCNONBb30BaTb UX
B MUPHbIX Lenax nan Ans nponsBoACTBa AA€PHOro Opy)KI/lﬂ? JTa ANCKYyCCnA Benacb B
OTCyTCTBME 06LLeCTBEHHOCTN.69

B TeueHne 1962 roga B HebobLUNX KPyrax, 3aHMMaBLUMXCA BONPOCaMun
KoHLenumm 6e30nacHOCTM 1 CTPYKTYPbl BOOPYXKEHHbIX C1A, CGOPMUMPOBANNCh
ABe LUKOJbl MbIC/N. ABHep KO3H HasBas UX «LLKOJIOM SAePHbBIX TEXHOOTNA» 1
«LLUKO/I0/ KOHBEHLIMOHANNCTOB».70 MMaBHbIMWN NPeACTaBUTENSAMU «LLIKObI
AAEPHbIX TEXHONOMUIA» BbIN 3aMecTUTeNlb MUHUCTPa 060poHbI Mepec (1959-
1965) 1 Mowe JasH (c 1959 roga uneHManavmaptuns, KHeccet KabHeTOB).
Ha ToT MmomeHT beH-T'yprnoH Bce eLe konebancst B cBoen No3nummn.71

Kak oTBeTCTBEHHOE NNLIO, MPeMbeP-MUHUCTP A0/IXKEH 6bl1 MPOTUBOCTOATL pacTyLLemMy
AaB/eHNto co cTOpoHbl CoenHeHHbIX LLITaToB, Tpe6oBaBLUMX YCTAaHOBUTL MeXAYHapPOAHbIN
KOHTPOJIb Haj IMMOHOW. Belb 3TO 03Ha4ano 6bl packpbiTie UCTUHHBIX Lieneli Vi3panns.
CTOPOHHWKM LLIKObI AAEPHbIX TEXHONOT NI 0XNAANN AONTOCPOYHOrO pernoHanbHoOro KOHGANKTa,
KOTOpbIV 6bl Npeanonaran 6eckoHeyHoe pasBrTNE 0BbIYHBIX BOOPYXKEHWIA, MO3TOMY OHWN
BbICTyMaav 3a pa3paboTKy BbICOKOTEXHONOTNYUHBIX CCTEM BOOPYXKEHWS, KOTOPbIE B J0/ITOCPOYHON
nepcnekTVBe cAenany 6l MOCTOAHHOE Hannune 0bblYHBIX BOOPYXEHWUIA N3ANLLHKM. XXenaemblii

caepxvBaoLWni 3GPekT AomKeH Bbl ObITb AOCTUTHYT C MOMOLLIbIO AAEPHOr0 OpYXWNsA.72

69Ko3H 2000: 187.70
Tam xe, 194.

713BpoH 1987: 18.
72Ko3H 2000: 194.
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These conjectures of the “nuclear technology school” also had a transre-
gional aspect. In light of the experience of the years 1956 and 1957, when the
United Nations had forced Israel to give up the territorial conquests it had made
in the Sinai War, the determent was also to be directed against the Western
Powers should Israel’s interests be at stake. The Israeli political scientist Yair
Evron called Israel’s nuclear weapon capacity an “undeclared trump card” and
“leverage” towards the USA, so that they would ensure arms supplies to Israel.”®

In the security-political cabinet, the nuclear lobby was set against the “con-
ventionalists.” This latter was represented mainly by Mapai’s coalition partner
Ahdut Haavoda, headed by Yigal Alon (1918-1980) and Israel Galili (1911-1986).
They, too, expected a long-lasting contention with the Arab neighbors, making a
powerful army necessary. But their goal was in maintaining a well-armed conven-
tional force comprised of a modern and mobile tank force and a strong air force.
In their assessment, a determent by nuclear weapons alone could not provide a
lasting guarantee for Israel’s security.

Aside from this, the “conventionalists” feared the policy pursued by the
nuclear technology advocates would lead to the “nuclearization of the Arab-Is-
raeli conflict,” and this could hardly be in the interests of a small state sur-
rounded by enemies. The “conventionalists” also rejected the naive notion that
Israel would be able to maintain its monopoly with regard to nuclear weapons
over the long haul.”* Nuclear weapons might even provoke the Arabs with their
demographic and geopolitical advantages to wage war against Israel.”

Both lines of thought adopted a negative and pessimistic perspective of the
conflict. The subject matter of the debate was made up of specialist military-tech-
nical questions, while diplomatic-political approaches for ending the conflict
were not taken into consideration as a realistic option. The quarrel between the
two schools of thought reflects their perplexity when grappling with the future of
Israel in the region, as they both put the main focus on military aspects. And it
is not by chance that both the “conventionalists” and the proponents of nuclear
technology were able to score successes, with massive investments being made
in both directions.

Cohen and Evron show that this domestic political controversy hardly quali-
fied as a proper political debate, since the rivals did not really object to the other
side’s position. Supporters of nuclear technology did not press for a reduction in
spending on conventional armament, while the “conventionalists” for their part

73 Evron 1987: 80-81.
74 Ibid. 17-18.
75 Cohen 2000: 195.
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3T NPeANO0N0XEHNS «LLKOJbl AAEPHbBIX TEXHONOTMI» NMeNu Takxke
TpaHCHaUMoHanbHbI acnekT. B cBeTe onbiTa 1956 1 1957 rogos, koraa OpraHusauus
O6beAnHeHHbIX Haunii BbIHyanAa Vi3panib 0TkasaTbCs OT TEpPUTOPUAbHbBIX 3aBOeBaHWI,
coBepLUeHHbIX B CMHaNCKOW BOWHe, CAepXKMBaHMe JOMKHO 6bI10 6bITb HanpaBAeHo 1
NPOTMB 3anaHbIX Aep>KaB, ecin MHTepeck! 3panns okaxyTcsa Noa yrpo3oi. N3pannbckuii
nonnTonor Aup 3BPOH Ha3Ban AAepPHbINV NoTeHumMan Mspannsa «HesiBIeHHbIM KO3bIpem» 1
«pbl4arom» B oTHoLleHusAx ¢ CLLIA, 4Tobbl Te obecneynnn NoCTaBkm opyxums Mispannto.73

B kabuHeTe MWHWNCTPOB, 3aHMMaloLWemMcs Bonpocamu 6€e30nacHOCTN 1 NONUTUKW, AaepHoe no66u
MPOTNBOCTOA/IO «kKOHBEHLVOHANNCTaM». I'Iocnep,Hme 6binn npeacraBieHbl rNaBHbIM o6pa30M...ManaM
napTHep No Koanuuuu Ax4yT Xaasogallapavnb, Bo3rnasnsemblii Miranem AnoHom (1918-1980) n Ncpasnem
Fannnn (1911-1986), Takxke 0XMAAN 3aTHKHOIO NMPOTUBOCTOSHUS C apabCKMMK COCeAAMU, YTO Aenano
HEO6XOAVIMI>IM Hann4yune MOU.[,HOI?’I apMmun. Ho nx uenbro 6b110 noaaep>XaHme XopoLlo BOOPY>XEHHbIX
06bIYHbIX BOOPY>XEHHbIX CUJI, COCTOALLNX N3 COBPEMEHHbIX 1 MOB6UBHBIX TAHKOBbIX BOMCK U CUNTbHbBIX
BOEHHO-BO3AYLLUHbIX CU. Mo nx oueHke, caepxmBaHne ogHUM NULLb AAePHbIM OpYyXMNeM He MOor/o
obecneunTb JONrOBPEMeHHYI0 rapaHTuio 6esonacHocTn Vipanns.

Momumo 3TOro, «KKOHBEHLMOHANNCTbI» Onacanncb, YTO NOANTUKA, NPOBOANMAA CTOPOHHNKaMN
AAePHbIX TEXHOOTNIA, MPUBEAET K «aepu3aumm apabo-n3panibckoro KOHGANKTa», @ 3TO BPSA N
0TBeYano 6bl MHTepecam Hebo/bLLIOrO rocyAapcTBa, OKPY>KeHHOro Bparamu. «KOHBEHLMOHANNCTbI»
TakXxe OoTBeprann HavBHoe npeAcTaBneHne o TOM, YTO V3pan/ib CMOXET COXPaHUTb CBOKO
MOHOMOANIO Ha IAEPHOe OpYy>XXWe B OITOCPOYHON NepcnekTnee.74 iaepHoe opyxKne Moro 6bl
Jaxe cnpoBoLupoBaTb apabos, obnagatoLLmx gemorpapuyeckuMmm 1 reonoanTUHeckumMm
npenmMyLLecTsamun, Ha BoHy Nnpotue N3pannsa.75

06e NMMHUW paccy>XAeHN NPUAEPXNBaANNCE HEFAaTUBHOMO N NeCCUMUCTUYECKOTO
B3rnsAa Ha KOHGANKT. MpegMeToM ANCKYCCUM BbiNK Creumnain3npoBaHHbIe BOEHHO-
TeXHNYECKre BOMPOChl, B TO BPEMS KaK ANMNIOMATUNYECKME N MOAUTUYECKE NOAX0Abl K
yperynvpoBaHuto KOHGANKTa He pacCMaTPMBANNCE KakK PeasiMCTUYHbIA BapuaHT.
PasHornacms mexgy ABymMs LLIKOJIAaMW MbIC/I OTPaXatoT UX pacTepAHHOCTL B BOnpoce
6yayLiero M3panns B pervioHe, NockoibKy ob6e OHW yAeNnsatoT OCHOBHOE BHUMaHMe
BOEHHbIM acrnekTam. M He cnyyaiHO Kak «KOHBEHLIMOHANNCTbI», TaK U CTOPOHHUKM
AAEPHbIX TEXHONOMNI CMOTIN JOBUTHLCSA YCNEXOB, BIOXUB OrPOMHbIe CpeACcTBa B 0601X
HanpaBneHusXx.

KosH n 3BpOH MOKa3bIBAKT, YTO 3TOT BHyTpI/IFIOJ'IMTVIHecKI/IVI cnop ejBa i MOXHO 6b110 Ha3BaTb
ﬂOJ‘IHOLl,eHHOI7I MoANTNYECKOM ,EI,I/ICKyCCVIeIZ, NOCKOJ/IbKY COMEPHMKN Ha CaMOM Jiefie He BO3paxkaan nNpoTmne
nosnuymn ,qpyr0|7| CTOPOHbI. CTOpOHHI/IKI/I AAEPHbIX TeXHONOrMIA He HacTamBann Ha COoKpaLleHun pacxoaos

Ha 06bl4YHbIE BOOPYXKEHUS!, B TO BPeMsi Kak «<KOHBEHLIMOHANNCTbI», CO CBOEM CTOPOHBI,

733BpoH 1987: 80-81. 74
Tam xe. 17-18.
75Ko3H 2000: 195.
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did not categorically reject nuclear research and development.”® Ultimately, both
schools of thought prevailed by invoking the worst-case scenario.

Published texts by a proponent of nuclear technology like Shimon Peres barely
touched on the issue of nuclear weapons, as the topic was and still is subject to
the strictest military censorship. But the texts he wrote in the early 1960s may be
reassessed in light of what we know today. What is important to remember is that
at this point in time the question as to what purpose Israel would put its nuclear
plant to use was still open. An anthology published in 1965 as well as some of
Peres’ statements to the press yield several clues as to what the security policy of
the time looked like.” In his essay “Aspects of Quality” Peres advocated modern
technology and stressed the significance of the determent potential:

The road to security and peace comprises three stages: firstly, retaliation power; secondly,
deterrent power; and thirdly, disarmament. [...] For a long time, we have been fighting for
the formation of a defense force in Eretz Israel so as to be able to defend ourselves in the
event of an attack, but in this we have only been partially successful. [...] In the War of Inde-
pendence we organized an army and bought weapons, but not in sufficient amounts, so that
we were unable to dictate the desired war aim. [...] Today, we are entering the second phase,
the creation of a deterrent power. In doing this — and I say this in all sincerity in spite of
journalists being present — we do not seek war, but only wish to deter our enemies. We want
to establish a power so that Nasser may feel compelled to eschew an attack on the State of
Israel. Herewith, we proclaim in all sincerity our willingness regarding the third phase: the
disarmament of the Middle East.”®

Here, Peres wants the possibility of disarmament in the region, and therefore of
a peaceful solution, to be understood as dependent on the determent potential of
Israel. Even if he does not use the term “nuclear weapon,” there is no doubt as to
what he is referring to. But he suggests that the nuclear weapons are not meant to
be used, but are only for determent as a safeguard against being attacked.

Peres’ chain of thought is based on the assumption that Israel as such is
unwanted in the region, with its neighbors striving for its demise. Peace is only
possible if Israel succeeds in commanding respect and convincing the Arab states
of its strength and invincibility. And since this is going to be an extended process,
Israel has no choice but to build up its arms arsenals “in the meantime.”

76 Ibid. 196; Evron 1987: 19.

77 Cf. interview with Peres: “Alert for prevention of backwardness by power balance,” Davar,
August 24, 1962; weekly interview with Vice Minister of Defense Shimon Peres, “Arms race began
already before Shavit 2,” Maariv, February 27, 1962; Peres’ release to the press: “We are entering
a difficult era,” Maariv, August 5, 1962.

78 Peres 1965: 190.



1 1 4 = 4. BoeHHas nonutuka Uspanns Ha cnyxée cmoHncTckoro Mspanns.

He OTBepranv KaTeropmnyecku aaepHble nccneaoBaHns 1 paspaboTkn.76 B koHeYHom nTore,
o6e ToUKM 3peHns B03061ajanu, onvpascb Ha HauXyALUWI CLeHapuii.

B ony611KoBaHHbIX TeKCTax CTOPOHHMKA AAePHbIX TEXHONOMMIA, Takoro kak LLInmoH Mepec,
BOMPOC SAEPHOr0 OPYXWs NMPaKTUYecKn He 3aTparvBascs, NockoNbky 3Ta Tema nogsepranace 1 4o
CUX Nop nojgepraeTcs CTpoxaiilleil BoeHHOW LieHsype. OHaKo TeKCTbl, HanucaHHbIe UM B Havane
1960-x roz0B, MOryT 6bITh NepeoLieHeHbl B CBeTe TOro, YTO HaM M3BECTHO CerofHs. BaxHo
MOMHWTb, YTO B TOT MOMEHT BOMPOC O TOM, A151 KakuXx Lieneid N3paunb 6yaeT NCrnob3oBaTh CBOKO
aTOMHY!O 31€KTPOCTaHLVIIO, OCTaBa/CA OTKPbITLIM. AHTONOTUsI, Ony6MKoBaHHas B 1965 rogy, a
TaKkXke HeKoTopbIe 3asBeHns Mepeca ANs NPecchl 4al0T HECKO/ILKO MOACKA30K O TOM, Kakoi 6bina
nonnTnka 6esonacHoOCTN Toro BpeMeHn.77 B cBoeM acce «AcnekThbl kavecTsa» Mepec oTcTanBan

COBPEMEHHbIE€ TEXHONIOTUU 1 NOoAYEPKMBA 3HAYMMOCTb NoTeHUMaNa CAepXmnBaHna:

MyTb K 6€30MacHOCTY U MUPY COCTOUT M3 TPeX 3TarnoB: BO-MEPBbLIX, CU1a BO3ME3AUs; BO-BTOPLIX, CUa
CAePXVBaHWS; U B-TPETbUX, pasopyeHue. [...] jonroe Bpemst Mbl 60po/nch 3a GopMrpoBaHMe
BOOPYXXeHHbIX CUN B3pew M3pan/ibuTobbl MMeTb BO3MOXHOCTL 3aLUUTUTL Cebs B Clyvae HanaAeHus,
HO B 3TOM Mbl NpeyCcrnenn Nnilb YacTuyHo. [...] B BoliHe 3a HE3aBMCMMOCTL Mbl OPraHVU30Banyt apMuio
1 3aKyNUAV OpyXune, HO B HEA0CTaTOYHOM KOIMYECTBE, Tak YTO He CMOM/IN AUKTOBATL XelaemyHo
uenb BOViHbL. [...] CerogHsa Mbl BCTyrnaem Bo BTOPYto dasy, cosjaHve caepxuBatoLeli cuibl. enas 3to
- 11 §1 TOBOPIO 3TO CO BCeW UCKPEHHOCTLIO, HECMOTPSA Ha MPUCYTCTBIE XYPHANNCTOB — Mbl He
CTPEMUMCS K BOVIHE, a NLLb XeNaeM...c4epxurBaHreHatun sparn. Mbl XOTVM CO34aTb Takylo  CUny,
4TO6bI Hacep 6bin BbIHYX/AeH BO3AepXKaTbCs OT HanajeHus Ha FocyaapcTso M3panb. HacToAwmm Ml
CO BCeli ICKPEHHOCTbIO 3a8B/19eM O CBOEV FOTOBHOCTM K TPeTbeMy 3Tany: pasopy>eHuio banxHero
Bocroka.78

3aeck Mepec xo4eT, UTO6bI BOSMOXHOCTb Pa3opY>KeHWs B PervioHe, a ciejoBaTe/lbHO, U MUPHOTO
peLLeHust, MoHMManach Kak 3aBUCsLLAs OT CAepPXXMBatOLLIEro noTeHUmana spanns. Jaxe ecam oH
He UCMOoNb3yeT TEPMUH «SJePHOE OPYXUEe», HET COMHEHWI B TOM, YTO OH UMeeT B Buay. Ho oH
npeAnonaraet, YTo SAEPHOE OPYXME He NpesHasHaUYeHo AN MPUMEHEHNS, a CYXWT NLLb
CAEPXMBaOLLMM GaKTOPOM B KaYeCTBE rapaHTUM OT HanaAeHws.

Noruka paccyxzaeHnii Mepeca ocHoBaHa Ha NPeAMNoNoXeHUN, YTo M3pannb kak TakoBoi
HexeslaTesIeH B PervioHe, a ero coceay CTPEMSITCS K ero YHUUTOXeHUo. Myp BO3MOXeH TONbKO B
TOM C/lyyae, ecnv M3pansto yaacTcs 3aBoeBaTh yBaxeHue 1 y6eAuTb apabekime rocyaapcrsa B CBOeN
cune 1 Herno6eaMMOCTY. A MOCKONbKY 3TO ByAET ANVTENbHbIA NpoLecc, y M3panns HeT MHoro

Bbl6Opa, KPOME Kak HapaLLyBaTb CBOW apCeHasbl BOOPYXXEHUI «TEM BPEMEHEM».

76Tam xe, 196; OBpoH 1987: 19.

77CM. nHTepBbio ¢ MepecoMm: «[peaynpexaeHne o NpeAoTBpaLLeH 0TCTanocTy nyTem 6anaHca cunx».Jasap24
aBrycta 1962 roja; exxeHeebHOe MHTEPBbIO C 3aMecTUTeNleM MUHUCTPa 060pOoHbI LLIMoHOM lMepecoM: «IoHka
BOOpY>XeHWli Havanack ele Ao LasuTa-2».Maapus27 dpespana 1962 roga; 3assneHue MNepeca Ans npeccol: «Mbl

BCTyNaeMm B TPYAHYt0 anoxy».Maapus5 asrycta 1962 roga. 78Mepec 1965: 190.
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Peace, which was probably almost impossible to imagine for Peres at that
point in time, can only be achieved by military strength. Peres’ maxim with
regard to the “decade of peace” that began in 1990 is this: “The path to Oslo is via
Dimona.” In the mid-1960s he comments: “If the defense force [the conventional
army] is regarded as indispensable, and the deterrent power as an opportunity,
then the disarmament can be called a hope. In the State of Israel opportunity and
hope go hand in hand.””®

According to this logic, peace can only come about as a side effect of security.
And security is synonymous with the existence of the national state. The devel-
opment of modern weapons with the goal of becoming militarily superior to the
Arab neighbor states is the logical conclusion to this way of reasoning. Thus, in
Israel’s formative years Peres’ perception of political reality in the Middle East
was firmly tied to the described security doctrine.

He gets to the heart of it in a May 1962 essay entitled “Lessons for Security
Policy.”® The text was written under the impression of the debate between the
“conventionalists” and the proponents of nuclear technology, and against the
backdrop of a relative calm on the Israeli borders following the Sinai-Suez War:

Given the absence [of peace], we have to rely on our [military] power alone. The formation of
this power has to proceed in a timely manner for the purpose of achieving maximal [Israeli]
independence. But the creation of military power requires considerable endurance, espe-
cially in view of the constantly changing political and security-political situation. Accord-
ingly, this task of power buildup [meaning armament] must not be influenced by temporary
changes in the political situation. Rather, it needs to be tackled from the perspective of a
pessimistic assessment of the situation in order to be able to face one of the most com-
plicated and grave of constellations. Against this background, the relative relief which is
achieved by temporary political improvements must be completely ignored. [...] We are in
a new phase in the history of arms acquisitions. This is not a political, but a technological
change. There is talk of a kind of weapon, which we could barely imagine in the past, but
which now is introduced into our region.*

This text may serve to illustrate another aspect of the security doctrine, namely
its depoliticization. In this context, the term “depoliticization” refers to the exclu-
sion of the public from any discussion regarding the issue of non-conventional
weapons, hence the security doctrine itself. There is some irony to the fact that
by falling back on his coded language, Peres dives into the public debate with the
sole purpose of arguing that it is not up for discussion because deterrence power

79 Ibid. 190.
80 Cf. Peres, “Lessons for Security Policy,” of May 1962, in: Peres 1965: 146-156.
81 Ibid. 146, 149.
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Mup, KOTOPBbIN, BEPOATHO, 6bIN MOYTN HEMbICIUM A1 [lepeca B TOT MOMEHT, MOXeT
6bITb JOCTUTHYT TO/ILKO BOEHHOW C1ioil. Makcrma lMepeca OTHOCUTE/IBHO «AeCATUNeTUS
Mupa», HavasLleroca B 1990 roay, 3s8yunt Tak: «[yTe B OC/io 1exuT yepes INMoHy». B
cepesnHe 1960-X rogoB OH 3aMeTu: «ECIn 060pOHNTENbHBIE CUAbI [06bIYHas apMus]
paccMaTprBaOTCA Kak He3aMeHVMble, a CAepPXMBaoLLAA CMl1a — Kak BO3MOXHOCTb, TO
pasopy>XeHrie MOXHO Ha3BaTb Hagexaoi. B locyaapcTse M3pannb BO3MOXHOCTb U Hagexaa
MAYT pyKa 06 pyky».79

CornacHo 3ToW SIorke, MUP MOXET BO3HMKHYTb TOIbKO Kak NO60UYHbIV 3¢ deKT 6e30nacHOCT.
A 6e30MacHOCTb CUHOHUMMYHA CYLLIECTBOBaHMIO HaLMOHaIbHOro rocyjapcraa. PaspaboTka
COBPEMEHHOr0 OPYXWsi C Liefiblo AOCTVKEHWNS BOEHHOIO NPEBOCXOACTBA Haj, COCeAHUMI apabCKMm
rocyAapcTBamu ABISIETCA IOTMYECKUM CIeACTBMEM TaKoro paccyxaeHns. Takum obpasom, B rojbl
cTaHoB/eHWs V3panns BocnpusATye Mepecom NOANTUYECKO peanbHOCTU Ha BavxHem Boctoke
6b1/10 MPOYHO CBA3aHO C OMWCaHHON AOKTPMHOL 6e30nacHoCTy.

OH AobupaeTca A0 CyTK BOMpocCa B 3cce, onybamkoBaHHOM B Mae 1962 roaa 1 o3arnaeieHHOM
«YPOKU ANs NOANTMKM 6e30nacHOCTU».80 TeKCT 6bl1 HanmMcaH NoJ BANSHUEM AUCKYCCUM MeXAY
«KOHBEHUWNOHANNCTaMU» N CTOPOHHUKaMW A4epPHbIX TeXHOﬂOFMVI, a Takxe Ha ¢OHe

OTHOCUTENIbHOTO 3aTULLbSA Ha U3PanbCKUX rpaHuLax nocne CHaricko-CysLKOon BOMHbI:

B ycnoBumsx oTCyTCTBUA MMPa HaM NMPUXOAMUTCS NMONAraTbCa UCKIUNTENBLHO Ha Hallly [BOEHHYH] MOLLb.
dopMUPOBaHUNE 3TOI MOLLM JO/IKHO NMPONCXOANTL CBOEBPEMEHHO C LIENbIO AOCTUXKEHWS MaKCUManbHO M
[M3pannbCckoii] He3aBUCUMMOCTU. HO CO3AaHMNe BOEHHOW MOLLW TpeByeT 3HaUNTeNbHON BEIHOCIMBOCTY,
0CO6eHHO B CBETE MOCTOSIHHO MEHSIIOLLLEiCA MONNTUYECKO 1 BOEHHO-MONNTNYECKOW CUTyaLmK.
CoOTBETCTBEHHO, 3Ta 3aja4a HapaLlVBaHUA MO [MeeTCs B BUAY BOOPYXeHWe] He A0/KHa 3aBnCceTb OT
BPeMEHHbIX N3MeHeHWUIA MoAnTUYecko cutyaumm. Ckopee, K Hell Heo6X0AMMO NMOAXOANTL C
NeccUMNCTNYECKOW OLLeHKMN CUTYaLMUK, YTOBbI IMeTh BO3MOXHOCTL MPOTUBOCTOATEL OAHOM U3 CaMbIX CIOXKHbIX
N CepbEe3HbIX CUTyaLmii. Ha 3ToM $poHe OTHOCKTENbHOE O6NeryeHre, JOCTUraeMoe BPEMEHHbIMMN
NONNTUYECKUMM YAYULLEHUSAMU, AOIKHO BbITb NMONHOCTLIO MPOUTHOPMPOBAHO. [...] Mbl HAXOAMMCS HAa HOBOM
3Tane B UCTOPUU NPUOBPETEHNS BOOPYXKEHWNIA. DTO HE NONTNYECKOE, @ TEXHONIOrMYeCcKoe n3MeHeH e, Peyb
NAET 0 TakoM BUZAE OPYXUsi, KOTOPOe Mbl eBa MO cebe NpeACTaBUTL B MPOLLIOM, HO KOTOpOe Terepb

BHE/JPAETCs B HalleM pervoHe.81

ITOT TEKCT MOXeT CNYXXWTb UIOCTPaLMeid 4pyroro acnekTa AOKTPUHbI 6€30MacHOCT, @ UMeHHO eé
ZenonnTmsaummn. B 3ToM KOHTeKCTe TePMUH «eNoNnTU3aLmsa» OTHOCUTCS K UCKIIOYEHMIO 06LLLeCTBEHHOCTU
13 Nt060ro 06Cy>XAeHNs BOMPOCa 0 HETPAANLIMOHHbBIX BOOPYXXEHUSAX, OTCIOAA 1 caMa AOKTPUHA
6e3onacHocTn. ECTb onpesenéHHas NpoHWs B TOM, YTO, Mpuberas K 3aByanvpoBaHHOW nekcuke, Mepec
BCTyNaeT B Ny6/INYHYIO AVNCKYCCUIO C €4UHCTBEHHOW LieNblo — A0Ka3aTb, YTO OHa He MOANeXNT

06cy>K,u,eano, MOCKO/IbKY CAepXKMBaKOLLasa cuia ABNAeTca Henpeo,qonmmoﬁ.

79Tam xe, 190.
80Cwm. Mepec, «Ypoku A1t NONNTUKM 6e3onacHOCTV», Mait 1962 r., B: Mepec 1965: 146-156. 81Tam
Xe, cTp. 146, 149.
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is simply indispensable. Peres’ argument that the comparatively peaceful period
of 1962 is treacherous and that a pessimistic assessment of the situation is perti-
nent to upholding security is ultimately an appeal to keep shaping security policy
based on the worst-case scenario. Proceeding from this assumption, any political
debate seems obsolete to him.

Besides, such a discussion was virtually impossible at that time. After all, the
Dimona project was in a precarious phase in the early 1960s. By the end of 1960
the USA gained knowledge of the Dimona reactor. Now Ben-Gurion came under
massive pressure from the American government to put the nuclear plant under
international supervision and to disclose Israel’s plans. But since the Israeli lead-
ership was unwilling to let anyone peer at their cards, it came up with a securi-
ty-political strategy that consisted of dodging any confirmation or denial of Isra-
el’s nuclear weapons potential.

The Policy of Opacity

When asked about the nuclear program, Israel usually fell back on the standard
reply: “Israel will not be the first country to introduce nuclear weapons into the
Middle East.” The Israeli leadership would neither negate their possession of
nuclear weapons nor corroborate it. In domestic politics the issue had already
been a taboo topic from the 1960s onward. In his book The Last Taboo, published
in 2005, Avner Cohen deals with the Israeli “policy of ambiguity” which he calls
the “policy of opacity.”®

Cohen depicts this policy as a “case of extreme tension between nuclear
policy and democracy.” The social tabooing of this topic has been possible
because it simply does not exist in the public sphere, i.e., government, Knesset,
and judicial power. Cohen puts the phenomenon of tabooing nuclear weapons in
the context of a “culture of opacity,” a political culture which is closely connected
to the “Israeli order”: “The culture of opacity leads to extreme tensions in liberal
democracy, in particular when it comes to the question of supervision.”®3

Avner Cohen ascribes this political culture to the interplay of three factors,
namely the taboo as a social code within the Jewish-Israeli “tribe,” the military
censorship as an instrument used by the state to enforce the taboo, and the policy
of opacity as a political strategy. Without the strict military censorship, and later
the social tabooing of the nuclear issue, the policy of opacity would not have

82 Cohen 2005.
83 Ibid. 14.
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3T0 NpocTo HeobxoANMO. ApryMeHT lNepeca 0 TOM, YTO CpaBHUTENbHO MUPHbIV Nepunoj 1962 roga 6bin
OMacHbIM W YTO MNeCCUMUCTMYECKas OLeHKa CUTyaLMmn MeeT 3HaveHne Ans NoAjepxaHns 6e30nacHoCcTy, B
KOHEeYHOM cyeTe, CBOAUTCS K NPU3bIBY MPOAOIXKaTL GOPMMPOBATL NOANTUKY 6€30MNacHOCTN, OCHOBbLIBAsACH
Ha HauxyaLueMm cueHapuu. Micxoasa 13 3TOro NpeanonoxXeHus, Ntobbie nonnTnyeckne aebatbl KaxyTcs emy
ycTapeBLUNMU.

Kpowme Toro, nogo6Hoe obcyXeHre B TO BpeMs 6b110 NPakTUYeCcky HEBO3MOXHO. B KOHLIe KOHLIOB,
npoekT «ANMOHa» HaxoAWCA B LLATKOM NONOXeHUM B Havane 1960-x rogos. K koHuy 1960 roga CLUA
nonyyunnn nHdopmaumio o peaktope B [lumoHe. Tenepb beH-TyproH okasancs noj orpoMHbIM JaBaeHnem
CO CTOPOHbI aMepPKKaHCKOro NPaBnTeNbCTBA C TPe6OBaHNEM YCTAHOBUTL MEXAYHAPOAHbIN KOHTPO/Ib Haj
aTOMHOU 3N1eKTPOCTaHLMeR 1 packpbITb NAaHbl M3panns. Ho NockonbKy n3pannbckoe pykoBOACTBO He
Xenano HUKOMY packpbiBaTb CBOW KapTbl, OHO pa3paboTano cTpartervto B ob6aactn 6e30nacHoCcT 1
NONNTMKM, KOTOPas 3ak/itoyanachb B YKIOHEHWW OT 1l060ro MOATBEPXKAEHNSA UV ONPOBEPXKEHNS

noteHuwmana Vi3pavns B 061acTn SAEPHOMO OPYXUS.

MonnTukKa HenNpo3payHoOCTN

Koraa M3pawnb cnpawumsany o sgepHoO NporpamMme, OH 06bI4YHO 0TBeYan cTaHAapTHLIM 06Pa3oM:
«M3pannb He 6yaeT NepBoli CTPaHOW, KOTOpas pa3MecTUT iAepHOe opyxme Ha banxHem BocToke».
M3pannbckoe pykoBOACTBO He OTPULIANO HaMume y cebsa SAePHOro OPYXXns 1 He NOATBEPXAAN0
ero. Bo BHyTpeHHeli NonnTrke 3T0T BONpoc 611 TabynpoBaHHO Temoli ee ¢ 1960-x rogos. B
cBoeli kHureflocregHee TabyB cBoeli paboTe, onybankoBaHHoM B 2005 rogy, ABHep KosH
paccmaTpuBaeT M3PanabCKyHo «MOANTUKY ABYCMbICIEHHOCT», KOTOPYHO OH Ha3blBaeT «MOANTUKO
Henpo3payHoCT».82

KO3H onuncbIBaEeT 3Ty NOANTUKY Kak «Cay4ali KpaliHel Hanpsi)XeHHOCTU MeXAay SAepHOA
NoANTUKOW 1 AemokpaTtueli». CoumanbHoe TabynpoBaHue 3Tol TeMbl CTano BO3MOXHbLIM MOTOMY,
UYTO OHa NPOCTO He CyLLecTBYeT B Ny6ANYHOI cdhepe, TO ecTb B NpaBUTeNbCTBe. KHecceT, U cyaebHol
Bnactu. KosH paccmatprBaeT peHomeH Taby Ha siAepHOe OpyXMe B KOHTEKCTE «KyNbTypbl
HEenpo3pavHoOCTW», MOANTUYECKOW KyNbTypPbl, TECHO CBA3AHHOW C «M3PanIbCKUM NMOPSAKOM»:
«KynbTypa HenMpo3payHOCTN NPUBOANT K KpaiHel HanpsiXXeHHOCTY B InbepanbHOW gemMokpaTuy,
0CcO06eHHO KOorsa peyb UAET 0 BONPOCe KOHTPONsA».83

ABHep KO3H 06BACHSET 3TY NONNTMYECKYH KyNbTypy B3auMoelicTBMEM Tpex $pakTopoB: Taby
KaK coLManbHOro KoAekca BHYTPY eBpeicko-N3panibCkoro «MnaeMeHm», BOEHHON LieH3ypbl Kak
VHCTPYMEHTA, NCMO/b3YeMOro rocyjapcTBoM A8 NoAAep>XaHns Taby, 1 NOANTUKN HENPO3PaYHOCTH
KaK MoNMTUYecKor ctpaTernn. bes cTporoi BOEHHOW LieH3ypbl, @ NO3Xe 1 coLmnanbHOro Taby Ha

SAepHyto Npo6emy, NONTUKA HEMPO3PaYHOCTN He UMesa 6bl Takoro apdekTa.

82Ko3H 2005.
83Tam xe. 14.
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been so successful. And the social tabooing would have been impossible to keep
up without the public’s recognition that the nuclear weapons policy is a matter
of national security.®*

With the information block-out firmly in place, one may even wonder in how
far it can be said that the public has any knowledge of the nuclear program at
all. Avner Cohen goes on to points out: “Out of almost mythical fear, the public
manages to stay clear of the topic and its actual meaning, to completely block
it out and to act as if the serious strategic and moral dilemmas are none of its
business.”®

In Israel, disregarding this social imperative still means becoming liable to
prosecution. To break this silence was the objective of The Last Taboo, which
barely made it past the military censorship.®¢ The author offers the following
hypothesis: Although the taboo on discussing nuclear weapons might have been
forced on the public, the public itself has “a deep-seated desire” to remain obliv-
ious of this delicate topic. The taboo is actually “an echo of the authentic will of
the Israelis to not discuss the topic publicly and to leave it completely up to the
‘authorized experts.””®”

Although Avner Cohen makes a plea for an open debate about Israel’s nuclear
weapons, he does not really question their necessity. Rather, he sees the “tremen-
dous success of the nuclear endeavor” in how it “has turned Israel into a regional
power and has given it standing and prestige among its enemies as well as its
friends.” With this kind of appraisal, he might be said to hold the same view as
Peres, namely that it is (military) strength that inspires (political and diplomatic)
respect. What is more, Cohen draws on the presumed consensus in Israeli society
that Israel’s nuclear weapons serve the national security. At the same time, Cohen
points out the deliberate ignorance of the Israeli public in this matter.5®

But how is such a taboo created? Where does the “putative authentic will”
to not want to know come from? How did this social consensus concerning the
nuclear issue come about? Is it that the unreserved support of the Israelis as it
is hinted at here applies exclusively to the procurement of nuclear weapons? Or
does this political behavior also pertain to other aspects of security policy such
as conventional armament? First and foremost stands the question as to what
position a man of the establishment like Peres took with regard to the “policy of

84 Ibid. 142.

85 Ibid. 141.

86 Ibid. 19-20.

87 Ibid. 142.

88 Cohen 2005: 12-13, 184-187.
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ﬂ,OGI/ITbCﬂ Takoro ycnexa. n noaaepxneatb couynanbHoe Ta6y 6b1710 661 HEBO3MOXHO 6€3 npusHaHuA
06LL,eCTBEHHOCTbIO TOro GpaKkTa, YTo NONTMKA B OTHOLLEHWUW SAEPHOTO OPYXUSi — 3TO BOMPOC
HaumMoHanbHo 6esonacHocT.84

B ycnoBumsax xecTkor MHPOPMaLMOHHOM 610Kajbl MOXHO Aaxe 3a4aTbCs
BOMPOCOM, HacKko/1bKO BOObLLe 06LLeCTBEHHOCTbL OCBEAOM/IEHa O SAEPHON NporpaMmme.
ABHep Ko3H sanee oTmeuvaer: «/13-3a NoUTy MUPMNYECKOro cTpaxa obLLeCcTBEHHOCTb
yMyapsieTcs n3beratb 3TOM TeMbl U ee UCTUHHOIO CMbIC/A, MOJIHOCTLIO 610KMpPYS ee 1
BeJs cebsi Tak, Kak byATO cepbe3Hble CTpaTernyeckme N MopasbHble AUNEMMbI ee He
KacarTcsa».85

B I/Ispavme NrHOPMPOBaHME 3TONo COUMaNbHOro nMnepaTtmea NO-fNpexHemy o3HadvaeTt
npusneyeHune K yI'OﬂOBHOVI OTBETCTBEHHOCTW. HapyLLIl/ITb 3TO MOJIYaHWe 6b1s10 Ll,eJ'IbI-O/_/OC/IE‘,qHEé'
786y, KOTOpas e/iBa NPOLLNa BOEHHYIO LieH3ypy.86 ABTOp BbIABUraeT C/IefytoLLYI0 rMnoTesy: XoTs
Ta6y Ha o6cy>Kp,eH|/|e AAEePHOro opy>Xns, BOSMOXHO, 6bIN10 HaBA3aHO OGLL[ecTBeHHOCTI/I, caMa
OﬁLLI,ecTBeHHOCTb nMmeet <<Fl1y60KO yKOpeHuBLLeecd Xe/laHe» 0CTaBaTbCA B HeBeAeHNN
OTHOCUTENbLHO 3TOM AeﬂVIKaTHOI}’I TeMbl. Ta6y Ha CaMOM Jiefie ABNAeTCA «0Tro/IoCKOM NogNMHHOIo
XenaHWst U3pannbTaH He 06CyXAaTb 3Ty TeMy Ny6ANYHO N MOMHOCTLIO OCTaBUTL €€ Ha YCMOTpeHMe
«YMOJIHOMOYEHHbIX 3KCNepToB».87

XoTst ABHep K03H npur3biBaeT K OTKPbITON ANCKYCCUN 06 N3PanIbCKOM SAEPHOM OPYXWU, OH Ha
CaMOM JeJie He CTaBUT noj COMHeHne ero HeO6XOAI/IMOCTb. CKopee, OH BNANT «0I’p0MHbII7I ycnex
AAepPHOI NporpamMmel» B TOM, Kak OHa «rnpeBpaTuia VMi3panib B permoHanbHyto epxay 1 npujana
eMy aBTOpPUTET 1 NPecTMX Kak Cpeamn Bparos, Tak 1 cpeaun Apy3eni». C Takon OLEeHKOV MOXHO
CKa3aTb, YTO OH NPUAEPXKMNBAETCA TOTO XK€ MHEHWNA, YTO U I'Iepec, a UMEHHO, YTO MUMEHHO (BOeHHaFI)
MOLLb BHYLUAET (NONTUYECKOe 1 AunaoMaTU4eckoe) yBaxeHue. bonee Toro, KosH onnpaeTtcs Ha
npe,u,rlonaraeMbu‘/'l KOHCeHCYC B N3pan/ibCKOM 06LLI,ECTBE O TOM, YTO U3panibCKkoe AAepPHOE opyXne
CNYXUT HaLlMOHaﬂbHOVI 6e3onacHocTu. B To xe Bpems KosH YKa3blBaeT Ha npejHamMmepeHHoe
MTHOPUPOBaHe 3TOro BOMpoca U3panabCkol 0bLLecTBeHHOCTBH0.88

Ho kak Cc034aeTcda Takoe Ta6y? OTKy,CI,a 6epeTc;| «npejnonaraeMmoe NOANNHHOE XenaHne» He
X0TeTb 3HaTb? Kak BO3HMK 3TOT 06LLeCTBEHHbIV KOHCEHCYC MO fAepHo npobneme? O3HavaeT An
3T0, YTO 6€30roBOPOYUHas NoAAePXKKa N3PaUNBLTSAH, Ha KOTOPYHO 3eCb HAMeKaeTcsl, OTHOCUTCA
MCKNIOUNTENBHO K 3aKyrnKe aAepHOro opyxuns? Minm Takoe noantnyeckoe nosegeHue
pacnpocTpaHAeTca U Ha Apyrne acnekTbl NOINTUKN 6e3OI'IaCHOCTVI, Takune Kak 06blUHble
BOOpy)KeHI/Iﬂ? I'Ipe)K,u,e BCero, BO3HMKaeT BOMpPOC O TOM, Kakyr No3nunio 3aHrMasn YenoBek 13

MCTe6NNLLIMEHTA, TaKOoM Kak ﬂepec, B OTHOLLEHWW «MOJINTUKN

84Tam xe, 142.

85Tam xe, 141.

86Tam xe. 19-20.

87Tam xe, 142.

88KosH 2005: 12-13, 184-187.
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ambiguity” when it came to the issue of nuclear weapons, and what contribution
he made to the tabooing of this topic, hence to the establishment of a “political
culture of opacity.”

The culture of secrecy surrounding security questions has its roots in the pre-
state Yishuv. The principle of secrecy created in British Palestine provided the
ideological-cultural basis for the Zionists in representing their own security inter-
ests. The first arms purchases as well as the provisional production of weapons in
the 1930s and 1940s were subject to utmost secrecy.

The Zionist underground militia, as such illegal, formed the fundament of the
secrecy culture. In the 1950s, this element of political culture survived and took
root particularly in security policy. Befittingly, Ben-Gurion finalized the decision
to buy a nuclear reactor from France with only a handful of people involved and
continued to keep the project secret. Ben-Gurion’s political mentality of secrecy
also found expression in the fact that he was not willing to set any long-term
goals. When the USA discovered the nuclear reactor at Dimona towards the end
of 1960, Ben-Gurion went on to declare before the Knesset on December 21, 1960
that Israel was not developing nuclear weapons and Dimona served exclusively
peaceful purposes.

This formal explanation was accepted without discussion or criticism. All
too touchy was the issue even for the nuclear weapons opponents in parliament.
Ben-Gurion’s authority inhibited any resistance.?® And although most Knesset
delegates from the big parties were essentially opposed to the armament with
nuclear weapons, they — with the exception of representatives of the communist
party Maki — barely dared to bring it up and challenge Ben-Gurion. He in turn
applied his own strategy in order to ascertain the parliament and public remained
excluded. To evade any parliamentary debates, the Prime Minister made it possi-
ble for every leader of a Knesset parliamentary group to turn to him directly.

In addition, a secret commission was formed in late 1962 within the context
of the Knesset Foreign Affairs and Defense Committee to deal with the financial
aspects of Dimona. Avner Cohen observes that this secrecy policy was a “conve-
nient solution” for the legislative and the executive. As for the nuclear weapons
opponents within the Mapai, they also failed to express their pragmatic and moral
reservations within the party. Accordingly, the secrecy imperative extended to the
entire parliamentarian system and thus contributed to the depoliticization of the
nuclear weapons issue.’®

89 Ibid. 150-151.
90 Ibid. 192-193.
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OH npoaBaan HeonpeaeneHHOCTb B BOMNpoce A4epHOro opy>xxXma n cnocobcTBoBan
3aManunBaHWIO 3TOV TeMbI, @ cnepoBaTesibHO, U CO34aHNO «MOSINTUYECKOM KYyNbTYypbl
Henpo3pavyHoOCTU».

KynbTypa ceKpeTHOCTM B OTHOLLEHWW BOMPOCOB 6€30MacHOCTU YXOANT KOPHAMU B
AOTOCYAapCTBEHHYIO 3MOXy. MLuyBlIpUHLMN CEKPETHOCTY, YyCTaHOBNEeHHbI B 6puTaHckol MNanectuHe,
NoCAYXXW NAEONOTNYECKOW 1 KyNbTYPHOR OCHOBOW AN CUOHWCTOB B OTCTaBaHUM COBCTBEHHbIX
MHTepecos 6e3omacHoCTy. MepBble 3aKyMnKkn OpPYXus, a Takke BPeMeHHOe MPO13BOACTBO BOOPY>KEHWUIA B
1930-x 11 1940-x rogax oCyLLeCTBASNNCL B YCIOBUSIX CTPOXAWLLEN CeKPeTHOCTU.

CNOHMCTCKOE MNOANOABHOE OMnoaYeHne, byayyn, No CyTW, HE3aKOHHbIM, COCTaBAAN0 OCHOBY
KyNbTypbl ceKpeTHOCTU. B 1950-X roAax 3TOT 3/1eMeHT NOIUTUYECKON KyNbTypbl COXPaHUACH 1
YKOPEHWACS, B YaCTHOCTW, B NOANTMKe 6e30MacHOCTU. MpumeyaTesnbHO, 4To beH-yproH npuHsaa
peLueHve o Nokyrke sAepHOro peakropa y ®paHumm, COrnacoBas ero € y4acTeM /iMllb HeCKObKNX
yenoBekK, Y NPOoAO/IKaN AepXaTk NPOEeKT B cekpeTe. MonTrnyeckas MeHTanbHOCTb beH-TyproHa,
OCHOBaHHAasA Ha CEKPETHOCTY, TakxKe Hallla OTpaxeHne B TOM, UTO OH He Xe/flan CTaBuTb nepej
coboli gonrocpouHble Lenn. Korga CLUA o6Hapyxunu aaepHsbiii peaktop B JuMoHe B koHLe 1960
roaa, beH-TypunoH 3asBun nepea...KHeccer21 pekabps 1960 roga 6bin10 3asiBneHo, 4to M3pannb He

pa3pabaTbiBaeT SAepHOe OpyXMe, U YTO JUMOHa CNYXUT UCKTUNTENBHO MAPHBIM LIENSIM.

3710 popmManbHoe 06bSACHEHVE BbI0 MPUHSATO 6e3 06CYXKAEHNS U KPUTUKIN. CNLLIKOM
LLLeKOTANBLIM 6bIN1 3TOT BONPOC Aaxe ANs NPOTUBHNKOB AAEPHOr0 0PYXKWs B MapiaMeHTe.
AsTopuTeT beH-TyproHa nogasnsn ntoboe conpoTtmeneHme.89 M xota 6onbLLMHCTBO KHecceT
[lleneraTbl OT KPYMHbIX NAPTUIA BbINN B OCHOBHOM MPOTUB BOOPYXEHWUS AAePHbIM OpYyXMeM, 3a
VCKNOYeHMEeM NpeAcTaBuTenein KOMMyHUCTUYeCKor napTun. Maky -OH efjBa 0OCMeNnBaNcs NoAHATL
3TOT BOMPOC 1 6pocnTh BbI30B BeH-TyproHy. B cBoto ouepesb, OH MPYMEHU CO6CTBEHHYHO
cTpaTeruio, UTobbl rapaHTUPOBaTh, YTO Map/iaMeHT 1 06LLeCTBEHHOCTb OCTaHYTCS BHE ero
BHUMaHWS. YT06bI M36exXaTb N06bIX NapiaMeHTCKUX Ae6aToB, NPeMbep-MUHUCTP NpeAocTaBu
BO3MOXHOCTb KaXA0MY nAepy...KHeccemapnameHTckas rpyrnna o6patntca K HeMy Hanpsmyio.

Kpome Toro, B koHLe 1962 roga B paMKax 3TOM AesTeNbHOCTY bblna chopMmpoBaHa cekpeTHas
Komucens. KHecceTKoMUTET MO MHOCTPaHHbLIM AefiaM 1 060poHe 3alimeTcs GpUHaHCOBLIMMN
acnektamu gena InMoHbl. ABHep KO3H 0TMeuyaeT, UTo 3Ta NOANTUKA CEKPETHOCTU bblna «yA06HbIM
peLleHeM» A5 3aKOHOAATEIbHOM 1 UCMOMHUTEIbHOW BAACTU. UTO KacaeTcs MPOTUBHMKOB
A€ PHOro OPYXUs BHYTPU...MarianKpome Toro, OHV He CMOT/I BbIPa3uThb CBOW NparmaTuyeckme n
MopaJsibHble onaceHVs BHYTpu napTumn. CooTBeTCTBEHHO, HEO6XOAMMOCTb COBNOAEHS
CeKpeTHOCTM pacnpoCcTpaHuaach Ha BCO NapiaMeHTCKy CMCTeMY U TeM CamblM CNOCobCTBOBana

AenonnTr3aLmmn Borpoca o SAepHoOM opyximin.90

89Tam xe. 150-151.
90Tam xe. 192-193.
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But still some nuclear weapons opponents did express their protest openly
in the hopes of being able to stop the project in time. How did the duo of Ben-Gu-
rion and Peres deal with them? The example of the intellectual Eliezer Livneh
(1902-1975), a former member of the Mapai party, shows how effective the rules
of censorship laid down by the Ministry of Defense were.

Even before the decision as to how the nuclear capacity of Israel was to be
used was made, Livneh came out in favor of publicly discussing “the true purpose
of the nuclear venture.” In an article entitled “The Last Warning,” published in
Haaretz on January 12, 1962, Livneh expressed his concern regarding Israeli secu-
rity policy. He feared that a security doctrine based on nuclear weapons and bal-
listic missiles would “nuclearize” the Middle East conflict — a disastrous develop-
ment for the region.

Some months later he founded a small group that included Israeli personali-
ties such as Martin Buber (1878-1965), Efreim Orbach (1912-1991) and Yeshayahu
Leibowitz, as well as former members of the Israeli Atomic Energy Commission
Gabriel Stein (1920-1976) and Franz Ollendorff (1900-1981). They jointly handed
in a petition to the government seeking to prevent the introduction of nuclear
weapons into the region.

Confusion spread in the Ministry of Defense. An official reply was never
issued. Instead, the group around Livneh was fought behind the scenes. In order
to silence the nuclear opponents they were portrayed as a danger to the security
of the state. For this purpose, the Ministry of Defense put the Israeli Journalists’
Association under pressure to cancel a press conference on “Nuclear Weapons in
the Middle East” announced by Livneh — with success. All this was justified by
arguing that Livneh and his supporters compromised national security.”

In the summer and fall of 1962, Peres tried to convey his ministry’s position
through the press. But Peres’ statements to the media turned out to be counter-
productive. His public statements confirmed the suspicions of the anti-nuclear
weapons group, namely that Israel did indeed intend to use its nuclear capac-
ity for the production of weapons. In the summer of 1962, Livneh, Stein, Orbach
and others founded the “Committee for the Nuclear Disarmament of the Middle
East” with the support of the President of the World Zionist Organization Nahum
Goldman (1895-1982). The committee appealed to the political elites of the
country to draw attention to the dangers posed by nuclear weapons.

The objective of the committee was to make the nuclear weapons issue a
top-priority political topic, and the argument put into the foreground by the group
was that the introduction of weapons of mass destruction into the region could

91 Cohen 2000: 188-189.
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OfHaKko HeKoTopble MPOTUBHUKN SePHOro OPY>KUSi BCE XKe OTKPLITO BbipaXxanu
CBOW MPOTECT B HajexJe BOBPeMs 0CTaHOBUTb NpoekT. Kak ¢ HUMK crnpaBnsinncb ber-
l'ypvioH v MNepec? MprMepoM TOMY CAYXUT NHTennekTyan Inmasep JimsHe (1902-1975),
6bIBLUWI YneHManavymapTs, NoKasblBaeT, HACKObKO 3P PeKTUBHbIMM HbINV NpaBuna
LieH3ypbl, yCTaHOBAEHHble MUHNCTEPCTBOM 060POHbI.

Ewle A0 NPUHATMS peLueHns o ToM, Kak byjeT NCnonb30oBaTbCs A4ePHbIM NnoTeHuman Mspauns,
JNnBHe Bbickasanack 3a Ny6MYHOE 06CYyXXAEHNE «MCTUHHOM Lienn sAepHOro NpoekTax. B cTaTbe nog
Ha3BaHueM «locnesHee npegynpexzaeHue», onybankoBaHHON B Xaapey12 aHeapsa 1962 roaa
JNInBHe BbIpasni 06eCNOKOEHHOCTL MO MOBOAY U3PauIbCKO NOANTUKM 6e3onacHocT. OH
oracancsi, YTo AOKTPMHA 6€30MacHOCTY, OCHOBAHHAs Ha SIAEPHOM OPYXMU 1 BaNANCTAYECKUX
pakeTax, NpUBeAEeT K «AAepHOW» aruTauun B 6IMKHEBOCTOUYHOM KOHGNINKTE - KaTacTpoduyeckomy
PasBUTUNIO COBLITUI ANSt pervoHa.

Heckonbko mMecsiLieB CNycTs OH OCHOBaJ1 HE6O/bLUYHO FPYMMY, B KOTOPYHO BOLLIV Takue
n3pannbckme geatenu, kak MapTuH by6ep (1878-1965), 3dpeiim Opbax (1912-1991) n
Vewasry /leii6oBuL, a Takxe 6biBLUME YneHbl M3pannbCkoii KOMUCCUY MO aTOMHOIA SHeprn
Fabpuank LWTarH (1920-1976) n dpaHu, OnneHgopd (1900-1981). OHM cOBMECTHO noganu
neTuLMIO NPaBUTENBLCTBY C TpeboBaHMEM NPejoTBPaTUTL pa3MeLLieHne SA4ePHOro OpyXus B
pervioHe.

B MuHucTepcTBe 060poHbI BoL@apuiack Hepasbepuxa. O¢uumanbHOro oTeeTa Tak U He Nocie0Baso.
BMmecTo 3T0ro 3a kynvcamu Benacb 60pbba ¢ rpynnmpoBkoii JIuBHe. YTo6bl 3aCTaBUTb 3aMoN4aTh
NPOTNBHWMKOB A4€PHOro OPYXuns, Nx V|306pa>|<anv| KaK yrposy 6e30nacHoCTN rocyfapcrea. CaToit uenbto
MUHMUCTEPCTBO 060POHBI OKa3asno AaBeHre Ha ACCOLMALIMNI0 N3PanIbCKUX XYPHANNCTOB, YTOObI Ta
OTMEHMNA Npecc-KoHPepPeHLMIo Mo TeMe «fgepHoe opyxune Ha bavxkHem BocToke», 06bABAEHHYO JTMBHE,
— 1 Aobunock ycnexa. Bce aTo onpaBapiBanocb apryMeHTOM O TOM, YTO JIMBHE 1 €ro CTOPOHHWUKN CTaBAT
nog yrposy HaLMoHaNbHY 6e30MacHoCcTb.91

JleTom 1 oceHbto 1962 roga lNepec nNbiTancs JOHeCTN MO3ULMIO0 CBOEro MUHUCTEPCTBA
yepes npeccy. Ho 3aaBneHus Nepeca ana CMW okaszannce KOHTPAPOAYKTUBHBIMW. Ero
ny6AnYHble 3asiB/eHNS MOATBEPANIV NOAO3PEHNS aHTUAAEPHO rpynmbl, @ UMEHHO, YTo
MN3pannb aencTBUTENIbHO HAMEPEeH MCMOo/Ib30BaTb CBO AAepHbIA NoTeHuman Ans
npounssoAcTBa opyxusi. Sletom 1962 roga /lnsHe, LLTariH, Opb6ax n gpyrve npu nogaepxke
npesujeHTa BceMMpHoOM CMOHNCTCKOWM opraHusaumm Haxyma lNonbamana (1895-1982)
ocHoBanu «KomuTeT No agepHOMy pasopyxeHuto bavkHero Boctoka». KomuteT obpaTtuncs K
NONINTUYECKOW 3/IMTe CTPaHbl C MPU3bIBOM MPUB/EYb BHIMaHWE K ONacHOCTAM, UCXOAALLM
OT SlepPHOro OpyXXus.

Llenbto komuTeTa 66110 CAenatb BONPOC AAePHOro OpYXUsa nepsooyepeHon
NONTUNYECKOV TEMO, N BbIABUHYTLIA FPYNMNOM apryMeHT 3ak1o4ancs B TOM, YTO
pa3meLLeHmne opyxXmna MaccoBOro YHNUYTOXEHUNA B PermoHe MoXeT NpuBecTU K...

91Ko3H 2000: 188-189.
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endanger the entire Zionist project. As they emphasized, given Israel’s small size
and its disadvantageous geopolitical and demographic situation, it would be
exposed to the risk of total annihilation should it come to a nuclearization of the
Middle East conflict. In its own best interests the country should seek an absolute
ban on the introduction of such arms into the region.

For even if Israel should prove successful in producing technically superior
nuclear weapons in the near future, it would not be able to keep up the advan-
tage permanently. The committee advocated opening negotiations with the
other states in the region to avert the danger of nuclear armament. Its members
further stressed that the acquisition of the weapons as well as the associated
secrecy policy were undemocratic.®? Already then the critical Israeli philosopher
Yeshayahu Leibowitz recognized the problem of the nuclear program, which he
described as a “state within the state” in the sense that it stands outside Israeli
jurisdiction and beyond the public’s oversight.”?

But the nuclear weapon opponents were quickly silenced when the govern-
ment invoked military censorship. Avner Cohen points out the essential role of
censorship in the enforcement of this demand to silence, and later in the consoli-
dation of the policy of ambiguity.** The military censorship prohibited any factual
references to Israel’s nuclear program. It only allowed and still only allows com-
mentary on foreign sources, or publications that are specifically marked as a
personal opinion or as hypothetical deliberations of the author. In this way, any
basis for a possible public debate is eliminated.

Even today, to publish information about the Israeli nuclear program
means making oneself guilty of an offense. And so the anti-nuclear committee
was trapped in a Catch-22 situation: In order to be able to pursue their goal, its
members put themselves in danger of being accused of betraying state secrets.”
Indeed, the Israeli media scientist Yoel Cohen points out that Livneh was “sum-
moned and warned by government representatives that he could be indicted.”®®

92 Ibid. 180-191.
93 Cohen 2005: 152.
94 Ibid. 151-152.
95 Cohen 2000: 191.
96 Cohen 1995: 370.
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3TO NOCTaBUT NOJ Yrpo3y BeCb CMOHUCTCKUIA NPOeKT. Kak OHW MoAYepKHYAN, yUnTbiBas
HebonbLUVe pa3Mepbl VI3panns 1 ero HeBbIFO4HOE reonoNTUYeckoe 1 gemorpadpuyeckoe
NonoXxeHwue, B cyvae A4epHOro BMelLaTeNbcTBa B KOHGANKT Ha BavxxHem BocToke cTpaHa
OKaXeTcsl MoA Yyrpo30i NOAHOro YHNUTOXeHMS. B cO6CTBEHHbIX MHTepecax CTpaHa A0/MKHA
[,061BaTbCS MONHOMO 3anpeTa Ha BBO3 TAKOro OPYXWsi B PErvoH.

[laxxe ecnn Mispannio B 6ivxkariem byayLiem yaacTcs Co34aTb TeXHUYECKN
npeBocxojsiiee sAepHOe OpyXKMe, OH He CMOXET COXPaHUTb 3TO MPEnMYLLLeCTBO Ha
NOCTOSIHHO ocHOBe. KOMUTET BbICTyMan 3a Hayao NeperoBOpPOB C APYr1MMU rocyaapcTBaMm
pernoHa, Ytobbl NpeAoTBPaTUTL ONACHOCTb SIAEPHOro BOOPYXeHWs. Ero YneHbl Takxe
nogyepkmnBany, YTo NprobpeTeHme opyxms, a TakKe CBA3aHHas € 3TUM NOAUTUKA
CeKpPeTHOCTU ABNAIOTCA HeAEeMOKPATUUHBIMK.92 YKe Toraa KpUTUYECKN HaCTPOEHHbIN
n3pannbcknii punocod Mewwasry Slenbosuu, NnpnsHan npobnemy saepHO NporpaMmel,
KOTOPYHO OH OMMCanN Kak «rocyAapCTBO B rocyapcTBe» B TOM CMbIC/E, UTO OHa HAaXOAUTCA BHe
N3PanNbCKOl PUCANKLNN N BHE 06LLEeCTBEHHOrO KOHTPOAS.93

OpfHaKo NPOTUBHUKM SAEPHOr0 OPYXMs 6bian 6bICTPO 3aMONYeHbI, KOorga
npaBUTeNbCTBO NPUGErao K BOEHHO LieH3ype. ABHep KO3H yKa3biBaeT Ha CyLLeCTBEHHYHO
poJib LieH3ypbl B 06ecrneyveHnm 3Toro TpeboBaHnA MOAYaHKSA, @ MO3Xe U B yKpenieHnn
NOINTMKM ABYCMbICIEHHOCTN.94 BoeHHasn LieH3ypa 3anpeLuana ntobble pakTnyeckmne
YNOMWHAHNS N3panibCKon aAepHOM nporpammbl. OHa paspeluana v 4o CUMX Nop paspeLuaet
TO/NIbKO KOMMEHTapUM K MNHOCTPAHHbLIM UCTOYHMKAM UK Nybankaumn, cneumanbHo
rMoMeYyeHHble Kak IMYHOE MHEHME UK Kak rrnoTeTnYeckmne paccyxaeHuns astopa. Takum
06pasom, ncknovaeTcs ntobas BO3MOXHOCTb NYBANYHON ANCKYCCUN.

[laxke cerogHs ny6nvkaums HpopmMaumm o6 N3pannbCKor sAepHo NporpaMme o3HayaeT
coBepLUeHVe npaBoHapyLLleHusi. Takum 06pa3oM, aHTUSAEPHbIA KOMUTET OKasancs B 6€3BbIXO4HON
CUTYaLMn: YTO6bI AOCTVYUb CBOEI LieNIN, €ro YeHbl PUCKOBaV 6biTb 06BUHEHHbLIMYW B pasrialleHnn
rocyAapCTBeHHBIX CeKpeToB.95 JleficTBUTeNbHO, U3pannbCKuii Meama-yUeHsiIii 1oans KosH
0TMeuaeT, uTo J/IMBHe 6bin «BbI3BaH 1 MpegynpexaeH NpeAcTaBUTeNs MU NPaBUTENbCTBA O

BO3MOXHOCTW NPeAbABAEHNSA eMy 06BUHEHUS».96

92Tam xe. 180-191.
93Ko3H 2005: 152. 94
Tam xe. 151-152.
95Ko3H 2000: 191.
96Ko03H 1995: 370.
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The Vanunu Affair

Following the short and unsuccessful attempt at resistance by the “Committee
for the Nuclear Disarmament of the Middle East” in the early 1960s, the policy
of opacity became more and more prevalent — even as particularly Peres’ posi-
tion regarding this policy remained inconsistent for decades. According to Avner
Cohen, on the eve of the Six-Day War Peres made a proposition to abandon the
strategy of ambiguity and disclose Israel’s position as a nuclear power to the
public. Prime Minister Levi Eshkol rejected the suggestion.®”

The Israeli historian Tom Segev (1945-) also maintains that in the crisis of
May/June 1967, Peres campaigned for demonstrating Israel’s determent poten-
tial to avoid the impending war.® Some years later, in the initial days of the Yom
Kippur War of 1973, Minister of Defense Moshe Dayan was thrown into a state
of panic when faced with heavy losses at the southern front. He suggested the
deployment of nuclear weapons to Prime Minister Golda Meir, but this time as
well Israel made do with its conventional military forces. What is important here,
though, is that both Peres in 1967 and Dayan in 1973 believed that Israel could
indeed make use of its nuclear weapons in an emergency situation to escape
catastrophe.®®

Only in the mid-1980s did the concept of “opacity” start to show cracks. On
October 5, 1986, the London Sunday Times ran an exclusive report on its front
page: “Revealed: The Secrets of Israel’s Nuclear Arsenal.” The article relied on
information provided by Mordechai Vanunu (1954-), formerly a technician at the
Nuclear Research Center near Dimona where he worked from 1977 to 1985 in a
top-secret subterranean bunker system.

The article, the contents of which had been thoroughly vetted by the Sunday
Times’ research team Insight prior to its publication, created a giant stir world-
wide. From the evidence and statements offered by Vanunu, nuclear scientists
consulted by Insight concluded that not only does Israel have the atomic bomb
- which had long been speculated —, but also that the country has developed
into a major nuclear power. In a nutshell the article said: Israel takes sixth place
among the nuclear powers of the world, it secretly produces plutonium in an

97 Cohen 2005: 154.

98 Segev 2005: 347-345.

99 Cohen 2005: 49-54. In the wake of the 1973 war, Israel “tremendously” increased its nuclear
arsenal. This took place under the Rabin government of 1974-1977, with Peres as minister of de-
fense. It is by this increase, Cohen says, that Israel became a nuclear world power. Ibid. 54-55.
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Aeno BaHyHy

Mocne KOpoTKOVi 1 6e3ycneLHON NOMbITKA CONPOTUBAEHWNA CO CTOPOHbI «<KOMUTETa NO A4epPHOMY
pasopyxeHuto bamxHero Boctoka» B Havane 1960-x roAoB NOAMNTMKA HEMPO3PaYHOCTHU
CTaHOBWJ1aCb BCe 6oiee pacnpoCcTpaHeHHOW - XOTs Mo3unums lNepeca B OTHOLLEHWW 3TOV MOAUTUKM
ocTaBanacb, B HaCTHOCTW, Hernoc/se40BaTeNbHOl Ha MPOTAXeHUW AecaTuneTuid. Mo cnoBam ABHepa
KoaHa, HakaHyHe LLlecTnaHeBHO BOVHbI Mepec NpeanoXxun otkasaTbCst OT cTpaTernm
[BYCMBIC/IEHHOCTU 1 PaCKpPbITh 06LLECTBEHHOCTN NO3uLMI0 3panns Kak sgepHO fepxasbl.
MpemMbep-MNUHUCTP J1eBM ILKO/b OTKIOHWA 3TO NpeanoxeHue.97

M3pannbcknin nctopmk Tom Ceres (1945-) Takxe yTBepXAaeT, YTO BO Bpemsi Kpu3nca
Masa/noHA 1967 roga Mepec NpoBoOANA KaMMaHUIO 3a leMOHCTpaLuio noTeHumnana N3paunna B
CAEPXMBaHNK, YUTOObI N36exXaTb HaABUratoLLLeics BOVHBI.98 HeckonbKo neT cnycTs, B
nepBble HW BOViHbI CygHoro gHs 1973 roga, MUHUCTP 060poHbI Molwe [lasiH Bnasa B NaHMKy,
CTONKHYBLUWNCb C TSXKENbIMY MOTEPAMU Ha FOXXHOM GppoHTe. OH NpeasioxXun npemMbep-
MUHUCTPY Monge Meunp pa3BepHyTb AAepHOe opyXXue, HO U Ha 3TOT pa3 M3paunb oboluencs
CBOVIMU 06bIYHBIMY BOOPYXEHHbIMU cuiaMu. BaxxHO oTMeTuTb, UTo 1 Mepec B 1967 roay, u
JasH B 1973 rogy cumtanu, 4to M3pannb AencTBUTEIbHO MOXET UCMO0/1b30BaTh CBOE

AflepHOe OpyXKMe B Ype3BbIYaNHOM CUTyaummn, YTobbl n3bexartb katacTpodbl.99

Jlnwb B cepeanHe 1980-x ro4oB KOHLENUUSA «Henpo3payHoCcT» Havasa jaBaTb TPeLUnHbL. 5
okTA6psa 1986 roaa noHAoHcKas raseta Sunday Times onybankoBana Ha nNepBoi nosoce
3KCKNHO3UBHbIV penopTax: «PackpbITbl CEKPeThl N3PannbCKOro saepHoro apceHana». Ctatba
OCHOBbIBanacb Ha MH$opMaL MK, NpegocTaBneHHon Mopgexaem BaHyHy (1954-), 6bIBLLM
TEeXHWKOM B LieHTpe siaepHbIX NCcCnef0BaHNM Heaaneko oT IMMOHBI, rae oH paboTan ¢ 1977 no 1985
rog, B CBEpPXCeKPeTHOW NoA3eMHOWN ByHKepHOU cucteme.

CTaTbs, COAEp)KaHNe KOTOPOI 6bI0 TLLATENBLHO NPOBEPEHO NCCIEA0BATENLCKOW rpynnoi Sunday
Times, [ToHuMaHye[lo Ny6ANKaLMm 3TO BbI3BaN0 OrPOMHbI PE30HAHC BO BCeM Mupe. Ha ocHoBaHMM
NpeACcTaBneHHbIX BaHyHy 40Ka3aTeNbCTB 1 3asBAeHUN, YUeHble-SAepLLMKI, C KOTOPLIMU
KOHCY/NIbTUPOBANVCh, [TOHUMAHMENPULLIAW K BbIBOAY, YTO M3paunk He ToNbKO 0bnajaeT aToMHOW 60M601i.
- 0 4YeM AaBHO XOAUNN CNYyXWN, — HO TaKXe 1 O TOM, YTO CTpaHa npeBpatmnnachb B
KPYMHYIO AAepHYto fepxaBy. BkpaTLe B cTaTbe roBopuiock: M3pannb 3aHnmaeT
LecToe MecTo cpeau AepHbIX AepXaB M1Pa, OH TalHO NPOU3BOANT NYTOHWIA B

97Ko3H 2005: 154. 98
Ceres 2005: 347-345.
99Ko3H 2005: 49-54. Mocne BoWHbl 1973 roja V3pannb «3HauMUTeNbHO» YBENUWA CBOV SAEPHbIV apceHan. 3To Npon3oLLIo
npwv npasuTenscTBe PabrHa B 1974-1977 rogax, koraa lMepec 3aHMMan NocT MUHUCTPa 060pOHbI. VIMeHHO 6narosaps aTomy

yBeNnUeHuto, kak yTeepxaaeT KosH, M3paunb cTan sgepHoi MUpoBoi AepxaBoii. Tam xe, 54-55.
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underground complex, and one hundred to two hundred nuclear weapons have
already been produced in Dimona.®°

In August 1986, the Israeli security service informed Prime Minister Peres that
Vanunu had made contact with the Sunday Times. At first the Mossad searched for
Vanunu in Australia, but later learned from the British security service MI6 that
the technician was in London. On September 21, 1986, Peres decided, together
with his deputy, Foreign Minister Yitzhak Shamir, and Minister of Defense Yitzhak
Rabin, to abduct Vanunu and bring him back to Israel.'®*

Given the tensions between the Israeli and the British security services since
the early 1980s, Peres is said to have instructed the Mossad to make sure to not
violate any British laws when kidnapping Vanunu. As such the Mossad devel-
oped a plan to first coax Vanunu out of England, and then bring him to Israel by
force.'® In the end, Vanunu fell into the trap of Mossad agent Cheryl Hanin-Ben-
tov who managed to lure her victim to Rome, from where he was taken to Israel.

Vanunu was put on trial to the exclusion of the public. The charge comprised
three items: treason, espionage of a particularly heinous nature and collection
of secret information with the intent to compromise state security. On March
24, 1988, Vanunu was found guilty of espionage and treason and sentenced to
eighteen years in prison in solitary confinement.'® Due to international pressure
his solitary confinement was lifted after eleven years. Finally, on April 21, 2004,
Vanunu was released, but his freedom of movement remains highly restricted to
this day.*°

All decisions reached in the Vanunu Affair were subject to the strictest
secrecy and were made by a small group of people, with Peres keeping only a few
members of the cabinet of ministers in the loop. He neither informed the Knesset
nor did he consult with his advisors. Only as late as November 16, 1986 — seven
weeks after Vanunu’s disappearance from England on the first of October — and
only in reaction to international pressure put on Israel to disclose the where-
abouts of the persecuted man, was it finally confirmed that Vanunu was indeed
in Israel and under arrest.

Yoel Cohen, author of Nuclear Ambiguity: Vanunu Affair, is of the opinion that
Peres’ decision to break the silence was a major mistake. It brought to light that

100 Black and Morris 1994: 631; Cohen 1995: 123-126; Haaretz, November 6, 1986, and April 19,
2004.

101 Cohen 1995: 169.

102 Ibid. 177.

103 Ibid. 329-331.

104 Malman 2004.
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noA3eMHbIli KOMMAeKC, 1 B IMMOHe yxxe Npon3BeAeHO OT CTa J0 ABYXCOT
AfepHbix 6oeronosok.100

B aBrycte 1986 roga nspaunibckas cnyxba 6e30nacHoOCcTV coobLumna npemMmbep-MMHUCTPY
Mepecy, YTo BaHyHy cBsizasncs ¢ raseTtoli Sunday Times. CHauyana Moccag pasbicknBan BaHyHy B
ABCTpannm, HO MO3Xe Y3Ha 0T 6PUTAHCKOW CyXbbl 6e3onacHOCTV MI6, UTO TEXHUK HAaXOAUTCS B
JloHpoHe. 21 ceHTAbpa 1986 roga Mepec BMecTe CO CBOUM 3aMecTUTeNleM, MUHUCTPOM
MHOCTPaHHbIX gen Vuxakom LLiaM1MpoMm, 1 MUHUCTPOM 060POHbI MLxakoM PabrHOM NpuHsA
peLueHvie NOXNTUTbL BaHyHy 1 BepHYTb ero B M3pannb.101

YunTblBas HaMPsH)XeHHOCTb MeXAY U3PanibCKUMU 1 BPUTAHCKUMI Cy>Kbamu
6e3onacHocTM ¢ Havana 1980-x rogos, MNepec, kak coobLyaeTcs, Jan yka3aHne Moccagy He
HapyLlaTb 6pUTaHCKMe 3aKOHbI NPV NOoXuLLLeHWK BaHyHy. MosTomy Moccag paspaboTtan nnaH:
CHavana BbIMaHUTb BaHyHy 13 AHIIMK, a 3aTeM CU0 JOCTaBUTb ero B M3pannb.<sup>102</
sup> B KOHLe KOHL0B, BaHyHy nonan B noByLuUKy areHTa Moccaga Lepun XaHnH-beHTOB,
KOTOpOV yAaN0Ck 3aMaHNTb CBOO XePTBY B PUM, 0TKyAa ero goctaBuau B Mspannb.

BaHyHy 6b11 pesaH cysy B OTCYTCTBUE Ny6AUKM. OBBUHEHME BKIOYANO TPU MyHKTa:
rocyAapCTBEHHYIO N3MeHY, 0C060 TSXKUIA LUMMOHAX 1 c6op cekpeTHOV MHPOPMaLMN C LieNbio
nozopBaTh rocyaapcTBeHHyto 6esonacHocTb. 24 mapTta 1988 roga BaHyHy 6b11 Npy3HaH BUHOBHbBIM
B LUMMOHaXe 1 rocyapCTBEHHON U3MeHe 1 NPUroBOpeH kK BOCEMHAaALaTV rojam TIOpeMHOro
3aK/Il04eHNs B 04NHOYHOI kamepe.103 Brarogaps mexayHapoAHOMY aBNeHUIO ero 04NHOYHoe
3akNtoYeHe 6bl10 OTMEHEHO Yepes oAMHHaALaTh neT. HakoHew, 21 anpens 2004 roga BaHyHy 6bin

0CBO6OXEH, HO ero cBo604a NepesBuXeHNs 0CTaeTcs CUAbHO OrpaHNYeHHO Mo cel AeHb. 104

Bce pelueHus, npuHaTble B paMKax Aena BaHyHy, XpaHUnnce B CTpoXarillen TanHe n
NPVHMManCcb He6oLLLIOW rpynnon anu,,MNepec gepxan B Kypce AnLLb HEMHOIX Y1eHOB
KabnHeTa MMHMCTPOB. OH Takxe He NPOVHPOPMMPOBaN HUKOIO U3 HUX.KHecceT OH Takxke He
KOHCYNbTMPOBAJCSA CO CBOMMU COBETHMKaMU. Jlnwb 16 Hosibpsi 1986 roga — yepes cemb
HeZeNb Mocne ncyesHoBeHWs BaHyHy 13 AHrMK 1 oKTA6PS — 1 TONBLKO B OTBET Ha
MexXzyHapoaHoe AaBneHne Ha M3pannb ¢ LeNibio packpbITUS MeCTOHaX0oXAeHUs
npecneayeMoro 4enoBeka, bbl10 OKOHYaTeIbHO MOATBEPXAEHO, UTO BaHyHyY AecTBUTENbHO
HaxoauTca B Vi3pannie 1 apectoBaH.

Vioank KosH, aBTop SjgepHast ABYCMbICAEHHOCT: Zjeno BaHyHy,CylLecTBYeT MHeHVe, UTo

pelleHue MNepeca HapyLWNTb MOTYaHMe 6b1J10 60NbLLION OLWMBKON. 3TO BbIABWO, UTO

100613k 1 Moppuc 1994: 631; KoaH 1995: 123-126; Xaaper6 Hosbpsa 1986 r. n 19 anpens 2004
r.

101Ko3H 1995: 169. 102

Tam xe, 177.

103Tam xe, cTp. 329-331.

104ManbmaH 2004.
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he had secretly planned the kidnapping within a small circle without taking into
account the consequences. Moreover, by publicly confirming a covert operation
he committed nothing less than a deadly sin of intelligence work.**

Whether Peres really had any chance of permanently keeping under wraps
Vanunu’s whereabouts and the breach of international law committed by the
kidnapping remains controversial. At any rate, he managed to remain silent for
several weeks. Or did Peres anticipate that he would have to admit to the kidnap-
ping and had accepted this fact? As Yoel Cohen speculates, Peres had developed
“a full-on security neurosis” over the course of the years, and not having any per-
sonal experience in intelligence work finally made the decision that would trigger
such severe criticisms from the world public and various foreign parliaments.

Another position is that Peres wanted to create a precedent.’®® With this in
mind, can the decision to take recourse to such a drastic measure as kidnapping
really be attributed to a “security neurosis” which the decision makers were
suffering from? Or did Peres merely make use of common practices to preserve
the “Israeli order”? This is what Peres, who only rarely comments on the affair,
said about the decision for the kidnapping: “Even if Vanunu’s information about
nuclear weapons is incorrect, Israel should still prosecute him because he does
not have the right to talk about such matters. He has betrayed state secrets.”**”

Yoel Cohen labels this a “cosmetic excuse.” He argues that patriotism and the
imperative to remain silent on state secrets are deeply ingrained in the political
culture of Israel as it is, so that setting a cautionary example was not really nec-
essary. Cohen is convinced that Vanunu was kidnapped because Israeli author-
ities sought to prevent him from betraying even more information.'® This claim
is plausible because the decision to capture Vanunu was finalized before the rev-
elations were made public. The hope was that he could be stopped in time. But
can the reason given by Peres, to the effect that the abduction was supposed to
set a warning example, really be dismissed as a “cosmetic excuse”? Is this kind of
determent not in fact an integral part of the political culture of Israel?

Peres’ blunt remark regarding people who divulge state secrets sheds some
light on the fundament of the specific “Israeli order,” namely its keen sense of
security. Any attempt to shake that order is to be resisted tooth and nail. It is
assumed that Vanunu had no right to disclose information because no one is jus-

105 Cohen 1995: 250.
106 Ibid. 236, 239-240.
107 Ibid. 240.

108 Ibid.
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OH TaliHo cnnaHnpoBan NnoxumiueHne B y3KOM Kpyry, He NpnHMaa BO BHMMaHne
nocneacTesuma. Bonee Toro, I'Iy6l1VIHHO noareepane TaVIHer onepauuto, OH cosepLina He
UTO MHOE, KaK CMepTHbI rpex pa3seAblBaTe/lbHOWN AesATensHOCT. 105

OcTaéTcsa CnopHbIM BOMPOC, AeACTBUTENbHO N1 Y MNepeca 6bl WaHC HaBCceraa ckpbiThb
MeCTOHaxoxjeHve BaHyHy 1 HapyLleHve MexayHapoAHOro npaea, CoBepLUEHHOe B pe3ynibTaTte
noxvieHus. Bo Bcskom ciyyae, emy yanocb NpoModaTb HeCKONbLKO Hedenb. Van xe MNepec
npeAsuAen, YTo eMy NpUAETCA NPU3HATLCA B MOXULLLEHUN, N CMUPUACS € 3TUM dpakTom? Kak
npeanonaraet Moank KosH, y Mepeca 3a rogbl passuics «HacTosLLMIA HEBPO3, CBA3aHHbIN C
6e30NacHOCTLIO», 1 OTCYTCTBME IMYHOIO OMbITa B pa3Be/blBaTe/lbHOM paboTe B KOHEYHOM UTore
C/enano pelueHe, Bbi3BaBLLEee CTO/Mb Pe3Kyt KPUTUKY CO CTOPOHbI MMPOBOrO COObLLeCTBA 1
PasNNYHbIX 3apybexHbIX MapaMeHTOB, JOCTOTHMEM OBLLEeCTBEHHOCTY.

[lpyras Touka 3peHus 3aktoyaeTcs B TOM, UTo lNepec xoTen co3jath npeueeHT.<sup>106</sup>
YunTbiBas 3T0, MOXHO 1 AeACTBUTENBEHO 06 BbACHNTL peLleHre NpuberHyTb K Takoli paanKanbHOR mepe,
Kak noxuiieHmne, «<HeBPO30M 6e30MacHOCTM», OT KOTOPOro CTPajanu 1Mua, NpUHMMaBLLMe peLleHve? Vinn
e lNepec NPOCTO NCNO/b30Bas 06LLENPUHSATbIE METOAbI A1t COXPAHEHMS «M3PanabCKoro nopsigka»? Bot
yTO CKasan lNepec, KOTOPLIN NNLLIL U3pesKa KOMMEHTUPYET 3TO A0, O PeLleHN MOXUTUTL YenoBeKka:
«[laxe ecnv nHpopmaLma BaHyHy 0 siepHOM OpY>XnK HeBepHa, M3pannb Bce paBHO O/KeH MpUBeYb ero
K OTBETCTBEHHOCTW, MOTOMY UTO OH He MeeT NpaBa roBopuTb O Taknx Bewax. OH pasrnacun
rocyfapCTBeHHble cekpeTbl».<sup>107</sup>

10316 KO3H Ha3bIBaeT 3TO «KOCMETUUECKM onpaBAaHnem». OH yTBepXKAAeT, UTO NaTpUoTU3M U
Heo6X0AMMOCTb XPaHUTb MOIYaHME O roCyapCTBEHHbIX TaliHax r1y6oKo yKopeHeHb! B MOANTUYECKO
KynbType M3pauns, noaToMy nojasate npejocTeperarLmli npyiMep Ha CamoM Jiefie He 6b110 HeobXoAnMO.
Ko3aH y6e)K,qu, yTo BaHyHy 6bin NOoXnLLEeH, MOTOMY YTO M3pan/ibCKMe BaCTUN CTPEMUNNCE NPefoTBPaTUTL
pasrnalleHue 1M elle 60/bLueid HPopmaLmn.<sup>108</sup> ITo yTBEpPXAEHME NPaBAONoZ406HO,
MOCKO/NbKY peLleHne o 3axBaTe BaHyHy 6bl10 MPUHATO A0 TOro, Kak pa3obaaveHns cTanu AoCTOsHNEM
obLecTBeHHOCTW. Bbina HageXza, YTo ero yAacTcs 0CTaHOBUTb BOBPeMSs. Ho MOXHO /i ieiACTBUTeNbHO
CYMTaTh «KOCMETUYECKMM OrpaBAaHMeM» NPUYMHY, NPMBeAeHHYto Mepecom, 0 TOM, UTO NoxuLLeHne
JO/MKHO 6bIN0 MOCNYXWTL NpejocTepexeHemM? Passe NofobHoe cAepXXrBaHVe Ha CaMoM Jene He
ABNAETCA HEOTbeM/IEMON HacTbio NONNTUYECKON KynbTypbl N3panna?

Pe3koe 3ameuaHuve I'Iepeca no noso4y ﬂPOAeIZ, pasrnawlaromx rocysapcTBeHHbIE CEKPETHI, MPO/IMBaET CBET Ha
OCHOBY CI'IeLl,VId)VILlECKOI'O «N3pavnbCKoro nopsjka», a UMeHHO Ha ero ocTpoe 4yBCTBO 6e3onacHocTu. fltobast
nonbITka NokonebaTb 3TOT nopAA0K BCTpeYaeT ApOCTHOEe conpoTueneHve. I'Ipe,u,nonaraeTcn, 4TOo BaHyHy He nmen

npasa pasrnatlatb MHGOPMALMIO, MOTOMY YTO HUKTO He MOXEeT bbiTb CpaBeA/INBbLIM...

105Ko3H 1995: 250. 106Tam
Xe, CTp. 236, 239-240. 107
Tam xe, 240.

108Tam xe.
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tified “to talk about such matters” unless they are authorized by the state. Conse-
quently, “Israel” had to go after him.

As for the press, they took Peres’ side. The Israeli journalist Gidon Shapiro
observes that the Israeli press had defamed and condemned Vanunu with the
support of the government even before the beginning of the trial.'®® This in turn
confirms the position of the Israeli journalist Akiva Orr that Vanunu would have
had no chance to pursue his objective via the Israeli press. Not only would they
have refused to publish his information, but also in all probability they would
have even turned him over to the authorities straight away. Bearing this in mind,
Vanunu’s decision to approach a foreign newspaper seemed like the logical way
to proceed. “In Israel, the loyalty of newspaper editors is first and foremost to
the state.” Democracy - or truth, for that matter - is of secondary importance.™°

Avner Cohen expounds on the severe punishment of the Israeli nuclear infor-
mant'! by stressing the social significance of his actions: Vanunu did not grasp
the “actual social function of opacity.” Its goal was “to conceal the entire nuclear
issue.” Vanunu had failed to fully appreciate that “beyond the fiction of opacity,
we all know exactly what is going on in Dimona. But we pretend not to know [...]
so that we do not have to deal with the strategic and moral dilemmas associated
with it.” Vanunu had believed “with a naiveté that was very close to stupidity,”
says Avner Cohen, that his actions could trigger a profound national debate.*?

Still, in his book The Last Taboo, Avner Cohen has himself come out in favor
of giving up the “anachronistic politics of opacity,” which got him into conflict
with the military authorities and the censorship regulations.'** He explains the
non-appearance of a nuclear weapons-debate with the single fact that Israeli
society did not want to know about the weapons in the first place. But what Cohen
sometimes loses sight of is that this “schizophrenic situation” must be evaluated
in closer context to the ban on speaking that is enforced by the Israeli leadership
with utmost severity.

This order to remain silent is one of the preconditions for the eyes of Israeli
society being so firmly closed. The way that the Israeli government, the secu-
rity apparatuses and the justice system reacted to the Vanunu Affair shows just
how powerful the principle of “not being allowed to speak” really is. The press,

109 Shapiro 1998: 154-155.

110 Orr 1998: 65-68.

111 Amnesty International called Vanunu’s detention conditions “cruel and inhumane.” Cf.
Kimmerling 2004.

112 Cohen 2005: 159.

113 Ibid. 23-40, 246-264.
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EMy 6b110 3anpeLueHo «roBopunTb O TakKUX BeLlax», ec/iv 3TO He paspeLleHo rocyjapcrsom. Cnep,OBaTeano,
«M3pannto» NpuLLINOCL NpecneaoBaTh ero.

YTo KacaeTcs npecchbl, TO OHa BCTana Ha CTOPOHY Mepeca. 3pannbckuii XxypHanmct
maoH LLlannpo oTMeyaeT, uTo U3pannbCkas npecca oksesetana v ocyanna BaHyHy npum
noAjep>kke NpaBMUTENbCTBA eLlle A0 Hadana cyaebHoro npouecca.<sup>109</sup> 370, B
CBOO o4Yepe/pb, NOATBEPXAaeT No3NLMI0 N3PanibCKoro XypHanucra Akvebl Oppa o TOM, UTO
y BaHyHy He 6b1/10 6bl LLAHCOB J06UTBLCA CBOEN Lie/IN Yepes n3pannbekyto npeccy. OHuM He
TO/IbKO OTKa3annck 6bl Ny6AnKoBaTh ero MHGOPMaLMio, HO 1, MO BCe BEPOATHOCTY, Cpasy
Xe nepeganu 6bl ero BAacTsM. YUnTbIBasi 3T0, pelleHre BaHyHy 06paTnTbCa B MHOCTPaHHYHO
raseTy Ka3asoCb OMMYHbIM LaroM. «B Mi3pannie noanbHOCTL PeAaKTOPOB raset npexae
BCEro K rocyAapcrsy». /lemokpaTnsa — Wiv Npasja, eciv YXX Ha TO MOLLI0, — NMeeT
BTOpOCTEerneHHoe 3HaveHne.<sup>110</sup>

ABHep KosH Nopo6HO onmnceiBaeT CypoBoe HakasaHue N3panibCKoro sAepHoro
nHdopmaTopalll, noguepkmBas coumanbHoe 3HayYeHVe ero AeicTBUiA: BaHyHy He noHsn
«pakTnyeckoli coumanbHol GyHKLMM HENPO3PaYHOCTU». Ero Lenbio 6bi10 «CKPbITh BCHO SAePHY0
npo6nemy». BaHyHy He cMor B MONHOW Mepe 0CO3HaTb, UTO «3a npegenamu GuKLmUn
HENPO3pPa4vYHOCT Mbl BCE TOYHO 3HAeM, YTO NMPOUNCXOAUT B ,U,VIMOHe. Ho mbl Aenaem Buj, 4To He
3HaeM [...] UTOBbI He MMeTb Aena Co CTPaTernyeckumMm 1 MopanbHbLIMY ANAeMMaMM, CBA3aHHBIMM C
3TUM». BaHYHY BepW/1, «C HAMBHOCTbBIO, O4eHb 6IM3KOW K FynocTu», — roBoput ABHep KoaH, — uTo
ero /e icTB/SA MOTyT CNPOBOLMPOBATb Iy6OKYH0 HaLMOHaIbHYH ANCKyccnto. 112

TeM He MeHee, B CBOell kHUre/locieqHee TabyABHep KosH cam BbiCkasascs 3a 0TKas oT
«aHaXPOHMYHOW NMOANTUKM HEMPO3PAYHOCTU», KOTOPasi MprBena ero K KOHGANKTY ¢
BOEHHbLIMW BNACTAMM W LIEH3YPHbIMW NpasrnamMmn.<sup>113</sup> OH 06BbACHAET OTCyTCTBME
ANCKYCCU O SAEPHOM OPY>XUWN TeM eAMHCTBEHHbIM GpaKTOM, YTO U3PanibCKOe 06LLLeCTBO
N3Ha4aNibHO He XOTes10 3HaTb 06 3ToM opyxun. Ho KosH nHoraa ynyckaet ns BuAy, YTo 3Ty
«LIN30PPEHNYECKYIO CUTYaLMIo» CiefyeT OLleHNBaTb B 60/1ee TECHOM KOHTEKCTe C 3arnpeTom

Ha CBOGOAy CNnoBa, KOTOprIZ M3pannbCckoe pykoBoACTBO BBOAUT C npe,qeanon CTPOrocCTbHo.

MprKas XpaHUTb MONYaHMeE IBNSIETCS OAHUM U3 NpeaBapUTeNbHbIX YCN0BUI
AN CTO/Ib XKECTKOTrO 3aKpbITUSA r1a3 N3panibCkoro obLyecTsa. Peakums
N3pan/ibCKOro NpaBUTENbCTBA, CUOBLIX CTPYKTYP U CYAeBHOM C1CTeMbI Ha Aeno
BaHyHy nokasblBaeT, HaCKOJIbKO CUJIEH MPUIHLMM «HeNlb3s FOBOpUTbL». Mpecca,

109LLannpo 1998: 154-155.

1100pp 1998: 65-68.

111MexayHapoaHas aMHUCTUA Ha3Bana yC10BUSA COAePXKaHMWA NOJ CTpaxei B BaHyHy «XeCTOKMMU 1 HerymMaHHbIMn». CM.
KummepauHr, 2004.

112Ko3H 2005: 159. 113Tam

Xe, 23-40, 246-264.
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too, makes sure to observe the prescribed rules. When the imminent publication
of explosive material in the Sunday Times came to Peres’ knowledge, he turned
to the Editors’ Committee, an association of Israeli broadcasting and television
station directors and newspaper editors.

The Editors’ Committee is regularly informed of sensitive military and dip-
lomatic matters by high-ranking cabinet members. In return, it promotes the
political line of the government when required. Peres told the Editors’ Committee
about the upcoming publication in the Sunday Times. Since the foreign media
is beyond the reach of Israeli censorship regulations, he appealed to the patri-
otism of the journalists in asking them to not allow any local reporting and also
no comments for a period of forty-eight hours after the article’s publication.***
Moreover, Peres requested that the Editors’ Committee refrain from mentioning
in their coverage any details about security glitches. He assumed as a matter of
course that the Editors’ Committee would cooperate. Avner Cohen sees this as
confirmation of how firmly the taboo to talk about the nuclear program has taken
hold of society.'®

The press policy validates Avner Cohen’s assessment that the political system
is schizophrenic. After all, word of the meeting between Peres and the Editors’
Committee also reached the Insight team of the Sunday Times, who saw this as
corroboration of Vanunu’s story. But even in the moment when the fiction has
been unmasked, Peres and the Israeli press continue to pursue the “policy of
opacity.” The guardians of the “Israeli order” are the first to pretend “to not know
what is going on in Dimona.” And society follows suit.

Many years of information-banning policies combined with the cooperation
of the press are why the topic is not publicly discussed and why Israelis appear
indifferent. The schizophrenia inherent in the “policy of opacity” is based on the
discrepancy between being and seeming — a discrepancy that threatens the sta-
bility of the “Israeli order” in instances such as this affair. This is the reason why
Vanunu is considered a public enemy even now.

In January of 1988, Peres, by then foreign minister, testified in Vanunu’s trial.
0ddly enough he was summoned as a witness for the defense, because in Novem-
ber 1986 he had announced in a non-public session with Knesset members of
the Labor Party that the article in the Sunday Times had not caused any serious
harm to Israel’s security.*® And refuting the allegation that Vanunu’s revelations
had damaged Israeli security or that Vanunu had acted with this kind of sinister

114 Cohen 1995: 120.
115 Cohen 2005: 160.
116 Cohen 1995: 319.
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Mepec Takxe 06a3aTeNbHO CO6NOAAET YCTaHOB/IEHHble nNpasuna. Korga MNepecy ctano n3sectHo o
roToBsLLenca NybanKaumm ceHcaLmMoHHbIX MaTepranos B raseTe Sunday Times, oH o6paTuacs B
KomuTeT pefakTopoB — accoumauuio ANPeKTOPOB N3PannbCKnX TenepagnoseLlatenbHbIX 1
paAnoCTaHLUMiA, a Takxke pejakTopoB raser.

PesakLMoHHasa Konnervs perynspHo noayvaet MHGOpMaLmio O AeNNKaTHbIX BOEHHbIX U
AMNNOMAaTNYeCKX BONPOCax OT BbICOKOMOCTAB/IEHHbIX Y/1eHOB KabHeTa MUHUCTPOB. B cBOO
oyepejb, OHa, MPU HEOHXOANMOCTN, NPOABUTraeT NOANTUYECKYHO NNHUMIO NpaBuTenbCTBa. MNepec
coobLmn PejakUMOHHO Konnernmn o npeacrosier nyénavkaumm B Sunday Times. Mockonbky
MHocTpaHHble CMW HaxoAsATca BHe A0CAraeMoCTy M3panabCkmxX LeH3ypHbIX NpaBul, OH obpaTmnacs
K MaTPUOTM3MY XXYPHANNCTOB, MOMPOCUB UX He A0MYCKaTb HUKAKMX MECTHbIX PenopTaxeid, a Takxe
He 0CTaBNATb KOMMEHTapUW B TeYEHNe COPOKa BOCbMIW YacoB Mnocse nybankaumm
cTaTbn.<sup>114</sup> bosnee Toro, Mepec nonpocnn PeakLMOHHYIO KOJINErnio BO34ep>XaTbcs OT
YyNOMWHaHWA B CBOUX MaTepuranax Kakmx-nmbo nogpobHocTeli o c6osix B crucTeme 6esonacHocTu. OH
npeAnonoXun, 4To PejakumoHHan Konerus, ectecCTBeHHO, byaeT coTpyagHmnyate. ABHep KosH
BUAWT B 3TOM MOATBEPXAEHME TOro, HaCKO/IbKO MPOYHO Taby Ha 06CyXAeHMe SAepHON NporpamMmbl
yKOpeHunocb B obLecTBe.<sup>115</sup>

MonuTrka B OTHOLLEHWW Npecchl MOATBEePXAAeT oLeHKy ABHepa KosHa o wunsoppeHmnmn
NONNTUYECKON cncTeMbl. B KOHLe KOHLO0B, MHPopMaLms o BcTpeye Mepeca ¢ peAakLMOHHbIM
KOMUTETOM TaKkxe gowna Ao.../ToHumaHneKomanaa Sunday Times yBugena B 3ToM
NoATBepXAeHMe nctopumn BaHyHy. Ho faxke B MOMEHT, KOTAa BbiMbICcen 6bl1 pa3obnayeH,
Mepec n nspannbckas npecca NPOAO/KaOT MPOBOANTL «MONUTUKY HEMPO3PaYUHOCTU».
XpaHUTeNN «n3panibCKoro NopsaaKka» NepBbIMA AeNnatoT BUJ, YTO «He 3HaT, UTo
nponcxoanT B JMMoHe». U 06LLiecTBO cneayeT nx Npumepy.

MHoroneTHAs noAnT1Ka 3anpeTta nHGOPMaLUN B COHETaHUN C COTPYAHNYECTBOM
npeccbl — BOT MOYeMy 3Ta TeMa He 06CyxaeTcs Ny6MYHO 1 MoYeMy M3panabTaHe KaxyTcs
paBHOAyLIHbIMK. LLIn3odppeHuns, npucyLLas «noanTMKe HeMpPoO3payHoOCTM», OCHOBaHa Ha
HeCOOTBETCTBUN MeXJy 6bITVeM N BUANMOCTBIO — HECOOTBETCTBUM, KOTOPOE yrpoxaet
CTabUNBHOCTU «M3PanibCKOro NMopsAKa» B TakUX Clyyasix, Kak 3ToT. IMEHHO Mo3Tomy
BaHyHy A0 C1X NOp cHUTaeTCa BparoMm HapoJaa.

B anBape 1988 roga Mepec, K TOMy BpeEMEHN yXXe MUHUCTP MHOCTPaHHLIX Aefl, Aan NoKasaHusa Ha cyje
Hag BaHyHy. Kak HV CTpaHHO, ero Bbi3Basv B Ka4yecTBe CBMAETeNs 3aLlMTbl, MOTOMY YTO B HOss6pe 1986 roga
OH 3asBWA Ha 3aKPbITOM 3acefaHnn cKHeccerneHsl JleibopuncTCcKo NapTnm 3asBUAKW, YTO CTaTebs B Sunday
Times He HaHecna cepbe3HOro Bpea 6esonacHocTu Mspanns.<sup>116</sup> 1 onposeprau
yTBepX/eHe 0 TOM, YTo pa3obiaveHns BaHyHy HaHecn yuiep6 6e3onacHOCTU M3pauns nam 4Tto BaHyHy

JelicTBOBan € NOZ06HbLIMM 3/10BELLMMU HAMEPEHUAMMU.

114Ko3H 1995: 120.
115Ko3H 2005: 160.
116Ko3H 1995: 319.
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intent was precisely what Vanunu’s defense attorney Avigdor Feldmann (1948-)
built his defense strategy around.

In the trial, though, Peres kept insisting that Vanunu’s information had jeop-
ardized the security of the state. He neither gave reasons for this claim nor offered
any explanation for his remark before the members of his party, which he had
most probably made in order to reassure the persons present and to convince
them that Israel’s determent power had not been damaged. When making his
statement in court, he adhered strictly to the government instructions according
to which certain issues were not to be discussed in the courtroom; such as the
question as to whether the article in the Sunday Times had caused any damage,
or even whether it had actually been true. Peres refused to answer Feldmann’s
queries, and only repeated that the published information had harmed “Israel’s
security.”™" In the excerpts from the protocol of the Vanunu trial, published in
late 1999, Peres’ testimony reads as follows: “The publications of the Sunday
Times prompt some Arab states to head into various directions that are undesir-
able for Israel.”*®

How to verify or refute Peres’ allegation of 1988? What is the gauge by which
to rate the harm inflicted on national security? Were the Arab states really com-
pletely ignorant of the Israeli nuclear weapons arsenal prior to the report in the
Sunday Times? Or could the article have even amplified the desired deterrent
effect? What exactly are the unwelcome reactions that Peres observes in his Arab
neighbors?

To make it possible to publicly ask and discuss such questions was Vanunu’s
intention, and also the cause taken up by the few members of the “Israeli Commit-
tee for the Liberation of Mordechai Vanunu and for A Middle East Free of Atomic,
Biological and Chemical Weapons.” By criticizing the “policy of opacity” and the
continuing information ban as undemocratic, they hoped to initiate a political
discussion about nuclear weapons. They assumed that once the Israeli public
was informed of what was going on in Dimona, it could be mobilized against the
nuclear armament.

Moreover, they were hoping to be able to effect a change in the way of think-
ing about security, so that weapons of mass destruction would be prohibited. In
contrast to Avner Cohen who, in spite of proposing leaving behind the policy of
opacity, considers nuclear weapons to be advantageous for the purpose of deter-
ment, the Israeli disarmament activists and nuclear weapons opponents of the

117 Ibid. 318-320.
118 Protocols of the Vanunu trial, Haaretz, April 20, 2004 (first published November 25, 1999).
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VIMeHHO Ha HaMepeHVAX N CTPOW/T CBOKO CTPAaTEeruio 3aliuThbl aaBokaT BaHyHy,
Asurgop ®enbamaH (1948-).

OgHako Ha cyje Mepec npogoxan HacTaneaTb Ha TOM, UTO MHPOpMaLMa BaHyHyY
nocTaeua Nog yrposy 6e3onacHocTb rocygapctaa. OH He 06BACHWA NPUYNHY CBOETro
3a9BIEHMA U He Jan HUKaKMX 06 bACHEHWI CBOUM C/I0OBaM Mepes YsieHamu CBoel
napTuu, KOTopble, CKOpee BCero, OH CAenan, YTobbl yCNOKOUTb MPUCYTCTBYIOLLMX 1
ybeanTb 1X B TOM, UTO CAepXMBatoLLas cuna Mispanns He noctpagana. MNpu
BbICTYMJIEHNN B CyZile OH CTPOro NPUAEPXMBANCS NPaBUTENbCTBEHHbIX MHCTPYKLMIA,
COrlacHO KOTOPbIM HEKOTOPbIe BOMPOChI He A0/MKHbI 6bINN 06CYXAaTbCA B 3a51e Cy/a,
HanpuMep, BONPOC 0 TOM, NPUYNHWAA AN cTaTbs B Sunday Times kakoin-n16o yuiep6
nnu gaxe 6bina N1 OHa NpasAVBON. [epec oTKasancs oTeeyaTb Ha BOMPOChI
PenbamaHa 1 1ML NOBTOPWJ, YTO ONY6MKOBaHHAas MHPOpPMaLMs HaHecna yLepb
«be3onacHocTy M3panns».117 B BbigepxKKax 13 NpoTokona cyja Hag BaHyHy,
ony6anKoBaHHbIX B KoHLe 1999 roga, nokasaHus Mepeca rnacat: «MNybankaumm Sunday
Times nobyxAatoT HeKoTopble apabckime rocygapcTsa ABUraTbCs B PasinYHbIX
HanpasfeHUsX, HexenaTtenbHbIX Ana N3pannsa».118

Kak nposepuTb 1av oNpoBeprHyTh yTeepxaeHue Mepeca o cobbiTuax 1988 roaa? Mo kakomy
KPUTEpUIO CieayeT OLeHVBaTh yLLep6, HaHeCeHHbI HaLoHaNbHO 6e3onacHoCcTU? [leACTBUTENBHO N
apa6CK|/|e rocypapcrea 6binn COBEpLUEHHO He oCBeAOMJIEHDbI 06 M3pannbCKoM a4epHOM apceHane 40
nyéavkaumm ctaTbi B Sunday Times? Wnum e cTaTbs MOr/1a faxe YyCUANUTb XeNaemblii CAepXXMBatoLLiA
3¢ deKT? KakoBbl UMEHHO HexenaTesbHble peakLmu, koTopble Mepec HabntogaeT y CBOMX apabekmnx
cocegen?

Llenb BaHyHy 3akntouanacb B TOM, YTO6bI 4aTb BO3MOXHOCTb Ny6ANYHO 3a4aBaTb 1 06CyXAaTb
HOAOGHbIe BOMPOCHI, a TakXe B TOM, YTO6bI 3TUM 3aHANNCb HECKOIbKO Y/1IEHOB «I/I3pa|/|anKoro KomMuTeTa
no ocBoboxaeHNo Mopgexas BaHyHy 1 3a BAvkHMIA BocTok, CBO6OAHBI OT aTOMHOr0, 61010rM4Yeckoro u
XVIMUYECKOro OpyXus». KpUTUKYS «NOANTUKY HEMPO3PAYHOCTU» 1 MPOAO/IKAOLLMIACA 3anpeT Ha
VIH(I)OpMaLI,I/ItO KakKk HeJeMOKpaTN4YHble, OHU HaAeATNCb NHNLNNPOBATb NONNTUYECKYH ANCKYCCUIO O
AAEPHOM OpYyXNNn. OHM nonaranu, YTo Kak To/IbKO n3pannbckasa OGIJ.[,ecTBeHHOCTb Gyp,eT
nponH$opMmMpoBaHa 0 NPOMCXoasLieM B [IUMOHe, ee MOXHO ByAeT MO6V/IM30BaTk NPOTMB AAEPHOMO
BOOPY>XEHUS.

bonee TOro, oHV HageANCb N3MEHUTb o6pa3 MbILUIEHNS B OTHOLLEHWM 6e30MacHoCTy,
UTOObI 3aMpPeTUTb OPYXKe MacCOBOr0 YHNUTOXeHUS. B oTinume oT ABHepa Ko3Ha, KOTOpbIi,
HEeCMOTpPA Ha NpeasioXXeHNe 0TKa3aTbCA OT NONNTUKN HEMPO3PAaYHOCTU, CHNTaAET A4epHoe
opyXwe BbIrO4HbIM ANA u,eneﬁ cAepXnBaHUA, N3panibCkne akTUBUCTbI, BbICTynarowne 3a

pasopyxeHuie, 1 NPOTUBHUKMN SAEPHOIO OpYXUs

—
117Tam xe, cTp. 318-320.

118MpoToKoNbl ccnesoBaHns BanyHy, Xaapey20 anpens 2004 r. (nepsas ny6ankaums 25 Hos6psa 1999 r.).
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1960s saw the mere existence of the Dimona plant as a danger to the Zionist
project as well as to the environment.

Israeli law made it easy for the government to declare any concern a state
secret. As Vanunu’s defense attorney objected during the trial: “Anything that the
government wishes to categorize as a state secret is considered a state secret by
the law.” At the same time it is under no obligation to define what a state secret
actually is.*™ But all this only became possible because the Knesset acquiesced to
the directives and sat still. Its submission is firmly rooted in the political culture.
There is a consensus among most delegates to leave certain tasks up to the “secu-
rity experts.” In other words, the parliament cooperates in blocking the debate
about nuclear weapons.'*°

Two perspectives on the use of violence in the service of the Zionist project are
merged in the “policy of nuclear opacity.” For one thing, the ambivalent attitude
towards violence, and for another, the justification of the use of violence, even
as it takes on extreme features, since it is seen as counterviolence or necessary
violence. The policy of nuclear opacity has a paradoxical character, for it denies
the factual possession of weapons of mass destruction while at the same time
declaring that these weapons are merely for determent as a kind of “insurance
policy,” and not for actually being used. The possibility of an actual deployment
as a last resort is firmly blocked out, for it would trigger too much fear. After all,
in the face of Israel’s geographic and demographic situation, the deployment of
nuclear weapons could very likely mean the end of the Zionist project.

The other aspect incorporated in the policy of opacity is the willingness con-
tained in the concept of determent to actually resort to “extreme means,” should
it really come to the worst. Domestically, this would be legitimized as a necessity,
as counterviolence by the “ultimate victim” in the sense proposed by Fackenheim
and Schweid. But let us now look closer into the question of whether the principle
of determent is really limited to non-conventional weapons.

Conventional War and the Zionist Project: Lebanon 1982

As is well known, conventional wars are still a bitter reality in Israel, the deter-
ment potential of nuclear weapons notwithstanding. The security-political
concept that a conventional war can be avoided by means of nuclear determent
did not prove successful. War has dominated Israeli everyday life since the estab-

119 Feldmann 1998: 129.
120 Cohen 2005: 163-165.
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B 1960-x rogax camo cyLecTBoBaHMe pacTeHus [JMMOHa BOCNPUHMMANoCh Kak yrposa
CMOHMNCTCKOMY MPOEKTY, a TaKkXe OKpy>XatoLLeli cpeje.

M3pannbckoe 3aKoHOAATENBLCTBO YNPOCTUAO AN NPaBUTENbCTBA 06bABAEHME N060M NpobiemMbl
rocyapcTBeHHO TaiHOW. Kak Bo3paxan aAsokaT BaHyHy Bo Bpemsi cyaa: «Bce, uTo NpaBnTensCcTBO XoueT
KnaccmduumpoBsaTh Kak rocyapCcTBeHHyI0 TaliHy, MO 3aKOHY CYATaeTCA rocyAapCcTBEHHO TaliHow». B To Xe
BpeMsi OHO He 06513aH0 onpeaenaTk, YTO UMEHHO NpeACcTaBaseT COboV rocyaapcTBeHHan TaHa.<sup>119</
sup> Ho Bce 3T0 CTaNo BO3MOXHbLIM TO/IbKO MOTOMY, UTOKHecceTYCTynnB ANPeKTUBaM, OHM 3amepnn. Nx
nojuMHeHne NPOYHO YKOPEHWNOCh B NONTUYECKON KynbType. Cpean 60NbLUNHCTBA Aeneratos
CyLecTByeT KOHCeHCYC OTHOCUTE/IbHO TOro, UTO6bI OCTABUTL onpejeneHHble 3aja4un «3KCnepTam no
6e3onacHOCTW». [lpyrmmm cnosamu, napaaMeHT COTPyAHMYaeT B 610K1poBaHUM Ae6aToB O SAepHOM
opyxunn.120

B «nonntuke aaepHoli HeMpo3payuHOCTU» CNBAIOTCSA ABE TOUKMN 3PEHMSA Ha UCMOb30BaHMe
HacUAMA B UHTEpeCcax CUOHNCTCKOro rnpoekTa. C 0HON CTOPOHbI, 3TO ABOCTBEHHOE OTHOLLEHME K
HacMAnto, a C APYyroi — onpasAaHue ero NpUMeHeH s, Jaxe ecn OHO NpuobpeTaeT KpaHne
YepThbl, MOCKO/IbKY PAacCMaTPMBAETCA Kak KOHTPHacUAne nnm Heobxogmmoe Hacuaue. MoanTtuka
AePHOM HENPO3PaYHOCTN HOCUT NapajoKCcanbHbI xapakTep, NOCKOAbKY OTpuLLaeT GakTuyeckoe
obnagaHvie opy>Kmem MaccoBOro YHUUTOXEHWS, OAHOBPEMEHHO 33BN, UTO 3TO OPYXMe CTYXUT
NNLWb CAEPXMBaOLLMM GaKTOPOM, CBOEro PoAa «CTPAXOBbIM MONCOM», a He NpegHa3HavYeHo Ans
daKTn4eckoro NprMeHeH . BO3MOXHOCTb GpaKTMHeCcKoro passepTbiBaHNSA B Ka4ecTBe KpaliHeit
Mepbl KaTeropuyeckn NCKIYAETCs, MOCKO/bKY 3TO BbI3BaIO 6bl CIMLLKOM CUbHbIV CTpax. B KoHLe
KOHLIOB, yunTblBasA reorpadpuyeckoe n gemorpaduryeckoe nonoxeHve Mspawns, passeproiBaHne
AAEPHOro OPYXMS BrOJIHE MOXET 03HayaTb KOHeL, CMOHNCTCKOro npoekTa.

Jpyrovi acnekT, 3a10XXeHHbIA B MOANTUKE HEMPO3PaYHOCTW, — 3TO FOTOBHOCTb, 3a/10KeHHas B
KOHLENLMN CAepXUBaHUS, GakTUYeckn NPpUBEerHyThb K «KpaiiHUM cpeAcTBam», eCn 4eno AelicTBUTeNbHO
AoAeT A0 XyAwero. Ha BHYTPMNONUTAYECKOR apeHe 3T0 ByAeT 1ernTMMnM3npoBaHo kak HeobxoAnMoCTb,
Kak OTBETHOE HacU/INe CO CTOPOHbI «KOHEYHO XepTBbI» B CMbICNE, MPeAnoXeHHOM PakeHXaliMoMm 1
LLisaligom. Ho aaBaiiTe Tenepb nojpobHee pacCMOTPUM BOMPOC O TOM, AeACTBUTENBHO 1N MPUHLMN

CAepPXMBaHNA OrpaHNYMBaeTCs HeTpagnLUMOHHBIMU BUAAMIU OPYXUA.

O6bI4Has BOAHA N CMOHUCTCKNIA NpoeKT: JlusaH 1982 roga

Kak 13BeCTHO, 06blUHbIE BOViHbI MO-NPEXHEMY OCTatOTCS FOPbKOM peanbHOCTLIO AN1st VI3panns, HeCMOTpS Ha
CAePXMBaLLMIA NOTeHLMaN A4epHOro opyXus. KoHuenums 6€30nacHOCT U NOAUTUKK, COFIAacHO KOTOPOWA
06bIYHOV BOVHbBI MOXHO M36eXaTb C MOMOLLbIO SAEPHOro CAEPXMBaHNSA, He OKa3anack yCneLiHo. BoliHa

AOMUHMNPYET B I'IOBCeAHEBHOVI XKN3HN I/Iapamnﬂ C MOMEHTa yCTaHOBNEHWA...

119dPenbaman 1998: 129.
120K03H 2005: 163-165.
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lishment of the state. Wars of conquest such as the Sinai-Suez War of 1956 and the
Six-Day War of 1967; explicit defense wars such as the Yom Kippur War of 1973;
“Wars of Attrition” from 1968 to 1970 on the southern border, and from 1985 to
2000 on the northern border; military clashes with the goal of retaining territo-
ries, such as the Lebanon War of 1982 or countering the First and Second Intifada
of 1987 to 1992 and 2000 to 2004; moreover, those wars in which Israel, though
not directly militarily involved, was nevertheless attacked, such as the Second
Gulf War of 1991.

The vortex of violence and counterviolence is further intensified by the mil-
itary occupation of the Palestinian territories and by the acts of terror against
Israeli facilities triggering retaliation operations from Israel’s side. As has been
demonstrated by drawing on the example of the Sinai-Suez War, the notion that
war is necessary to preserve the Jewish state has solidified over the course of the
years. As such, conventional war has become an integral part of the Israeli order.
The Israeli invasion of Lebanon on June 6, 1982 has entered Israel’s political and
social awareness as the first war that was “freely chosen” by the security-polit-
ical leadership of the country. Prime Minister Menachem Begin and Minister of
Defense Ariel Sharon sent the Israeli army into Lebanon in a military operation
called “Peace for Galilee,” which was also the official rationale.

Ian Black and Benny Morris, coauthors of Israel’s Secret Wars: A History of
Israel’s Intelligence Services, view the Lebanon War as a result of two develop-
ments. For one thing, Israel interfered in Lebanon because PLO leader Yasser
Arafat and his combat units had shifted their main area of activities to Beirut
and South Lebanon after having being expelled from Jordan by Jordanian troops
in the so-called “Black September” of 1970. The second strand of events is made
up of the Lebanese Civil War of 1975, the volatile situation in the country and the
Israeli-Falangist alliance.'*

Israel had been supporting the Christians in Lebanon since the 1950s as part
of the so-called Periphery Doctrine, with these connections being referred to
as a “natural alliance.”*?? In 1982, the Israeli leadership deemed that the right
moment to push through a new political order in the region had arrived. Black
and Morris count the influx of PLO fighters in the wake of “Black September”
among the main factors that led to the gradual disintegration of Lebanon in the
first half of the 1970s:

121 Black and Morris 1994: 526.
122 Ibid. 528.
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YHUUTOXeHWe rocyAapcTsa. 3aBoeBaTe/bHble BOMHbI, Takme kak CrHalcko-CyaLkas BoiHa 1956 roga v
LLlectTngHeBHas BolHa 1967 roAa; BOMHbI C IBHOM Lie/ibio 060POHBI, Takme Kak BoliHa CygHoro gHs 1973
rofa; «BOViHbI Ha uctoleHve» ¢ 1968 no 1970 roA Ha KXXHOW rpaHuue n ¢ 1985 no 2000 rog Ha ceBepHO
rpaHuvue; BOeHHble CTO/IKHOBEHUA C Lie/1IbF0 COXpaHeHUs Teppl/lTOpI/II;I, Takue Kak JInBaHckas BoliHa 1982
roga wnv npotueogeiictaue MepBoli n BTopoi nHtndage 1987-1992 n 2000-2004 rogos; Kpome TOro,
BOViHbI, B KOTOPbIX V3pannb, XOTH 1 He NPUHMMan HenocpeACTBEHHOro BOEHHOMO y4acTus, TeM He MeHee

nogBeprancs HanageHuto, Takne kak Bropas BoliHa B Mepcugckom 3anmse 1991 roga.

Buxpb Hacnnusi 1 OTBETHOIO HaCUMSA eLle 6o/bLLEe YCUANBAETCS BOEHHON OKKynaLuei
nanecTUHCKNX TEPPUTOPUI 1 akTamm Teppopa NPOTUB U3PanIbCKNX 06EKTOB,
NPOBOLMPYOLLMMYM OTBETHbLIE OMepaLun co CTOpoHbl M3panns. Kak nokasan npumep
CuHaricko-CyaLKO BOWHBI, MpeAcTaBneHne 0 He06X0ANMOCTN BOVHbI A1 COXPaHEHNs
eBpericKoro rocyapcraa yKpenmnoch ¢ rogamu. Takmm obpasom, obblvHas BoriHa cTana
HeoTbeM/IeMOI YacTbio N3PanabCKoro nopsigka. Mspannbckoe sTopxeHuve B /InBaH 6 NOHA
1982 rosa BOLL/IO B MOINTUYECKOE U COoLMaNbHOe Co3HaHWe V3panns kak nepeasi BOMHa,
«CBO6OAHO BblbpaHHas» PyKOBOACTBOM CTPaHbl B chepe 6e30MacHOCTN 1 MOANTUKN.
Mpembep-MnHUCTP MeHaxem bervH n MUHUCTP 060pOoHbI Aprasnb LLiapoH Beenn
N3pannbCkyro apmMuio B JInBaH B pamKax BOEHHOW onepauun nog HassaHvem «Mup ans
Fanunen», 4To TaKXe ABASANO0CE OPULMANbHBIM 060CHOBaHMEM.

W3H Ba3k 1 beHH Moppuc, coaBTOpbl «CekpeTHbIE BOVIHBI VI3pansis: UCTOPUSA N3Paun/ibCKuX
Pa3BeAbIBATE/ILHbIX C/1YX6».JINBAHCKYIO BOVIHY CieAyeT paccMaTpmBaTh Kak pe3ynbTaT ABYX
cobbITUIA. Bo-nepsbiX, M3pannb BMeLLancs B cutyauuto B JIuBaHe, notomy uto angep OOM Acmp
ApadaT 1 ero 6oeBble NoapasgeneHs NepeHecIn CBOK OCHOBHYIO 30HY AeATeNbHOCTY B belipyT un
HOXHbIV JTBaH nocse Toro, Kak 6bian BblTeCHeHbl 13 MopgaHnn MopAaHCKMMU BOiCKaMK B Tak
Ha3blBaeMoM «4epHoM ceHTabpe» 1970 roga. Bropas coctaBnsioLwas cobbITUA BKIOYaeT B cebs
JNIBAHCKYIO rpaXAaHCKyto BOViHY 1975 roga, HecTabunbHyo CUTyaLmio B CTPaHe 1 U3panibCKo-
danaHrncTckni anbsHC. 121

M3paunb nogaep>xxmsan xpuctuaH B JinsaHe ¢ 1950-x rooB B pamMKax Tak
Ha3blBaeMOW JOKTPUHbI Nepudepurm, 1 3TU CBA3M Ha3bIBaNUCh «eCTeCTBEHHbIM
CO30M».<sup>122</sup> B 1982 rogy n3pannbckoe pyKoBOACTBO COYJIO, UTO HacTan
NOAXOAALLMA MOMEHT A1 YCTaHOB/IEHNS HOBOMO MOINTUYECKOro MNOpPsiZiKa B pernoHe.
Bnsk n Moppwuc oTHocaT npuTok 6oruos OOM nocne «4epHoOro ceHTAbpsA» K Yncay
OCHOBHbIX $pakTOpPOB, MPMBEALLMX K MOCTeNeHHOMY pacnagy J/l1nBaHa B nepBoli
nonosuHe 1970-x rogos:

121613k 1 Moppuc 1994: 526. 122
Tam xe, 528.
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The PLO influx was one of the factors leading to the gradual disintegration of the Leba-
nese state and society during the first half of the 1970s. The organization’s cross border
operations against Israeli frontier settlements brought IDF retaliation against the whole
population of southern Lebanon, leading, in turn, to the flight of Shi’ite refugees to Bei-
rut’s southern suburbs. These poor Shi’ites were embittered with the Christian-dominated
Lebanese establishment and turned increasingly to fundamentalist religion. They became
an important element in the destabilization that eventually resulted in civil war. When that
began the country’s Christian communities, led by the Maronites, and their militias — dom-
inated by the ‘Lebanese Forces’ of the Phalange Party — were pitted against a loose and
shifting coalition of Muslims and left-wingers [...]."2

Israel supported the Christian Maronites in the 1975 Lebanese Civil War, and
Israeli troops marched into Lebanon on March 15, 1978. In the ensuing “Operation
Litani,” a retaliatory act for Palestinian attacks in the Israeli core country, several
brigades comprising a total number of seven thousand men were deployed. The
goal was to destroy PLO facilities north of the Israeli-Lebanese border. The plan
was to create four enclaves that would be dominated by Israel, and via which mil-
itary control for Israel’s Christian allies, the Free Lebanese Army (FLA) of Major
Saad Haddad (1936-1984), was to be ensured.**

Since the accession of the second Likud government in August 1981, Israel’s
security policy had been shaped by Prime Minister Menachem Begin, Minister
of Defense Ariel Sharon and Chief of General Staff Refael Eitan (1929-2004). But
it was Sharon who was the main driving force.”” He did everything he could to
weaken the PLO at the northern border of Israel so as to make sure his overall
strategy would be successful. He believed “that with the PLO humbled, Israel
would find it easier to browbeat the now leaderless Palestinians of the West Bank
and Gaza Strip into accepting Israeli rule, thus paving the way for eventual Israeli
annexation.”12¢

Once the political-military power of the Palestinians and the Muslims of
Lebanon was crushed, Sharon hoped to be able to create a “new” Lebanese state
under the leadership of the “Phalange” party with which Israel was prepared to
conclude peace. Sharon expanded on the plan that had been drafted in April 1981
by the Israeli military for the invasion of Lebanon, called “Operation Pinetree.”
In the original plan, the invasion of the Israeli army as far as Sidon was provided;
while in Sharon’s variant the troops were to advance all the way up to a line north

123 Black and Morris 1991: 364.

124 Black and Morris 1994: 525-526.
125 Landau 2015: 146-169.

126 Black and Morris 1991: 371.
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MpuTok 6oesurkos OO cTan ogHMM 13 GpakTOPOB, NMPUBEALLMX K MOCTENEHHOMY pacnajy IMBaHCKOro
rocyAapcrea 1 obLecTsa B nepBoii nonosuHe 1970-x rogos. TpaHCrpaHWYHbIe onepauumn
opraH13aLnmn NPOTUB N3PaVILCKNX MPUTPAHNYHbIX NOCENEHNIA BbI3BaNN OTBETHbIE AeicTBms LIAXA/
NPOTWB BCEro HaceneHMs XXHOro JlIBaHa, 4To, B CBOO ouepe/b, NPMBENOo K 6ercTsy LUMUTCKMX
6exeHLIeB B toXHble NpuUropogbl belipyTta. 3T 6eAHble WNNTbI 6bIAN 03106/1€HbI HA IMBAHCKYHO
cucTemy, rae JOMVHUPOBAIN XPUCTMaHE, 1 BCe 6oAbLe obpallanuce K dyHAaMeHTanNCTCKon
penurnn. OHM CTanm BaxHbIM 3/1eMeHTOM AecTabunnnsaLum, KoTopas B KOHEHYHOM MTore nprieena K
rpaxAaHckoii BoiiHe. Koraa Havanack BOViHa, XPUCTMAHCKME OBLLMHbI CTPaHbI, BO3r/1aBnsemble
MapOHWTaMW, 1 X OMONIYEHWS - B KOTOPbIX JOMUHNPOBaNu «J/IMBaHCKNE CAAbI» MapTUm «PanaHra» -

NPOTUBOCTOSN PLIX/ION 1 N3MEHUYNBO KOANULMN MYCyIbMaH W neBbix [...].123

M3pannk nogzepxan XpUCTUAHCKNX MapOHWTOB B IMBAHCKOM rpaxaHCcKoii BoiiHe 1975 roaa, v
n3pannbckmne Bolicka Bownu B JInBaH 15 mapTa 1978 roga. B xoae nocnegosasLueli 3a 3Tum «Onepauun
JInTaHW», OTBETHOrO aKTa Ha NanecTVHCKNe HamnajeHVs Ha TEPPUTOPWIO, ABNSIOLLYIOCS A4poM V3panns,
6b111 pa3BEPHYTbI HECKONBKO 6puraj o6LLelt YNCNEHHOCTBIO CeMb ThiCAY YesioBek. Lienbto 6bi10
YyHUYTOXEeHNe 06bekToB OOI K ceBepy OT U3PanabCKO-IMBAHCKOM rpaHuLbl. MnaH npegycMaTpusan
CO34aHune YyeTblpex aHK/1aBoB, KOTOPble HaXoANNNCb 6bl noj KoHTposiemM I/I3pavu1ﬂ, ¥ NoCpeacTBOM KOTOPbIX
AOJSIKeH 6bI71 06ecneyYrBaThCs BOEHHbIN KOHTPOJIb XPUCTUAHCKUX COO3HUKOB I/I3pa|/u1$|, CBOGOAHOI‘;I
nvBaHckon apmum (C/1A) maiiopa Caaga Xaaaaaa (1936-1984).124

C MOMeHTa BOCLLECTBMA Ha NpecTon BToporo/ivky4B asrycte 1981 roga nonmtunka
6e3onacHocTy M3panna ¢opmmposanace npeMbep-MMHUCTPOM MeHaxemMoM BervMHom, MUHUCTPOM
060poHbI Apnanem LLlapoHoM 1 HavanbHUKOM eHepanbHOro Wwrtaba Papasnem SriTaHom (1929-
2004). Ho nmeHHo LLlapoH 6b11 rnaBHOM ABUXYLLEN CUNOi.<sup>125</sup> OH fenan Bce
BO3MOXHOe€, YUTob6bl 0cNabuTe OO Ha ceBepHOI rpaHuue Vspanns n TeM cambiM obecneyunTb
ycnex cBoewi obLueli ctpatermun. OH cumTan, yYto «c ocnabneHnem OOTM Uspaunnto bygeT nerye
3anyraTb NanecTuHLeB 3anajHoro 6epera n cektopa [asa, 0CTaBLUMXCS 6€3 NNAepOoB, YTOObLI OHK
NPUHAAN N3panibCKoe NpaBiaeHmne, TeM CaMbIM MPOAOXKMB NMYTb K BO3SMOXHOW 13PannbCKon
aHHeKCnN».<sup>126</sup>

Mocne Toro kak BOEHHO-NONNTUYECKAsA MOLLb NanecTUHLEB U MyCynbMaH JlnsaHa byaeT
cokpyLleHa, LLIapoH Hajesncs co3jatb «HOBOE» IMBAHCKOE rocyapcTBo Mo/ PyKOBOACTBOM
naptuu «®anaHra», ¢ Kotopoi M3panabe 6bla roToB 3ak04UMTE MUp. LLIapoH pa3sua naaH,
pa3paboTaHHbI B anpene 1981 roga nspanabCkKUMy BOEHHbIMW 4151 BTOPXXeH WS B JInBaH,
nony4mBLUMIA Ha3BaHWe «Onepaums «CocHoBOe AepeBo»». B nepBoHayanbHOM naaHe
npeAycMaTpuBanock BTOPXeHMe N3panabckon apmmm o CuaoHa; B BapmnaHTe LLlapoHa xe

BOWICKa AOMXKHbI 6blV MPOABVHYTLCS A0 IMHUW, UAYLLel Ha ceBep.

1236513k 1 Moppwuc 1991: 364. 124bn3k
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of Beirut. From the beginning, Sharon preferred his so-called “Operation Big
Pines” to “Operation Small Pines.”**’

Operation Big Pines included bringing the PLO from Lebanon back to Jordan
in order to overthrow the Hashemite royal family and establish a Palestinian
state.”?® Black and Morris stress that the Minister of Defense “henceforward
proceeded more cautiously, rarely letting his cabinet colleagues see the entire
breadth of this thinking.”*?° On May 10, 1982, Prime Minister Begin presented the
cabinet with a shortened version of Operation Big Pines, which Sharon described
as a “limited operation.” He and Begin wanted to convince the ministers that the
undertaking was an attack in the mold of “Operation Small Pines.”

The occasion for an Israeli military invasion into Lebanon came up in June
1982 through an incident in London. The Israeli ambassador to Great Britain,
Shlomo Argov (1929-2003), was shot and severely injured by a Palestinian who
was a member of the renegade group of Abu Nidal. At that, Minister of Defense
Sharon and Prime Minister Begin sent the Israeli army into Lebanon. Begin cited
the fight against the “terrorists” as the reason for the military operation. The
cabinet and ultimately also the Knesset, including the Labor Party opposition
under the leadership of Shimon Peres and Yitzhak Rabin, did not put any obsta-
cles in the way of this motion. The goal was to destroy PLO mortar and rocket
launchers that were positioned in range of Galilean settlements within a forty-ki-
lometer zone in South Lebanon.

Sharon spoke of a “twenty-four-hour” operation that was to bring about
“Peace for Galilee.”"3° Following the Israeli invasion of Lebanon, Yasser Arafat
and approximately eleven thousand PLO combatants were evacuated to Tunisia
by August 1982. The preparations for realizing Sharon’s Big Plan for a “new order”
in Lebanon got underway, with Israel helping thirty-four-year-old Phalange
leader Bachir Gemayel (1947-1982) win the presidential election through military
backing. According to the Lebanese constitution, a candidate had to attain a two-
third majority in parliament to be successful, so the Israeli occupation hindered
Gemayel’s opponents from casting their vote.

On August 23, 1982 Gemayel was elected president of Lebanon with fifty-seven
votes of the sixty-two delegates who managed to make an appearance. Already on
September 14, 1982 he was assassinated.®® An escalation was bound to occur,

127 Black and Morris 1994: 538.

128 Shlaim 2000, “Ariel Sharon’s Big Plan”: 395-400; Benziman 256.
129 Black and Morris 1991: 372.

130 Black and Morris 1994: 543-545.

131 Shlaim 2000: 413-415.
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n3 Ee|7|pyTa. C camoro Havana LUapOH npeanoYnTan CBOK Tak Ha3blBaeMyto «Onepauvlk) BonbLume CocHbI»
«Onepaunn ManeHbkne CoCHbI».127

Onepauusi «<bonbLune cocHbI» BKNtOYana B cebs BosBpalleHne OO ns /inBaHa B MlopaaHuio ¢
LeNblo CBepXeHUA XaLWVNMUTCKOM KOpOJ‘IEBCKOIZ ceMbW 1 CO34aHNA NanecTUHCKOro
rocyaapcrsa.<sup>128</sup> bnsk n Moppuc Nojg4yepkmBatoT, UTO MUHUCTP 060POHbI «C TeX Nop
AeiicTBOBaN 60/1€e OCTOPOXHO, PeAKO NO3BO/AA CBOUM KOJI/Ieram no kabnHeTy MUHUCTPOB yBUAETb
BCIO MOJIHOTY 3TUX MAeN».<sup>129</sup> 10 mas 1982 roga npeMbep-M1HUCTP BernH npeacrasun
KabMHeTy MUHUCTPOB COKPaLLIeHHYH0 BepCumio onepaLum «bonbLumne CoCHbl», KoTopyto LLlapoH
onucan Kak «orpaHnyeHHyto onepawyio». OH 1 BeruH xotenn y6eAnTb MUHUCTPOB, YTO 3TO
HanazeHvie NPoBOAMIOCK Mo 06pasLy «Onepauun «ManeHbKne COCHbI»».

MoBoAoM A/1 N3PanNbCKOro BOEHHOro BTOPXeHWUs B JIBaH NOCAYXWUN NHUWAEHT B
JloHpoHe B ntoHe 1982 roga. N3pannbcknin nocon B BennkobputaHum LLinomo Apros
(1929-2003) 6611 paHeH 1 TAXKEeN0 paHeH NnanecTUHLEM, Y1eHOM MATEXHOW
rpynnupoBkun Aby Hugans.,MUHUCTP 060poHbI LLapoH 1 npeMbep-MUHUCTP BernH
BBE/IN U3panabCKyto apMuto B JlneaH. bervH cocnancs Ha 6opbby € «TeppopucTaMmn»
KaK Ha Npu14YnHy BoeHHOW onepaumn. KabnHeT MUHUCTPOB 1, B KOHEYHOM UTOre, Takxe
KHeccer,B ToM uncne 1 co CTOPOHbI ONNo3nummn oT J1IeM60pUCTCKOM NapTUM NOA
pykoBogcTBoM LLInmoHa Mepeca n Nuxaka PabuHa, 3To npeanoxeHve He BCTPETUIO
HUKaKNX NPensATCTBUIA. Lienbio 661710 YHUUTOXEHNE MUHOMETHBIX 1 PaKeTHbIX
yctaHoBoK OOT, pa3meLLeHHbIX B 30He JOCAraeMoCcTy rainnencknx noceneHunin B
npegenax copoka KnioMeTpoBOVi 30HbI Ha tore JInBaHa.

LLlapoH roBopun o «ABaALaTM4YeTbipex4acoBoli» onepaumm, KoTopas AokHa 6blna
npuHectn «mup Fannnee».130 Mocne n3pannbCKoro BTopxkeHs B JIneaH Acup Apadat 1
OKONO OfMHHaALATK ThicaY 60eBrnkos OO 66111 3BaKympoBaHbl B TyHUC K aBrycty 1982
roga. Hauanacb nogroToBka K peanunsauum «bonbLioro nnaHa» LLapoHa no «HoBOMy
nopsaky» B JlInsaHe: M3pannb nomor 34-netHemy nngepy dananr bawmpy Jxemanento
(1947-1982) osepxaTb Nnobesy Ha Npe3nAeHTCKMX BbI6opax Npu NoasaepXKe BOEHHbIX.
CornacHo MBaHCKOM KOHCTUTYLUN, KaHAMAATY AN nobesbl HEOH6XOANMO BbIN0 NONYUNTL
ABe TPeTW rosI0CoB B Nap/aameHTe, Mo3TOMY MU3pansibckas OKKynauus nometlana
NpoTUBHMKaM Jxemarens oTaaTe CBOV ronoca.

23 aBrycta 1982 roga [xemaliens 6bin n3bpaH npesnaeHToM JSlIBaHa, NoNyynB NATbAECAT
CeMb ro/10COB U3 LWeCTUAECATI ABYX AeNeraTtos, KOTOPbIM yAanocb NpUCyTCTBOBaTh Ha Bblibopax.

Yxe 14 ceHT6ps 1982 roga oH 6b11 yoUT.<sup>131</sup> dckanaums bbina HensbexHa.
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and Sharon feared that the remaining PLO fighters could seize political power
in Beirut. He instructed the Israeli army to advance into West Beirut where the
PLO still held control. The Phalangists, meanwhile, intruded into the Palestinian
refugee camps of Sabra and Shatila in South Beirut to “purge them of hidden
terrorists.” From September 16 to 18, 1982, the Phalangists unleashed a massacre
of the Palestinians, all while in plain sight of the Israeli army. According to Israeli
reports, between seven hundred and eight hundred were killed, while Palestinian
sources estimated more than two thousand people slaughtered.’>

War Policy: A Social Political Consensus

When it comes to the question of military operations in the service of national
statehood or of security, what is important to remember is the fact this practice
traditionally enjoys social and political backing. For all Zionist parties of Israel,
war and national-state existence are intricately linked. This could particularly be
observed in the war of 1982, when for the first time in Israeli history a “right-wing
government” chose to go to war. All military operations carried out up to that
point — with the exception of the Litani operation of March 1978 — were decided
under the governments of the Mapai or Labor Party.

This time, the position of the Zionist Left was represented from the ranks of
the opposition. As leader of the Labor Party opposition, Shimon Peres defended
the invasion on June 8, 1982 — two days after the war had started —in the face
of a no-confidence vote made by the small Jewish-Arab Knesset parliamentary
group Hadash (“Democratic Front for Peace and Equality”) against Begin’s gov-
ernment and the war decision. Peres’ support helped secure Begin the majority
in the Knesset."*?

Why did Peres stand up for Begin in the no-confidence vote? And why does
the Zionist Left historiography cling to the hypothesis that Peres was “one of the
fiercest opponents of the 1982 invasion of Lebanon by the IDF”?*34

What has to be factored in here is that the Israeli Zionist Left has always
had an ambivalent understanding of the use of national-state violence. It deems
it absolutely essential for security — though security is exactly what it fails to
achieve, even endangering it instead. The escalation potential of the respective
missions is denied. Immediately after the invasion, Peres made statements to

132 Ibid. 416.
133 Maariv, June 9, 1982.
134 Ben-Simon 1997: 231.
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LLlapoH onacancs, 4Tto ocTaBLumecs 6oriLbl OOM MoryT 3axBaTuUTb MOANTUYECKYHO BAACTb B
BeripyTe. OH NprKkasan n3panabCKor apMnm NPoABMHYTECA B 3anagHblii belipyT, rae OOMN
BCe eLlie KOHTPOMPOBana cnTyauuto. Tem BpemeHeM GanaHrncTbl BTOPrancsL B
nanectTuHckme nareps bexeHues Cabpa v Latuna B KOXXHOM belipyTe, UTO6bI «OUNCTUTL KX
OT CKpbITbIX TeppopucToB». C 16 no 18 ceHTsI6pst 1982 roga ¢panaHrncTbl yCTPOUIN Pe3HI0
nanecTUHLEB, MpUYeM BCe 3TO MPONCXOAMI0 Ha BUAY Y N3pannbCko apmmm. Mo gaHHbIM
N3PpanibCKMX OTYETOB, 6bISI0 YOMTO OT CEMMCOT A0 BOCbMUCOT YesloBeK, a ManecTnHckmne

NCTOYHUKWM oLleHnnn Yyncno y6I/ITbIX 6onee yem B ABe Tbica4n YenoBek.132

BoeHHas noanTuka: COLI,MaanO-ﬂOnVITMHeCKMﬁ KOHCeHCcyC

Korpa peyb 3ax04MT O BOEHHbIX OMNepaLusax Ha cly>kbe HaLMoHanbHOM rocy;apcTBEHHOCT
1AM 6e30MacHOCTM, BaXXHO MOMHUTb, YTO 3Ta NPaKTLKa TPaANLIMOHHO MOJb3yeTcs
coumanbHOM 1 MOUTNYECKON NOoAAEPXKKON. NA BCeX CMOHNCTCKMX NapTuii Mspanns BoliHa
1 CyLLeCTBOBaHNE HaLMOHaNbHOrO rocyapCTBa TECHO CBA3aHbl. 3TO 0CO6EHHO XOPOLLO
nposiBUAOCh B BoMHe 1982 roaa, Koraa Brnepsble B uctopun M3panns «npasoe
NpaBUTENbCTBO» PELLWIO HayaTb BOVHY. Bce BoeHHble onepaumm, NpoBeseHHble 40 3TOro
MOMEHTA, 3a NCKAoYeHeM onepaumn B JInTaHu B MapTe 1978 roga, 6611 opraHn3oBaHbl
npaBuTeNbCTBaMU APYTUX cTpaH. Manaminn J1elibopucTckor napTumm.

Ha 3ToT pa3 no3uumnsi CUOHUCTCKMX NeBbIX 6blna NpeACTaBNeHa K3 PSAOB OnNno3uuun. byayun
NMAepoM onno3unLMoHHOW Paboyei naptun, LLnmoH Mepec 8 nioHa 1982 roga — vepes gBa AHS
nocne Havana BoViHbI — 3alLMLLAN BTOPXEHNE, HECMOTPSA Ha BOTYM He0Bepus, BbiIHECEHHbI
Heb0/bLUMM eBpelicko-apabcknM HaceneHnem. KHeccemapnameHTckas rpynnaxagatf«
«[leMoKpaTU4ecknii GpOHT 3a MMP 1 PaBEHCTBO» BbICTYMNan NPOTUB NpaBuTeNbCTBa bernHa u
peLueHuVs o BoliHe. Mogaepxka Mepeca nomorna bermHy noayunTb 60MbLLIMHCTBO B NapiameHTe.
KHeccer.133

Mouemy MNepec noaaepxan bervHa Bo Bpemsi BOTyMa HegoBepusi? U nouemy nctopuorpadus
CNOHUNCTCKUX NTEBbIX NPUAEPXKNBAETCA TMNOTE3bl O TOM, YTO I'Iepec 6bin «OAHNM U3 CaMbIX APOCTHbIX
NpoTUBHWKOB BTOPXeHMsA LUAXAS B JInsaH B 1982 roay»?134

3/ecb HEOB6XOAVMO YUNTLIBATL, UTO M3PanabCKMe CMOHUCTCKUE NeBble BCerja nMmenm
[BOCTBEHHOE OTHOLLEHME K MPUMEHEHWNIO HAaCUNSA B PaMKax HaLMOHaibHOro rocyaapcrea. OHm
CYMTAOT ero abCoNtoTHO HEOBXOANMbBIM 4151 6e30MaCHOCTM, XOTS IMEHHO 6€30MacHOCTU OHU U He
JLOCTWratoT, a, HA06oPOT, CTaBAT NOA yrpo3y. MNoTeHUMan 3ckanaumm CooTBETCTBYHOLLMX OnepaLuii

oTpuuaetca. Cpasy nocsie BTopxeHus Mepec caenan 3asBneHus...

132Tam xe, 416.
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the press about the war that seemed irresolute and scattered. He did not really
give the impression that he belonged to the great proponents of the war. This
awkward stance shows an ambivalent attitude towards the use of violence: Peres
supported the war de facto, but would not be frank about it.

Newspaper headlines testify to this fact: “Peres and Rabin Demand: No Strife
with Syria”'**; “Please not Another West Bank”*3¢; “Peres: [Begin’s] Government
Will Have a Reckoning After the Days of Mourning [for the fallen Israelis] and
the Return of the Soldiers”®*”; “Israeli Invasion into West Beirut Could Become
a Historic Mistake”*3%; “The Invasion into West Beirut Will Come at a High Price,
Although the Temptation is Great [to invade West-Beirut]”**°; “Peres Asks: Why
was the Bombing of Beirut Necessary?”4°,

On the occasion of the Lebanon War, Peres himself penned an article enti-
tled, “For the Political Path.”*** Then, shortly after the massacre committed by
the Phalangists against Palestinians in Sabra and Shatila on September 16 to 18,
1982, he published the newspaper article “Public Squares and Bulldozers — But
No Way Out.”4

Clearly, Israel’s war objective was the expulsion of the PLO from Lebanon.
Peres stressed that this was not only in the interests of Israel but also for the
benefit of Lebanon. He said that the IDF acted in the interest of the Lebanese gov-
ernment that “knows [...] that the destruction of Beirut did not start with the inva-
sion of the Israeli army, but has rather been going on [...] since 1975 on account of
the Syrians and the PLO.”'

Thus, in Peres’ argumentation the war is a positive force which helps elimi-
nate injustice in Lebanon. According to Peres, “the Muslim inhabitants of Beirut”
would be wise to wish for the expulsion of the “PLO terrorists,” even if at this
point in time they still feel represented by them. He attributes their support of the
PLO to a “lack of judgment” keeping them from recognizing that “the PLO ulti-
mately has no one to blame but itself for their bitter fate.” In Peres’ interpretation
the Israeli army is even rendering the Palestinians in Beirut an important service.

135 Maariv, June 8, 1982.

136 Al Hamishmar, June 11, 1982.
137 Haaretz, June 16, 1982.

138 Maariv, June 29, 1982.

139 Davar, June 24, 1982.

140 Maariv, July 26, 1982.

141 Haaretz, July 30, 1982.

142 Maariv, September 26, 1982.
143 Haaretz, July 30, 1982.
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Mpecca, ocBellaBLLas BOMHY, Ka3anacb HepeLlnTeIbHOl 1 pa3po3HeHHOW. OH He NPOV3BOANN
BreyaT/IeHVsi YeNoBeKa, NMPUHAANEXALLEro K YNCY raBHbIX CTOPOHHMKOB BOViHbI. 3Ta
HeyBepeHHasa no3nuna CBNAETENbCTBYET O ABOIZCTBEHHOM OTHOLUEHUN K NTPUMEHEHUIO HAaCUNNA:
Mepec noaaepXXrBan BOVHY.4e-¢akToHO He cTan 6bl FOBOPUTL 06 3TOM OTKPOBEHHO.

3aronoBKky raseT CBUAETENbCTBYIOT 06 3TOM dakTe: «[epec 1 PabriH TpebyroT: HUKaKMX
KOHGAMKTOB € Cnpueli»135; «MoxanyiicTa, TONbKO He eLle oAVH 3anaiHbli 6eper»136; «Mepec:
[MpaBuTenbcTBO BernHal CToNKHETCA ¢ pacnaaTo nocne gHen Tpaypa [No naBLMM M3panabTaHaMm]
1 BO3BpaLleHuns congat»137; «BTopxeHune M3panns B 3anagHbli belipyT MoXeT cTaTb
MCTOpUYecKoi owmnbKo»138; «BTopxkeHne B 3anagHbili BepyT oboligeTca Aoporo, XoTs
VCKyLLIeHMe BENNKO [BTOPrHYTbCA B 3anagHblli beripyT]»139; «Mepec cnpalunBaeT: 3a4em 6bina
Heobxognma bombapanpoBka belipyTta?»140.

B cBA3m ¢ J/lInBaHCKo BOMHOV cam Mepec Hanwvcan cTaTbio NO4 HasBaHVEM
«3a nonnTnyecknin NnyTe»141 3atem, BCKope nocsie pesHu, CoBepLUeHHON
danaHrnctamm NpoTmB nanectnHues B Cabpe n LaTtune c 16 no 18 ceHTa6psa 1982
roga, oH onybaunkoBan B rasete cTaTbto «[lnowaam v 6ynbho3epbl - HO BbIXOAa
HeT»142

OueBNAHO, YTO LieNbto BOVHbI V3panns 6bino n3rHaHve OOIM u3 JluBaHa.
I'Iepec noa4YepkKHyn, 4To 3TO 6bIN0 He TO/IbKO B MHTEpecax l/|3pamn9|, HO 1 Ha 6naro
NneaHa. OH ckasan, uto Apmust 060poHbI Vi3panns geicTBoBana B MHTepecax
NINBAHCKOrO NMpaBUTeNbCTBA, KOTOPOe «3HaeT [...] UTo pa3spyLeHue BelipyTa
Ha4anocb He C BTOPXEHMS N3panibCkon apMuu, a npogoskanocs [...] ¢ 1975 roga
n3-3a cnpuiites n OOMM».143

Taknm 06pa3om, B aprymeHTaLuu Mepeca BoiHa paccMaTprBaeTcs Kak MO3UTUBHas C1na,
CI'IOCO6CTByI'0LLI,aF| YyCTpaHeHnto HecnpaBeainBoCcTn B JlneaHe. o MHeHuIo I'Iepeca, «MyCyNlbMaHCKne
Xutenu beripyTta» noctynuau 6bl Myapo, eciuv bbl Xkenanu nsrHaHus «teppopuctos OOMM», fgaxe ecan Ha
AaHHbII7I MOMEHT OHW BCEe eLle YyBCTBYHT, UTO UX MHTEpPEChl NPeACTaBNAT UMEHHO OHW. OH 06bACHSAET UX
noAAepPXKY oon «OTCYTCTBMEM 34pPaBOro CMbiCNa», MelarLWwmm UM NMpr3HaTb, YTO «B KOHEYHOM UTOre
OO He BMHOBATa HX B KOM, KpOMe cebsi CaMOA, B CBOe ropbKoii yyacTu». B uHTepnpetauum Mepeca

V3pansibckas apMust axke okasblBaeT NanecTvHUam B beripyTe BaxHy0 yciyry.

135Maapue8 noHa 1982 roga. 136A/16-
Xamuwmap11 vioHs 1982 ropa. 137
Xaaper{16 vioHsa 1982 roaa. 138 Maapus
29 nioHa 1982 roaa. 1394asap24 nioHsa
1982 roga. 140Maapus26 nons 1982
roga. 141 Xaaper30 nona 1982 roga. 142
Maapuns26 ceHTabpsa 1982 roga. 143
Xaaper30 nions 1982 roga.
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On July 30, 1982, the very day that the UN Security Council called on Israel
to cease their siege of Beirut so its people could be supplied with food and med-
icine, Peres conveyed the events as if the IDF was actually doing a good deed in
Lebanon - and quite obviously he actually perceived it this way.'** Another war
objective which Peres mentions is the election of a new president in Lebanon:

It would be naive to think that all the [Israeli] efforts in Beirut [...] had the removal of ter-
rorists as their only goal. Another aim - an enormously important one in my assessment
— is the formation of a Lebanese government, or rather the election of the next president
of Lebanon, [...] and that without foreign intervention. Therefore, the removal of terrorists
is not a goal in itself, but rather an important means for helping Lebanon sort itself out.**>

This is not the first time that Peres espouses the view that Israel has the right to
exert influence on the formation of new governments in its neighboring coun-
tries. Already in the Sinai-Suez Campaign of 1956, one of the goals was to remove
the Egyptian president from office. And also when riots broke out in Jordan in
1963, Peres suggested to Ben-Gurion that in the event of King Hussein (1935-1999)
being overthrown, Israel should “appoint an Israeli Arab in his stead.”4¢

In 1982, Peres stressed that the election of a new Lebanese head of state was
to take place “without foreign intervention.” Was he aware of the inconsistency of
his statements? Perhaps in his mind the Israeli army was so positively connoted
that he would never refer to its actions as a “foreign intervention.” Or maybe he
was of the opinion that Israel’s intervention on the grounds of their alliance with
the Lebanese Christians — a group belonging to the ruling stratums in the country
— was in some way nothing more than helping them help themselves. What is
certain though is that his focus was solely on Israeli interests, which in 1982 were
to be preserved by a military invasion of the neighboring country. Even as he stuck
to diplomatic rhetoric, what can be gathered from the article is that he regards the
military as an essential instrument in the shaping of regional politics.™*’

So what position did Peres take towards Sharon’s actual war aim, namely the
solution of the Palestinian question in Jordan? Sharon’s plan provided the expul-
sion of the PLO leadership into Jordan, where they were to establish a state. The

144 On August 1, 1982, the IDF seized Beirut International Airport and bombarded the southern
parts of the city. On August 4, 1982, western Beirut also fell into Israeli hands. Gal and Hammer-
man 2002: 14-15.

145 Peres 1982.

146 Segev 2005: 200.

147 Peres 1982.
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30 ntonsa 1982 ropaa, B TOT camblii feHb, korga CoseT BesonacHoct OOH npussan Mspannb
npekpaTuTb ocagy belipyTa, UTOObI 06ecneynTb HaceneHve MPOAOBONBLCTBMEM U MeAnKaMeHTamu, Mepec
npenoaHec cobbITns Tak, 6yaTo Apmns 060poHbI V3panns aeiicTBUTeNbHO coBepLuana 4obpoe Aeno B
JlnBaHe - 1 COBEPLUEHHO OYEBUAHO, YTO OH AeCTBUTENIbHO TakK 3TO BOCNPUHUMan.<sup>144</sup> Ewe

OJ4Ha BOeHHasa uesib, KOTOPYH ynoMuHaeT Hepec, -3T0 VI36paHVIE HOBOro npesnjeHTa B JlnsaHe:

Bb1n0 6bI HAMBHO NonaraTk, YTo BCe ycunus [V3panns] B beipyTe [...] 6biAn HanpasieHs!

VCKNIOYNTENBHO Ha yCTpaHeHne TeppopucToB. Jlpyras Le/b - Upe3BblyaiHO BaXHas, Ha MO B3rnaj.
- 370 popMMPOBaHME NNBAHCKOTO NPaBUTENLCTBA, UK, CKopee, U36paHue ciejyloLLero NpesvaeHTa JlviBaHa,
[...] 1 3T0 6€3 MHOCTPaHHOrO BMeLLaTeNbCTBa. [03TOMY ycTpaHeHVie TepPOPUCTOB He SBASETCA CaMOLeNbIo, a

cKopee BaXXHbIM CPeACTBOM A/1si TOro, UTO6bI MOMOYb JInBaHy HaBecTu nopsgok.145

3To He MepBbIli cyyali, koraa lNepec BbiCkasbiBaeT MHeHMe 0 TOM, 4To V3pannb nmeet
npaBo OKa3blBaTb B/VSAHME Ha GOPMIMPOBAHME HOBbIX MPaBUTENbCTB B COCEAHUX CTPaHaX.
Yxe Bo BpeMsi CnHaricko-CyaLkori kamnaHum 1956 roga oAHOM 13 Lieneli 6b110 cmeLleHne
ervneTckoro npesnjeHTa ¢ 4o/KHOCTU. A Takxe, KorAa B 1963 rogy B MlopaaHun BCMbIXHY AN
6ecnopsigku, Mepec npegnoxun beH-FyproHy, 4To B clyyae cBepXeHUst Koposnst XyceiHa
(1935-1999) N3pannb AoMKEH «HAa3HAYNTb Ha ero MecTo N3panabCKoro apaba».146

B 1982 rogy Mepec nogyepkHy, Y4TO BbIGOPbI HOBOrO IMBAHCKOrO r1aBbl FOCYAapCTBa AO/KHbI
COCTOATLCS «6€3 MHOCTPAaHHOro0 BMeLLaTeNbCTBa». OCO3HaBan I OH NPOTVMBOPEYMBOCTL CBOMX
3a8BNeHNn? BO3MOXHO, B ero npeAcTaBaeHM N3panibCckas apMmsa BOCNPUHMManacb HacToNbKO
NO3UTUBHO, YTO OH HMKOrAa 6bl He Ha3Ban eé JeliCTBUA «MHOCTPAHHbLIM BMeLLaTeNbCTBOMY. Vnn,
MOXeT 6blITb, OH CUMUTAs, YTO BMeLLaTeNbCTBO M3panns 0byca0BAEHO ero CO30M C IMBAHCKMMM
XpUCTUaHaMU - FPYNMOWA, NpVHaznexalleli K MpaBaLM CI0AM HaceNeHNs CTPaHsbl.
- B HEKOTOPOM CMbIC/Ne 3TO 6b1/10 He YeM UHbIM, Kak nomMoLbo UM CaMnm cebe. Op,HaKO HeCOMHEeHHO TO,
UTO ero BHYMaHwe 66110 COCPEeAOTOYEHO NCKNHYNTENIBHO Ha N3PanNNbCKNX NHTEpecax, KoTopble B 1982
rogy AO/DKHbI 6b111 6bITb 3awmuieHbl BOEHHbIM BTOPXEHWEM B COCEAHIOKO CTPaHy. Jaxe npnaepxnseascb
,qmnnomamqecmf/’l PUTOPUKU, N3 CTaTbW MOXHO CAeNaTb BbIBOA, YTO OH pacCMaTpUBaET BOEHHbIX Kak
BaXHENLINA NHCTPYMEHT B $OPMMPOBAHNN PErMOHANBHON NONNTUKN. 147

ntak, Kakyr nosnumnio 3aHan I'Iepec MO OTHOLUEHNIO K peaan0|7| uenn BOViHbI LUapOHa, a MIMeHHO K
peLLeHnio NanecTUHCKOro sonpoca B MlopaaHuun? MNaax LapoHa npegycmaTpmsBan nsrHaHne pykoBoACTBa

OO B MlopaaHuio, rae OHM JOJXHbI BbINN CO34aTh COBCTBEHHOE rOCyAapCTBO.

1441 asrycTa 1982 roaa Apmuisi 060poHbI Vi3pannia 3axeaTuia MexayHapoaHbIi asponopT belipyTa u noasepria
6ombapavpoBKe KXHbIe paiioHbl ropoga. 4 asrycta 1982 roga 3anagHas YacTk belipyTa Takxe nepewna B pyku Mspawns. Fan
v XammepmaH 2002: 14-15.

145Mepec 1982.

146Ceres 2005: 200.

147MNepec 1982.
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international pressure on Israel to withdraw from Palestinian territories would
then subside, or so was the hope.

On the Israeli Right this plan was known by the slogan “Jordan is Pales-
tine.”**® But Sharon did not say what was to happen with the Palestinians living
in Eretz Israel/Palestine, should his plan be successful. Would they have to move
to Jordan? At any event, Sharon did not believe that Israeli military occupation
could be kept up for long in the Palestinian zones. And giving up any territories
was completely out of the question.

It also remained unclear by which means Sharon intended to secure the
consent of the PLO and the Jordanian Royal Family. Even if Arafat should coop-
erate, it was to be expected that the realization of the plan would result in con-
siderable tensions at the Israeli-Jordanian border.’*® At the time Peres penned his
article on the “political path,” Sharon’s plan had not yet been made public. For
this reason the leader of the opposition had to be very cautious in taking up a
clear position regarding the connection between the Palestinian question and the
war in Lebanon, and so he took refuge in coded language:

I don’t see in the future any Israeli mandate based on which anybody can decide in Israel’s
name to force a withdrawal from the territories of 1967, to divide Jerusalem and to create a
Palestinian state. This state would attempt to sometimes unsettle Israel, sometimes to rule
Jordan. Especially since we have a much more convincing alternative, namely to negotiate
with elected representatives of the territories and with Jordan. With this in mind, it is unfor-
tunate that the European initiative seeks to adjust the [UN] resolutions 242 and 338 to PLO
caprices. Resolutions such as 242 and 338 could be revoked, but it is unlikely that an accept-
able alternative can be found for the Arab as well as the Israeli side. [...] Thus, the European
intervention not only complicates American mediation, but also adds unnecessary fuel to
the fire of the PLO’s wishes.**°

Peres is careful to not directly link the war to the Palestinian question or Sharon’s
suggestion for a solution. Like Sharon, he disapproved of UN Resolutions 242 and
338. He was critical of the supporters of these motions, such as the European
Union. The said resolutions stipulated an Israeli withdrawal from Palestinian
territories, and this is exactly what Peres tried to avert in 1982. But he does not
discuss in how far the expulsion of the PLO from Lebanon serves this territorial
interest. He also ignores the nexus between this war in Lebanon and his solu-

148 Landau 2015: 195 seq.
149 Shlaim 2000: 412.
150 Peres 1982.
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Tor,qa MeXAyHapojHoe AaBneHune Ha |/|3paW'Ib C uenbto BbiBOAA BOWCK C ManecTUHCKNX TeppMTOpMﬁ ocnabHer, unu,
no kpaliHeli Mepe, Ha 3To 6bina Hagexaa.

B 13pannbckmx Npasbix 3TOT MaaH 6bln M3BECTeH Mo I03YHroM «opaaHna — 310
ManecTnHa».148 Ho LLlapoH He cka3as, YTo JO/KHO MPON30NTY C NanecTuHLamu,
npoXxmsatoLWmmu B3pey V3pansisllanectnHa, ecnv ero njiaH okaxeTcs ycnewHbiM. MNpugérca
v M nepebpaTtbesa B VlopgaHuio? B ntobom cnyyae, LLlapoH He Bepus, YTO n3pannbekas
BOEHHas OKKyMnawuusa NanecTMHCKNX TeppUTOpPUI MOXeT NPOoA0IXKaTbCA AOAr0. A 0TKas oT
Kaknx-1mbo TeppuUTOpUiA Bbl1 COBEPLUEHHO NCKIHOYEH.

Takxe ocTaBanocb HeACHbIM, KakM o6pa3om LLlapoH HamepeBancs 3apyunTbCs
cornacviem OOl 1 nopAaHCKol KoponeBckon ceMbi. Jlaxe eciv 66l ApadaT coTpyaHuyan,
CnejoBasno OXnAaTh, YTO peanvsauus nnaHa npuseAeT K 3HaUNTEeNbHON HaNPsXKeHHOCTU Ha
N3pannbCKO-MOpAAHCKOM rpaHuLe.149 Ha MOMeHT HanmncaHws MNepecom cBoel cTaTby O
«MOINTUYECKOM MyTW» NnaH LLlapoHa elle He 6611 06HapogoBaH. 1o 3Tol NpuynHe nuaepy
OMNMNo3NLMN NPUXOANIOCE NPOSBASATE 60/bLLYHO OCTOPOXHOCTb, 3aHVMas YeTKYH0 MO3ULMI0
OTHOCUTE/NIBHO CBA3M ManecTMHCKOro Bonpoca ¢ BOMHOW B J/InBaHe, 1 MO3TOMY OH NpuberHyn

K 3aByanmpoBaHHOMY A3bIKY:

51 He BUXXY B ByAyLLEM HMKAKOro M3pannbCkoro MaHAaTa, Ha OCHOBaHMM KOTOPOro KTO-M60 MOr 6bl OT UMeHH
W3panns NpuHATL peLleHre o NPUHYAUTENBHOM BbIBOAE BOICK C TeppuTOopuii 1967 roaa, pasaene
Vepycanuma v co3gaHnumn NanecTMHCKOro rocyaapcrtaa. 3To rocyaapcTso 6yAeT NbiTaTbCs MHOMAa
JecTabunmsnposaTk V3paune, nHorAa ynpasasTb MopaaHueid. Tem 6onee 4To y Hac ecTb ropasgo 6onee
ybeauTenbHas anbTepHaTVBa, @ UMEHHO NeperoBopbl C N36pPaHHLIMU NPeACTaBUTENSMUN TEPPUTOPUIA 1 C
MOpAaHMeVI, YuunTtbiBas 370, I'IpVICKOp6HO, 4yTo esponeMCKaﬂ MHUUMAaTMBa CTPEMUTCA NOACTPOUTL pe3oounn
[OOH] 242 1 338 nog kanpwusbl OOT. Pe3ontoumu, nogobHble 242 1 338, MOTyT 6bITb OTMEHEHbI, HO
ManoBepOsTHO, YTO ByAeT HallieHa Npremnemas anbTepHaTVBa Kak A1t apabCkoid, Tak 1 ANs U3panibCKoii
CTOPOHBI. [...] Taknm 06pa3om, eBporneiickoe BMeLLaTeNbCTBO He TOIbKO OCNOXHSAET aMmeprKaHcKoe

NnocpeHNYecTBo, HO U NOANNBAET Mac/a B OroHb XenaHuin O0MM.150

Mepec cTapaeTcs He CBA3bIBaTb BOVHY HAaNpsAMYyO € MafieCTUHCKUM BONPOCOM Un
npeasoxeHvem LLlapoHa no ero pelueHuto. Kak u LLlapoH, oH He og06psan pesontoumn OOH
242 1 338. OH KPUTNKOBAJT CTOPOHHNKOB 3TUX PE30JIOLMIA, Taknx Kak EBponerickunii cotos.
YKasaHHble pe3osiiouun npeaycMaTprBav BbIBOA N3PanabCKNX BOWCK C NaneCTUHCKMNX
TeppUTOPWNIA, N UMeHHO 3Toro Mepec NbiTanca n3bexatb B 1982 rogy. Ho oH He obcyxaaeT, B
KaKkoW cteneHn nsrHaHve OOMM m3 JIuBaHa CNYXUT 3TUM TeppuTopUanbHbIM MHTepecaM. OH

Takxe NrHopUpYeT CBA3b MeX/AY 3Tol BOWHO B JInBaHe neropacTBop-

148/1aHpay 2015: 195 cek.
149LlLnanm 2000: 412. 150
Mepec 1982.
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tion of the Palestinian question, at the same time remaining unclear whether he
would even support the idea of a Palestinian state in Jordan.

But Peres does clearly express his actual goal: No Israeli withdrawal from the
Palestinian territories. Even as he has little to offer by way of a concrete sugges-
tion regarding the solution of the Palestinian issue, his concluding sentence does
reveal something about the unspoken connection between the war in Lebanon
and the Palestinian question:

The Israeli army has fulfilled the immediate mission of liberating northern Israel from PLO
terrorism. The time has now come for great politics: for the liberation of Lebanon from the
Gordian knot of its uninvited guests and for the comprehensive solution of the Palestine
question, and namely by peaceful means.**

Three years after the commencement of the war, the Israeli army partially with-
drew from Lebanon. This was pushed through by Prime Minister Peres in early
1985, against the resistance of the Likud coalition partner in the cabinet. In the
retreat plan presented by Minister of Defense Yitzhak Rabin, a gradual pullout
from the country was provided, wherein a “narrow security zone” in South
Lebanon along the Israeli-Lebanese border was to remain under the control of
the Israeli army; notably in cooperation with the army of South Lebanon under
the command of General Antoine Lahad (1927-2015).1%2

This plan was carried out by June of 1985. The “security zone,” as it is called
in Israeli parlance — a military occupation from the Lebanese point of view —, de
facto meant a continuation of the Lebanon War. The Islamic-Lebanese organiza-
tion Hezbollah, which was founded in the wake of the Israeli invasion and was
financially and ideologically supported by Iran, took up a guerrilla war against
the Israeli occupation of South Lebanon. After eighteen years of relentless fight-
ing, it managed to force Israel into a so-called “unilateral retreat” from Lebanon.
In the year 2000, Prime Minister Ehud Barak (1942-), leader of the Labor Party,
followed through with a full withdrawal from the region against vehement pro-
tests from the leadership of the Israeli army.”? Up to this point, skirmishes had
been occurring regularly in the “security zone.” One of these military missions
had been approved in the spring of 1996 by Peres himself during his second term
in office as prime minister.

151 Ibid.
152 Shlaim 2000: 427.
153 Pedezur 2006.
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OH He TONbKO He yAenaeT A0/KHOIMo BHMMaHMA NasieCTUHCKOMY BOMNPOCY, HO U HEACHO, MNOAAEPXNT
nn BOO6LIJ,e nAaer co3jaHnAa NanecTNHCKOro rocyaapcrea B |/|Op,anI/II/1.

OgHako lMepec ACHO BblpaxaeT CBOK UCTUHHYHO Lie/ib: He AOMyCTUTb BbIBOAA
N3PannbCKMX BOMCK C MaNecTUHCKMX TePPUTOPUIA. XOTSH OH 1 He MOXeT
NPeANOXNTb HAYEro KOHKPETHOTO B KayecTBe peLleHns NanecTMHCKON
npo6siemsbl, ero 3akntounTensHas ¢pasa packpbiBaeT HErnacHyo CBA3b MeXAy
BOWHOV B JInBaHe 1 NanecTUHCKNM BOMPOCOM:

M3paunnbckas apMuisi BbIMOTHWA CBOO NEPBOOYEPeHYHO 3a4a4y — 0CBOBGOXAEHME CEBEPHOTO
M3paunsi ot Teppopursma OOr. Tenepb HacTano BpeMsi A/1st BaXKHbIX MOAUTUYECKMX PeLLeHNIA:
0cBoboXAeHMs JIBaHa OT ropAvieBa y3/1a He3BaHbIX rocTeli 1 BceobbeMoLLero peLleHus

NanecTUHCKOro Bonpoca, 1, B 4aCTHOCTU, MUPHbLIMU cpeacTBaMun. 151

CnycTs TpY roga nocse Havana BOViHbI M3panibCkas apMUsi YaCTUYHO BbiBeNa Boicka 13 JlnBaHa.
370 pelueHne 66110 NPUHATO NpeMbep-MUHUCTPOM Mepecom B Hayane 1985 roga Bonpekun
COMPOTUBEHWNIO N3PanNbCKNX BONCK./Tuky4llapTHep No Koannumnmn B kabrHeTe MUHUCTPOB. B
nnaHe BbIBOAA BOWCK, NPeACcTaB/IeHHOM MUHUCTPOM 060pOHbI MLxakom PabrHowMm,
npeaycMaTpuBancsa NocTeneHHbl BbIBOA BOWCK U3 CTPaHbI, MPU KOTOPOM «y3Kasi 30Ha
6e3onacHocTM» B FOXXHOM JInBaHe BAOb N3PannbCKO-NMBAHCKOM rpaHuLbl 40MKHa bblia
0CTaBaTbCs N0 KOHTPOeM N3PannbCkoil apMuKn, B HacTHOCTW, B COTPYAHMYECTBE C apMueit
HOxHoro JlInsaHa nog KomaHAoBaHMeM reHepana AHTyaHa Jlaxaga (1927-2015).152

3TOT NNaH 6bin peannsoBaH K NoHO 1985 roga. «30Ha 6e30MacHOCTU», Kak eé HasbiBaloT
B V3PanbCKO TEPMUHONOTNN (C IMBAHCKOM TOUKW 3pEeHNS], 3TO BOEHHasa OKKyrnauus),ge-
$akToITO 03HaYaN0 NPOAOKEHME NNBAHCKOW BOWMHbI. MIcIamMCcKo-n1BaHCKas opraHmnsaums
«Xe360/11a», OCHOBaHHasA NMoc/e N3panabCKOro BTOPXXeHWs 1 nosyyaBLlas GUHaAHCOBYIO U
MAE0N0rNYecKyo NoaaepXky oT VMipaHa, Hauyana NnapTU3aHCKy BOMHY NMPOTUB U3PanibCKomi
okkynauum KOxHoro JinsaHa. Mocne BoceMHagLaTV NeT HenpekpaLlaLwmxcs 6oes el
YAanoch BbIHYAUTb V3panb K Tak Ha3biBa@MOMY «OHOCTOPOHHEMY OTCTYMNEHUIO» U3
JnBaHa. B 2000 rogy npembep-MUHNUCTP Ixyg bapak (1942-), nuaep fleibopuctckoii naptum,
OCYLLLeCTBW/I NOJIHBIN BbIBOA BOWCK N3 PErnmoHa, HECMOTPS Ha IPOCTHbIE MPOTeCTbl
PYKOBOACTBA M3panibCko apMmnn.153 [lo 3Toro MOMeHTa B «30He 6@30MacHOCTU» PeryisapHo
NMPONCXOANAN CTONKHOBEHUSA. OfHa 13 TakMX BOEHHbIX MUCCUTA Bbl1a ogobpeHa BecHol 1996

roza camvm lNepecom BO BpeMsi ero BTOPOro cpoka Ha rnocty npeMmbep-MmuHucTpa.

151Tam xe.
152LLnanm 2000: 427.
153Mepesyp 2006.



136 —— 4 Israel’s War Policy in the Service of Zionist Israel

The Escalation Potential of the “Security Zone” in
South Lebanon

Peres’ contribution as prime minister in 1984 to 1986 towards containing the
damage created by the Lebanon War led by the Likud government is generally
viewed as a positive one.” However, what is not properly taken into account in
this context is that the plan he pushed through in 1985 provided only a partial
withdrawal. He kept holding on to the “security zone.” In 1984, when he was
still leader of the opposition, Peres delineated his security-political solution for
the ongoing war in the neighboring country in his article “Lebanon — A Different
Policy.”**

Even though according to the article Israeli troops were to withdraw from the
greater part of the country, Israel’s military dominance was still to be kept up.
Peres wanted that “the [Israeli] Air Force continues flying in the sky over Lebanon
and the [Israeli] navy keeps patrolling its coasts. The armed forces [of the Israeli
allies under the leadership] of Haddad [Major Saad Haddad (1936-1984), prede-
cessor of General Antoine Lahad] shall also be bolstered to protect as a regular
force the villages in South Lebanon from the return of the terrorists.” Basically,
Israel would “regard South Lebanon as flexible territory.”*>®

As Peres goes on to explain: “As long as this [region] is free of terrorists,
the IDF will not interfere. But if they [the terrorists] entrench themselves there
[in South Lebanon], the IDF will [have to] cross the border for a limited time to
chase them out.” Peres claims that the security of Israel can be guaranteed by
his defense strategy, even without “the IDF having to act on foreign territory.” In
order to clear up any misconceptions, the leader of the Labor Party stressed that
the Israeli army was “a defense force, by no means an occupying army,” so there
would be “no real occupation” in South Lebanon.™

Based on this plan of “active defense from outside,” the “security zone” was
finally firmly established. It would determine Israel’s Lebanon policy up until May
of 2000. The fighting in the “security zone,” led with varying intensity, became
routine in the course of the years. But the situation escalated in July of 1993 when
Hezbollah combatants killed six Israeli soldiers. The government of the Labor
Party under Prime Minister and Minister of Defense Yitzhak Rabin launched a
military operation that was put into action on July 25, 1993, under the name of

154 Shlaim 2000: 427-428; Azoulay-Katz 1996: 122-123.
155 Hadashot, March 4, 1984.

156 Ibid.

157 Ibid.
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MoTeHuMan ackanaumm KOHPANKTa B «30He 6e3onacHoCcTU»

Ha tore J/InuBaHa

Bknag Mepeca B kauecTBe NpeMbep-MUHUCTPa B 1984-1986 rogax B cMAryeHve NocieAcTBui
NIVIBaHCKOV BOWHbI, BO3rNaBnsieMo.../Inky 4N paBUTeNbLCTBO B Lie/IOM BOCMIPUHNMAETCS Kak
no3nTMBHLIV pakTop.154 OAHAKO B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE He yUnTbiBaeTcs TOT GaKT, YTo NiaH,
KOTOpbI OH NpoABMHYA B 1985 rogy, npesycMatpusan ANLLb YaCTUYHbIA OTCTyNAeHne. OH
npoAo/Kan yaepXxmBaTb «30Hy 6e3onacHocTu». B 1984 rogy, Korga oH eLe 6bi1 Angepom
onno3uuymn, Nepec N3NOXMNI CBOE NOANTUYECKOE peLleHne B OTHOLLEHUN MPpOoAosixKatoLerics

BOViHbI B COCeAiHeli CTpaHe B CBoel cTaTbe «J/1MBaH - Apyras noanTmnka».155

HecmoTps Ha To, UTO, COrnacHo cTaTbe, N3pauibCkre BONCKa A0MKHbI Obiv 6biTb BbiBEAEHbI
13 60oAbLLEN YacTW CTPaHbl, BOEHHOEe NPeBOCXOACTBO M3panns JomKHO 6bin0 coxpaHsaTbes. Mepec
xoTen, 4tobbl «BBC [M3panns] npogonxkanm netate B Hebe Haj J/InBaHOM, a BOEHHO-MOPCKOV GpnoT
[W3pauns] npogonxan NaTpynmposaThb ero nobepexnse. BoopyxeHHble cuibl [M3panibCkmx
COO3HVKOB MoJ pykoBOACTBOM] Xaasasa [Mariopa Caasa Xaasasa (1936-1984), npealiectBeHHMKa
reHepana AHTyaHa Jlaxaga] Takxe A0/KHbI ObITb YyCUNEHbI 415 3aLLNTbI B Ka4eCTBe PerynsipHbIX
BOWCK flepeBeHb B KOXHOM JIBaHe OT BO3BpaLLleHVsi TeppopucToB». Mo cyTn, M3paunk AoxkeH 6bin
«paccmaTpuBaTh FOXHbIV JIBaH Kak rMbKyo TeppuTopuio».156

Kak ganee nosicHsieT Mepec: «loka 3ToT [pernoH] ceoboaeH oT TeppopuctoB, LUAXA/ He
6yaeT BMelLMBaTbCsA. Ho ecnmn oHu [TeppopurcTbl] 3akpensTcsa Tam [B FOxXHoM JInBaHe], LIAXA
[NpuaéTca] Ha orpaHNYeHHoe BpeMs nepeceydb rpaHuLly, YTobbl BbITECHUTL UX». MNepec
YTBEPX/AAET, UTO ero 060pOoHHas CTpaTerns MOXeT rapaHTMpoBaTh 6e30nacHoOCTb M3pauns,
faxe 6e3 «gencTBuii LAXAST Ha MHOCTPaHHOW TeppuTOpUM». YTOOLI pa3BesiTh tobble
3abnyxaeHus, nngep J1eibopucTCcKon NapTUmM NOAYEPKHY/, UTO N3PanIbCKas apMust
ABNSETCH «BOOPY>KEHHOW CUION, @ He OKKYMaLVNOHHOM apMueit», MO3TOMY «HacTosiLLel
okKynauum» B FOXXHOM JluBaHe He 6yaeT.157

Ha ocHoBe 3TOro nnaHa «akTVBHOW 060POHbI U3BHE» Bbl1a OKOHYaTE/IbHO CO3/aHa «30Ha
6e3onacHocTM». OHa onpegensna NoAanTuky Mapannsa B otTHoeHn SlnBaHa Ao masi 2000 roga. boun
B «30HE 6630I'IaCHOCTI/I», BeBLUMeca c pasnquoﬁ WHTEHCMBHOCTbLH, CO BpeEMEHeEM CTann 06bIYHbBIM
ABneHneM. Ho cntyaums oboctpunace B uone 1993 roga, Korga 60eBukmn «Xe36onnbi» younm
LIecTepbix N3paunbCckmx congart. MpaBuTenscTBo Paboyeii napTum Noj pykoBOACTBOM Npembep-
MUHUCTPa M MUHWCTPa 060pOHBbI MLixaka PabriHa Hayano BOEHHYO onepawmio, koTopas 6bina

npuseseHa B Agenictere 25 nons 1993 roga nogj HasBaHMEM...

154LLInaiim 2000: 427-428; Asynaii-Kau, 1996: 122-123. 155
Xagawotd mapTta 1984 roga. 156Tam xe.

157Tam xe.
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“Payback.” The IDF, under Chief of General Staff Ehud Barak, bombarded vil-
lages in South Lebanon. The goal was to make the inhabitants of the villages flee
north and put the Lebanese government under pressure to disarm Hezbollah. By
the ceasefire of July 31, 1993, approximately 300,000 South-Lebanese had fled
their homes. One hundred and eighteen Lebanese civilians and eight Hezbollah
fighters — “more than fifty,” according to Israeli reports — were killed.

On the Israeli side, two civilians and one soldier died as a result of Hezbol-
lah missile strikes on northern Israel. The seven-day clash devastated South
Lebanon, until finally American mediators were able to achieve an armistice reg-
ulation in which all sides declared they would cease fire. Syria promised to not
support Hezbollah and the Palestinian organizations in the event of an attack on
Israel.>® The “security zone” remained in place. The fight between Hezbollah, the
South Lebanese and the Israeli army continued, though less intensively.

This hot spot was ultimately the reason for Peres’ operation of 1996. In the
spring of that year, shortly before the start of operation “Grapes of Wrath,” Prime
Minister Peres declared why the “security zone” in South Lebanon needed to
remain:

There have been attempts [by Hezbollah] to reach the [Israeli-Lebanese] border. Without
the security zone, everything that happens over there would happen at the border. After all,
many infiltrations have been avoided [through the security zone]. The situation is still tense,
but there is no solution for the war [of Hezbollah] which is actually a guerrilla war. This is
a war that will continue on unless there is a comprehensive political solution. Lebanon is
Israel’s largest field for experimentation in the fight against terrorism. We have tried every-
thing, from an invasion to peace with Lebanon. None of this has worked. The final true
remedy is peace."

Peres’ dilemma still stood unsolved. He invoked military strength, which did not
really amount to anything, but was somehow still considered vital and thus con-
tinued to be used. The circle is almost inescapable. In this case, military strength
was demonstrated by occupying South Lebanon while being understood as
“defense.” The “security zone” was also part of the defense strategy, which is
why the military occupation had to be kept up.

At the same time, this occupation was the reason for Hezbollah to lead a guer-
rilla war against the IDF. The result was a war of attrition. For Israel, Hezbollah
(and for many years also the PLO and later Hamas) was a “terrorist organization.”
Negotiations with it remained unimaginable because it was allegedly pursuing

158 Shlaim 2000: 560-561.
159 Maariv, April 3, 1996.
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«Pacnnata». ApMrst 060pOHBbI V3panns nog kKoMaHAOBaHWeM HavanbHVKa FeHepanbHOro wraba dxysa
Bapaka 6ombapavpoBana AepeBHU Ha tore JInBaHa. Lienb 3akto4anack B TOM, YTO6ObI 3aCTaBUTb XuUTenel
ZlepeBeHb 6exaTb Ha ceBep 1 0Ka3aTbk JaB/IeHNe Ha INBAHCKOE MPaBUTE/IbCTBO C LieNIbIo Pa3opyXeHNs
«Xe360nnbi». K MOMeHTY npekpalueHuns orHsa 31 nons 1993 roga okono 300 000 xuTeneri oxxHoro JlnsaHa
NOKMHYNW CBOU AoMa. 118 IMBaHCKMX MUPHbIX XWTenein 1 8 60L0B «Xe360//1bl» — «bonee NATUALCATU»,
COrNacHo M3pPanibCKNM OTHeTaM, — 6blAn yoUThI.

C N3pannbCKovi CTOPOHbI B pe3ynbTaTe pakeTHbIX YAapoB «Xe360bl» No ceBepHoMy V3pannto
nornméaun ABa MUPHbIX XUTENA N 04MH conaat. CeMuaHeBHOe CTOIKHOBEHME onyCcToLNAO KOXHbIA
JlnBaH, noka, HakoHeL, amepuKaHcke NoCPeaHNKN He CMOTIN JOBUTLCA cornalleHuns o
nepemmpum, B KOTOPOM BCe CTOPOHbI 3asBUIM O NpekpaLleHnmn orHs. Cnupumsa noobelana He
noaAepXunBaTe «Xe360/1y» 1 NanecTUHCKMe opraHM3aumnn B ciyyae HanageHns Ha Mspannb.158
«30Ha 6e30nacHOCTU» ocTaBanack B cune. bon mexay «Xe3601101i», loXXHONMBaHLAMU U
M3pannbCKol apMueit NPOAOIXaNNCE, XOTA U B MEHbLLEN MHTEHCUBHOCTH.

VIMEHHO 3TOT ouar HanpsXXeHHOCTN B KOHEYHOM MTOre CTan NpUYnHOl onepaumu Mepeca
1996 ropga. BecHol Toro roga, He3af0Mro Ao Havana onepauunm «Fpo3aba rHesax», NpeMbep-
MUHUCTP Mepec 3asaBu1, NoYeMy «30Ha 6e3onacHoCTU» B KOXHOM JInBaHe A0/MKHa 0CTaBaTbCsA

HETPOHYTOW:

Bbinn nonbITkK [Xe3601bl1] 40CTUYbL [M3PanbCKO-IMBAHCKOM] rpaHuLbl. Be3 30HbI 6e30MacHOCTY BCe, YTO TaM
NPOVCXOANT, MPONCXOANO bbl Ha rpaHuLie. B KOHLe KOHLIOB, MHOTUX MPOHVKHOBEHWI yaanock nsbexarts
[4epes 30Hy 6e3onacHocTU]. CUTYaLWs OCTaeTCA HaNPSXKeHHO, HO PeLleHuns A5 BOWHbLI [Xe3601/bl], KoTopas
daKTMyeckmn SBASETCA NapTU3aHCKOW BOMHOW, HeT. 3Ta BOWHa byAeT NpoomKaTbca A0 Tex nop, noka He byaet
HalieHo BceobbemstoLLee NONUTUYECKoe pelleHme. JInBaH — KpynHeRLWwnii NONIoH ANs 3KCNepyMEeHTOB
M3pauns B 6opb6e ¢ TeppopraMoM. Mbl nepenpo6oBanyt Bce, 0T BTOPXXEHWS 40 MUpa € JIuBaHOM. Huuero us

3TOro He cpaboTano. OkoHYaTeNnbHOe NCTUHHOE pelleHne — Mup.159

Aunnemma Mepeca octaBanacb HepaspelleHHol. OH anennvpoBsan K BOEHHOV MOoLLM, KoTopasi, No
CyTW, HAYEro He Jana, Ho MoYeMy-TO BCe PAaBHO CUMTANACh XXM3HEHHO BaXXHOU 1 MO3TOMY
NpoAo/IXasa NCnonb30BaThCsA. Kpyr npaktTnyeckn HepaspbiBeH. B JaHHOM c/lyvae BOeHHas MoLLb
AEeMOHCTpupoBanack okkynaumerli FOxHoro JSlneaHa, Mpy 3TOM OHa BOCNPUHMMAanach Kak
«06OpOHa». «30Ha 6e30MacHOCTU» TakXKe ABNSNack YacTbio 06OPOHNTENBHOV CTpaTernu, No3TomMy
BOEHHYI0 OKKYMaLuio HeobXoAMMO 6bIN0 NoAAepXMBaTh.

B TO e BpeMsi, 3Ta OKKynaLuMs cTana Npu4mHoL Toro, Yto «Xes36osna» Havana napTU3aHCKyto BOVHY
npoTus LLAXAJ1. Pe3ynbTaTom CTana BoriHa Ha ncroweHve. ins N3pannsa «Xesbonna» (a Ha NpoTsXXeHUn
MHorux et Takoke OOT, a nosxe n XAMAC) 6bl1a «TeppopuUCTUYECKO opraHmnsaLmeri». Neperosopsbl C Hel

0CTaBa/INCb HEMbICTUMbIMU, MOCKOJ/IbKY OHa AKO6bI npecnejoBana

158LLInanm 2000: 560-561. 159
Maapuns3 anpens 1996 r.
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the goal of obliterating Israel. Therefore, a political solution was not even on the
radar.

What we have here is the logic of perpetual warfare, which is at the heart of
Zionist Israel’s dilemma. War becomes routine. It took civilian Israeli resistance
against the Israeli presence in South Lebanon, the “Four Mothers Movement,”
to prompt Israel’s government to “unilaterally retreat,” which occurred only as
late as 2000. But the Israeli army continues to stick to the opinion that their with-
drawal has tarnished Israel’s determent power.*¢°

Security and the Policy of Targeted Killings

The operation “Grapes of Wrath” in Lebanon on April 1996 was Israel’s reaction
to another escalation of violence. On January 6, 1996 the Israeli domestic secu-
rity service Shin Bet killed the Palestinian Yahya Ayyash (1966-1996). Israel held
him responsible for several Hamas suicide attacks in the years 1994 and 1995. At
that time, suicide attacks were a new form of fighting against Israel. They were a
response of religious-political Palestinian movements Hamas and Islamic Jihad
to the massacre of twenty-nine Palestinians at prayer, committed in February of
1994 by the Jewish settler Baruch Goldstein in Hebron. Goldstein’s deed had in
turn been directed against the Israeli-Palestinian peace talks that had been taken
up in late 1993. The massacre itself had all the features of a suicide attack. Gold-
stein shot blindly into a group of people before he was finally overpowered and
beaten to death by survivors of the massacre.

The political scientist Avi Shlaim ascribes the murder of Ayyash to the Chief
of Shin Bet Carmi Gilon (1950-) wanting to end his term in office with a “spectac-
ular gesture.” It also served to divert attention from the security gaps which his
intelligence agency was responsible for and which had allowed the assassination
of Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin to occur on November 4, 1995. Ayyash,
who had been hiding in the Gaza Strip, was finally killed on the orders of Peres.'¢*

Straightaway Hamas declared Ayyash a martyr. After Ramadan ended, a
revenge campaign began which shook Israel in the spring of 1996. In the months
of February and March, sixty Israelis were killed and many more injured in
Hamas suicide attacks in Jerusalem, Ashkelon and Tel Aviv. In reaction to this,
Peres terminated peace talks with the Palestinian Autonomy Authority under the

160 Pedezur 2006.
161 Shlaim 2000: 556.
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Llenb 3akntovanace B yHUUTOXeHUM V3paunnsi. [103TOMy NoMTMYeCKOoe peLleHre jaxe He
paccMaTpuBanoch.

34eCb Mbl IMeeM AeN10 € JIOrMKON NepMaHeHTHOM BOVHbI, KOTOPas NeXUT B OCHOBE AVNeMMbI
CcnoHucTckoro Mspanns. BoiHa cTaHOBUTCSA 06bIAeHHOCTLH0. [10Tpe60Banock rpaxaaHckoe CoNnpoTuBaeHne
V3PaunibCKMNX BOMCK MPOTMB N3PanabCKOro NpUcyTCTBms B KOXXHOM JlnBaHe, «/IBrxkeHne YeTbipéx
MaTeperi», YTo6bl 3aCTaBUTb NPaBUTENLCTBO M3panns «B O4HOCTOPOHHEM MOPSIAKE OTCTYMUTbY, YTO
npowsowo anwb B 2000 rogy. Ho nspannbckas apMusa NPoAOIKaeT NPUAEPXKNBATLCA MHEHUS, UTO eé

BbIBO/ 3aMsITHa/ CAePXMBatoLLyto cnny M3pamns.160

be3onacHOCTb N NOIUTUKA LieNieHanpaBeHHbIX y6l/|l7|CTB

Onepauus «Fpo3gbs rHeBa» B J/InBaHe B anpene 1996 roga ctana peakumeit Mispannsa Ha
oyepeHyto 3ckanaumo Hacunus. 6 aHeaps 1996 roga nspaunnbckas cnyxba BHyTpeHHeln
6e3onacHocTu «LLnH BeT» ybrna nanectnHua Axbto Aawa (1966-1996). M3pannb Bo3noxun Ha
Hero OTBEeTCTBEHHOCTb 3@ HECKO/IbKO TepakToB cMepTHUKOB XAMAC B 1994 1 1995 rogax. B To
BpPEMS TepakTbl CMEPTHUKOB 6bInv HOBOV GOpMOii 60pb6bbl MPOTUB V3panns. OHM cTanm OTBETOM
PenNrMo3HO-NOANTNYECKNX NanecTUHCKNX ABxeHnr XAMAC n «McnaMckui fknxag» Ha maccosoe
ybuiicTBO ABaALATM AeBATU NafecTUHLEB BO BPeMSi MONTBbI, COBepLUeHHoe B ¢peBpane 1994 roga
eBperickum noceneHuem bapyxom FonbawiteriHom B XeBpoHe. JleiicTBus MonbaLuteliHa, B CBOKO
ouepespb, 6bIAV HanpaBAeHbl MPOTUB N3PaNIbCKO-MANeCTUHCKMX MUPHBIX NeperoBopos,
HayaBLIMxcs B KOHUe 1993 roga. Camo maccoBoe yOuIACTBO MMeNo BCe NPU3HaKN TepakTa
CMepTHWMKa. [oNAWTeNH CTpeNsia BCIenyto No rpynne ojeln, mpexe Yem ero HakoHel,
06e3BpeAVIv 1 386111 40 CMEPTUN BbIXKMBLUME NMOC/E PE3HU.

MonuTonor ABu LLnanm o6bsAcHAET yonNcTBO AisiLLa xenaHuem rnasbl LLnH beT
Kapmu M'mnoHa (1950-) 3aBepLUNTb CBOW CPOK MOHOMOUNIA «3PPEeKTHBIM XKEeCToOM». ITO
TaKXXe MocNyXunao oTeneveHemM BHAMaHNSA OT Npo6enos B 6€30MacHOCTY, 3a KOTopble
Hec/na OTBETCTBEHHOCTL ero passe/bliBaTesibHas cayxba 1 KoTopble NO3BOANAN
coBepLnNTb YOUIACTBO NpeMbep-MuHncTpa N3panna Muxaka PabrnHa 4 Hosbpsa 1995
roga. AsL, ckpblBaBLUMIACS B cekTope a3a, 611 B utore yomut no npukasy Mepeca.161

XAMAC Hemeg/ieHHO 06bsABUA Alifilia MyYeHVKOM. [ocne okoH4YaHus PamagaHa
Hayanacb KaMnaHWs MecTu, KoTopasi NoTpscna M3paunne BecHoli 1996 roga. B despane
1 MapTe B pe3synbTaTe TepakToB cMepTHUKOB XAMAC B Nepycanume, AlikenoHe v Tenb-
ABKMBe NOrnbAN WeCTbAECAT U3PaUAbTAH U MHOTME MOAYYUAN paHeHus. B oTBeT Ha 3To
Mepec npekpaTna MUPHbIe NeperosBopsbl ¢ ManecTUHCKOM aBTOHOMUENR.

160lMeae3yp 2006.
161LLInanm 2000: 556.
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leadership of the PLO and ordered the closure of the borders to the Gaza Strip and
the West Bank.

Why did Peres give permission to liquidate Ayyash so shortly after the murder
of Rabin that the country was still reeling from? Shlaim surmises two motives
behind this. For one thing, the Prime Minister had thought of the retaliation as
“tough justice.” For another, he felt like he was acting “in the service of the moral-
ity of the nation and of the security forces.”?%* Indeed, at first Ayyash’s execution
was welcomed enthusiastically in Israel.

But Peres himself told the American journalist Robert Littell (1935-) that the
killing was to be understood as a preemptive strike. As he stressed, there was
proof that “Ayyash was actively preparing another attack. It wasn’t a matter of
revenge. The decision to liquidate him prevented this terrorist attack.”'¢®> Peres
denies payback as a motive. He maintains that Israel did not do this for reasons of
vengeance “although he [Peres] is satisfied that a Jew killer has disappeared.”***

This understanding nipped any public debate in the bud because the killing
of Ayyash was cast as a necessary defense of Israel. Peres did not question this
policy. In keeping with his security doctrine of using retaliation as a means of
determent, he continued to pursue the liquidation policy of his predecessors as a
matter of routine.’®® Despite the spiral of violence and counterviolence that this
practice keeps triggering, its security-political benefits remain undisputed to this
very day.

But how did Peres not have any scruples to execute Ayyash in view of the
upcoming elections and the starting Oslo Peace Process? Obviously “tough
justice,” the biblical principle of “an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth,” and the
nationalistic element of the “morality of the nation” and the security apparatuses
had priority. Rabin’s murder not only created tension within the Shin Bet, but
also divided Israeli society. Now a convincing strike against a “clearly identified
enemy of Israel” was meant to reunite the Jewish people within the country. After
Ayvyash’s killing, a patriotic mood spread in the entire country, accompanied by
a feeling of satisfaction regarding the capabilities of the guardians of the Zionist
project. But are wars led by Israel really only for national-state or security-polit-
ical reasons?

162 Ibid. 556; Azoulay-Katz 1996: 238.

163 Peres and Littell 1998: 87.

164 Ben-Simon 1997: 216-218.

165 Prime Minister and Minister of Defense Yitzhak Rabin authorized the execution of Islamic
Jihad leader Fathi Shikaki. The Mossad carried out this order on October 25, 1995, on the island
of Malta.
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pykosogutento OO n oTaan Nprkas o 3aKpbITUKM rPaHunL, C cekTopom MNasa 1 3anagHbiM
6eperom.

Mouemy MNepec gan paspeLLeHne Ha AMKBUZALMIO AlisiLLia Tak CKOPO nocse
ybulictBa PabunHa, 0T KOTOPOro CTpaHa elle He onpasunack? LLnanm npegnonaraet
ZABa MOTV1Ba. Bo-nepBblX, NpeMbep-MUHUCTP paccMaTpmBan 3Ty MeCTb KaK «XecTkoe
npasocyave». Bo-BTOpbIX, OH YyBCTBOBAJ, YTO AENCTBYET «Ha CIyxx6e Mopann Hauum u
cun 6e3onacHoCTM».162 [lecTBUTENbHO, MOHaYvany KasHb AlsiLia 6bl1a BCTpeyeHa B
M3pawune c 3HTy3na3MoM.

OgHako caM lMepec 3asBM aMeprKaHCKOMY XXypHanucty Pobepty Jlnttenny (1935-), uto
ybu1IicTBO CresyeT NOHUMaTb Kak NPeBeHTUBHBIN yaap. Kak oH nogyepkHyn, 6b1ium
[l0Ka3aTeNnbCTBa TOro, UTo «AlsILL aKTUBHO rOTOBW O4epesHOoe HanajeHre. 3TO He 6bl10
MecTbto. PelLieHre 0 ero NIMKBMAALMY NPeAOTBPaTUIIO 3TOT TEPPOPUCTUNYECKUIA aKT».163
Mepec oTpuLaeT MecTb Kak MOTUB. OH yTBEPXAaeT, UTo V3pansib He cAenan 3Toro ns mectu,
«X0Ts1 OH [[Mepec] y6exaeH, uTo ybuiiua eBpeeB ncyes».164

Takoe NoHMMaHWe npecekso Ntobble Ny6aYHbIe AebaTbl Ha KOPHIO, MOCKObKY YOUIACTBO AltsiLla 6b110
npeacTaB/eHO Kak HEOGXOAI/IMaﬂ 3awnTa I/Iapavmﬂ, I'Iepec He CTaBu Noj COMHeHKe 3Ty NONNTUKY. B cooTBeTCTBUN
CO CBOE AOKTPMHOW 6e30MacHOCTY, NpegronaratoLLeli NCnoib30BaHNe BO3ME3AUNS Kak CPEACTBA CAEPXKMNBAHWS, OH
npojoKan NpoBoANTb MONUTUKY TNKBUAALIMK, HaYyaTyto ero npejllectseHHnKaMmu, B Kayectse 06bIYHOW
NpPakTUKN.<sup>165</sup> HecMOTps Ha cnnpanb HaCUANA N OTBETHOIO HaCU/IVS, KOTOPYHO 3Ta NpakTuKa
npoAoKaeT NpoBoOLMPOBaThL, ee NnpenMyLlecTsa B c¢epe 6e30MacHOCTUN 1 MOANTUKM OCTaKTCA HeoCnopnMbIMU No
celi feHb.

Ho kak Mepec Mor He NCMbITbIBaTb YrpbI3eHNiA COBECTU, Ka3HMB AlisiLLa, y4nTbIBast
npeAcTosiLLme BbI6opbl U Hayano M1pHoro npouecca B Ocno? O4eBUAHO, NPUOPUTETHBIMY BbIIN
«CypOBOe npasocyane», 6UbNeNcKNi MPUHLIMN «OKO 3a OKO, 3y6 3a 3yb», a Takxe
HaLMOHaNNCTUYECKNI 31eMEHT «HPaBCTBEHHOCTW HaLMW» U CUNOBLIX CTPYKTYP. YbuiictBo PabunHa
He TO/IbKO CO3/asn0 HanpsbKeHHOCTb BHYTPW LLIMH BeT, Ho 1 packonono nspannbckoe o6LLecTBo.
Tenepb ybeanTeNnbHbIN yaap No «ABHO MAEHTUOULMPOBaHHOMY Bpary V3panns» fomkeH 6bin
06befMHUTL eBPecknii HapoA BHYTPY CTpaHbl. Mocne ybuiictea AlisiLla no Bceri cTpaHe
pacnpoCcTPaHNIOCk NaTPMOTMYECKOe HaCTPOEHWeE, CONPOBOXAaeMoe YyBCTBOM Y/A0BNETBOPEHUS OT
BO3MOXHOCTEW 3aLLMTHNKOB CMOHNCTCKOro NpoeKTa. Ho Ael‘;lCTBVITeanO nn BOIZHI:I, pa3BA3aHHbIE
M3paunnem, NponcxoaaT TONBKO MO HaLMOHaNbHO-rOCyAapCTBEHHBIM AV MOANTUYECKN

MOTUBNPOBaHHbLIM COO6pa>KEHI/IﬂM 6e3onacHocTn?

162Tam xe. 556; Asynali-Kaw, 1996: 238.

163lepec n luttenn 1998: 87. 164beH-

CnmoH 1997: 216-218.

165N peMbep-MUHUCTP U MUHUCTP 060pOHbI Muxak PabuH CaHKLMOHMPOBaN KasHb Angepa «Mcnamckoro
Axmxaga» ®atxu Lunkakn. Moccag BbIMOMHWA 3TOT Npukas 25 oktabpsa 1995 roaa Ha octpose ManbTa.
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The Military Operation Grapes of Wrath of April 1996

The suicide attacks in the spring of 1996 shook Peres’ government and darkened
his prospects of being reelected. US President Bill Clinton (1946-) tried to save
the Oslo Peace Process and Peres’ government, initiating an antiterrorism summit
that took place on March 13, 1996 in Sharm el-Sheikh. But the international
summit did not have the desired effect. The prime minister’s drop in popularity
remained drastic.

Regarding this point, Peres’ biographer writes: “Peres still hadn’t under-
stood that international conferences had no influence on Israelis; a single mil-
itary operation against the terrorists would have been much more effective.”*¢®
Did Peres hope to improve his chances for reelection with the military operation
in Lebanon? According to Shlaim, Lebanon was a “tempting retaliation target”
against the background of the terror wave in Israel so close to the parliamentary
elections. After all, the Israeli public was longing for a reprisal.’®” But whether
the Israeli public really wanted another military operation in Lebanon has to
remain open. As for the security-political elites in the military, government and
the media, they were ready to enter what was referred to as “the next round.”**®

The army leadership and some ministers of the cabinet, in particular Foreign
Minister Ehud Barak — who had been chief of general staff and the architect of
operation “Payback” in July 1993 — advocated another military action against
Hezbollah in South Lebanon, given the tensions in the “security zone.” Passivity,
so went their assessment, would damage Peres’ security-political standing. But
other voices in the government warned Peres, also with a view to his prospects
for being reelected, that “we all [in the Zionist Left] will come to regret a war.”*%°

166 Bar-Zohar 2007: 467.

167 Shlaim 2000: 559.

168 Cf. press releases such as: IDF assessment: “Inhabitants of the security zone assisted in
the killing of an Israeli soldier by the Hezbollah,” Haaretz, March 11, 1996; “Rumors of immi-
nent IDF military action in Lebanon,” Haaretz, March 18, 1996; “Hezbollah announces: Should
IDF attack Lebanon, we will bombard settlements in northern Israel with Katyusha rockets,”
Haaretz, March 19, 1996; “Katyusha rockets hit Galilee in reaction to IDF bombardment in which
two Lebanese were killed,” Haaretz, March 31, 1996; “110 terrorist attacks committed against the
IDF in South Lebanon since beginning of the year,” Haaretz, March 17, 1996; Yoel Markus asks:
“Is a second Lebanon War imminent?,” Haaretz, March 19, 1996; Ehud Oshri observes the “Com-
bativeness of TV media,” Haaretz, April 2, 1996.

169 Ben-Simon 1997: 230.
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BoeHHas onepauusa «po3aba rHeBa» B anpene 1996 roaa.

TepakTbl CMepTHMKOB BecHOV 1996 rofa NoTpscan NpaBMTeNLCTBO MNepeca 1 NojopBany ero
LaHCbl Ha nepensbpaHue. MpesngeHt CLUA Bunn KAnHToH (1946-) nonbiTanca cnactu
MUpPHBIA Npolecc B OCo 1 npaBuTenbCTBO Mepeca, MHNLMMPOBaB CaMMUT Mo bopbbe ¢
Teppopu3MOM, KOTopbIl cocTosinca 13 mapTa 1996 roga B LLlapm-anb-Lerixe. Ho
MeXAyHapOoAHbI CaMMUT He MPUHEC XeflaemMoro pesynbTata. [NageHve nonynsapHoCcT
npeMbep-MMHUCTPa 0CTaBaNoCh PE3KUM.

Mo 3ToMy nosogy 6uorpad Mepeca nuLleT: «Mlepec Tak 1 He MOHS, YTO MeXAYHaPOAHbIe
KOH¢ep8HLU/II/I He OKa3blBAaOT HNKAKOro BANAHUA Ha U3PauUIbTAH; O4HA-eANHCTBEHHAA BOEHHas
orepawys MPOTVB TePPOPUCTOB bbina 6bl ropasao 3dpdpekTrBHee». 166 Hagesnca nv MNepec
YAYULWNTb CBOV LLIAHChI Ha NepensbpaHue C MOMOLLbIO BOEHHO onepauun B J/lnBaHe? Mo cnoam
LLinanma, JlnBaH 6bin «3aMaHUYMBO Lie/ibio A1 OTBETHBIX Mep» Ha GoHe BOJIHbI Teppopa B
M3pawnne, paspasmBLuelica Tak 6113KO K MaplaMeHTCKM BblibopaMm. B KOHLIe KOHLIOB, M3paunibckas
06LLIeCTBEHHOCTb Xax/ana penpeccuii.167 Ho gecTBUTENbHO N1 U3panbeKas 06LLLeCTBEHHOCTb
XOTena eLle 04HON BOeHHOW onepauuin B J/IBaHe, OCTaeTCst OTKPbITLIM BOMPOCOM. YTO KacaeTcs
CUNIOBbIX N MONTINTUYECKUX 3INT B apMUN, NPaBUTENBCTBE U CMV], OHW 6bINN FOTOBbI BCTYNUTb B TO,
UTO Ha3blBaNOCh «CNeAYHOLMM payHAOM».168

BoeHHoe pykoBOACTBO U HEKOTOPbIE MUHWUCTPbI KabnHeTa, B 4aCTHOCTU MUHWCTP
MHOCTPaHHbIX gen Ixya bapak, KoTopblit 6bln Ha4anbHVKOM FeHepanbHOro WTaba 1 apXNTeKTOpPoM
onepauuun «Boamesgue» B ntone 1993 roga, BbICTyNanu 3a eLle 0AHY BOEHHYO onepaLuio NpoTmB
«Xe360bl» B FOXHOM JIMBaHe, yUnTbIBasi HAaMNpPsKeHHOCTb B «30He 6e30MacHOCTU». [1acCMBHOCTD,
Mo MX oLeHKe, HaHecna 6bl yLiepb nonnTuyeckomMy nonoxeHuto MNepeca B chepe 6esonacHocTn. Ho
Apyrue ronoca B NpaBuUTeNbCTBE Npeaynpexaant Mepeca, Takke € y4eTOM ero NepcrekTvB

nepens6paHus, YTo «Mbl BCE [B CIOHMCTCKOM JIEBOM ABVXEHUW] MOXaneem o BoliHe».169

166bap-3oxap 2007: 467.

167LLnanm 2000: 559.

168CM. npecc-penusbl, Takne Kak: oleHka LIAXAJ: «KuTenn 30Hbl 6€30MacHOCTU 0Kasanun NomolLb Xesbonne B
ybuiicTe n3paunnbckoro congatar. Xaapeyl1 mapta 1996 r.; «Cnyxu o ckopoli BoeHHoW onepaumun LLAXA/ B
JNnBaHe», Xaaper{18 mapTa 1996 r.; «Xe3b6onna 3asenset: ecav LLAXAJ/1 HanageT Ha JInBaH, Mbl bygem
60mbapavpoBaTh NocesieHVs Ha ceBepe M3pannsa paketamu «KaTiola»». Xaapey19 mapta 1996 r.; «PakeTbl
«KaTtowwa» nonanv B Fanuneto B oTBET Ha 60MBapAMPOBKY ApMIMM 060POHBI M3panns, B pesynbTaTe KOTOPOii
nornénun ABoe nuBaHueB». Xaapey31 mapTa 1996 r.; «C Hayana roga B KOxHom JlnBaHe coeplLueHo 110
TeppPOPUCTNUECKUX akTOB NPOTVB ApMUM 060POHBI M3pannsx». Xaapey17 MapTa 1996 r.; ioans Mapkyc cnpaluvsaet:
«HeunsbexxHa 1 BTopas IMBaHCKas BoliHa?» Xaaper/19 mapTta 1996 r.; Oxy4 OLipn oTMeYaeT «arpeccuBHbIN xapakTep

TeneBn3noHHbIX CMW». Xaaper2 anpens 1996 r. 1696eH-CumoH 1997: 230.
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Peres went ahead with it anyway, authorizing the military operation “Grapes
of Wrath.” It was supposed to be directed only against Hezbollah fighters.”®
However, the military leadership as well as Foreign Minister Barak pushed for
air raids to force the majority of the civilian population of South Lebanon to flee
north so that the Israeli army could deal the local Hezbollah a massive blow.
Further, it was hoped that the Lebanese refugees would put their government
under pressure, and together with Syria it would restrain Hezbollah.'* The air
strikes on South Lebanon, Beirut and the Beqaa Valley began on April 11, 1996.
Approximately 400,000 civilians fled the area. Nevertheless, Hezbollah suc-
ceeded in firing Katyusha rockets into northern Israel. Some of the Israelis living
there were also forced to flee.*”?

Statements Peres made to the press on the eve of the war reveal how the prime
minister promoted the escalation of the war by rhetorical means: “Iran smuggles
weapons and explosives to Hezbollah through diplomatic mail”*’3; “Syria thinks
that it is clever to provoke us. We will not tolerate the escalation in the north.”*7*
A couple of days before the battle began, Peres publicly pointed out “the IDF
intelligence service has new evidence that Iran is about to overthrow the ‘peace
government’ [Peres’ government].”*”®

What sort of practical effect did the head of the peace government see in the
war? Peres did not enlighten the Israeli public on the specific political goals of the
new operation in Lebanon, “in order to avoid high, unattainable aspirations.”*”®
A long fight might become necessary in order to achieve a sustainable solution,
he said. He asked his people for resilience and patience.'””

The clashes finally ended on April 27, 1996 as a result of American pressure.
On the domestic front, the Labor Party, and thus Peres’ “peace government,” lost
the elections; not least because it had failed to take into account the Israeli Pal-
estinian votes it had lost because of the fighting in Lebanon. It was a heavy blow
for the Zionist Left, and consequently for the Oslo Peace Process. From a military
standpoint, the 1996 operation ended without result. Israel had neither managed

170 Ibid. 231.

171 Shlaim 2000: 560.

172 Ibid. 560; Ben-Simon 1997: 231.

173 Haaretz, March 24, 1996.

174 Haaretz, March 21, 1996.

175 Haaretz, April 8, 1996. On June 8, 1996, just a few days before the fighting began, the inhab-
itants of northern Israel were called upon to seek shelter in bunkers. Cf. Haaretz, June 9, 1996.
176 Haaretz, April 14, 1996.

177 Haaretz, April 16, 1996.
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MNMepec BCE paBHO NPOAO/IXMA ONepaLmio, CaHKLMOHNPOBAB BOEHHYIO onepaLio «Fpo3abpa
rHesa». [lpegnonaranock, 4To oHa by/eT Hanpas/aeHa TOJ/bKO NPOTUB 60eBNKOB
«Xe3601bI».<sup>170</sup> OfHaKo BOeHHOe PyKOBOACTBO, @ Tak)ke MUHUCTP MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen
Bapak HacTanmBanu Ha BO3AYLLHbIX HaNéTax, YTobbl 3aCTaBUTb 6ObLLIYHO YacTb FPaXAaHCKoro
HaceneHus tOxHoro /IneBaHa 6exaTtb Ha ceBep, Aabbl U3panibckas apMuyst MOFa HaHeCTU MeCTHOW
«Xe36onne» COKpyLUMTeNbHBbIA yaap. Kpome Toro, npeanonaranock, YTo AMBaHCKME 6eXXeHLibl
OKaXyT AaB/ieHVe Ha CBOE NpaBuUTeNbCTBO, U BMecTe ¢ Cnupureli OHO CAePXNT
«Xe3b6onny».<sup>171</sup> Asnayaapsl no KOxxHomy JinsaHy, belipyTy u ponuHe bekaa Havanucb
11 anpenst 1996 roga. NMprmepHo 400 000 MUPHBIX XUNTener NOKNHYAN 3TOT paioH. TeM He mMeHee,
«Xe36onne» yAanock BbINyCTUTL pakeTbl «KaTiowwa» nNo cesepHoMy V3pannto. HacTb NpoXmMBaBLINX
TaM M3pannbTSaH Takxe bblia BbIHYXAeHa 6exaTb.<sup>172</sup>

3anBneHwus MNepeca, caenaHHbIe UM Npecce HakaHyHe BOViHbI, MOKa3blBaloT, Kak NpeMbep-
MUHWUCTP pUTOPUYECKMMU CpeACTBaMM CNOCOBCTBOBaN CKaNaLMm BOVHbI: «/paH nepenpasnseT
opyXue 1 B3pblBYaTKY B Xe360/11y Yepes AUnaoMatnyeckyto nouty»173; «Cnpusi cCuMTaeT, uto
nNpoBOLMPOBaThL HAaC — 3TO YMHO. Mbl He noTepnuM 3ckanauumn Ha cesepe»174. 3a napy gHel 4o
Hauvana 6oeBbIx gelicTBuii Mepec Ny6ANYHO 3a8BU, YTO «y ApDMUM 060POHbI V3panna nossunnce
HOBble 0Ka3aTeNbCTBa TOro, 4To MipaH cobrpaeTcs CBEPrHyThb «NPaBUTENbCTBO
Mupa» [npaBuTenbCTBo MNepecal»175.

Kakoii npakTuyeckmii 3pdekT BUAEN rnaBa MMPHOro NpaBuTeNbCTBA B 3TOM BoHe? MNepec He
CTan PasbACHATL U3PanIbLCKOM 06LLIECTBEHHOCTN KOHKPETHbIE NOANTUNYECKIME LieNIN HOBOW
onepauun B JInBaHe, «4T0bbI N36€XaTb BbICOKMX, HEAOCTUKMNMbBIX aMbULMIi».<sup>176</sup> o
ero cnoBaM, ANS AOCTUKEHWNS YCTOMUMBOrO peLleHns MoXeT NoTpeboBaTbCs AnTeNbHas 6opb6a.
OH npur3Ban CBOV Hapog K CTONKOCTA 1 TepreHnto.<sup>177</sup>

CTONIKHOBEHVS OKOHYaTeNbHO 3aBepwnAnck 27 anpens 1996 roga B pesyabTaTe AaBneHns co cTopoHbl CLLA.
Ha BHyTpunonnTnyeckoi apeHe JleiibopucTckas naptus, a cnejoBaTenbHO, U «MUPHOE NpaBUTeNbLCTBO» MNepeca,
npourpann Bbl60pb|,‘ He B Noc/ieJHI00 oYyepe b NOTOMY, YTO He Y4Y/IN ronoca N3pannbCknx nanectTuHues,
noTepsiHHble 13-3a 60eBbix AecTBUI B JIBaHe. 3TO 6bl TSXeNbIV yAap ANt CUOHUCTCKUX NeBbIX U, Cef0BaTeNbHo,
Ans OCNoBCKoOro MyMpHoro npotecca. C BoeHHOI Touku 3peHus onepauus 1996 roga 3akoHUYMNacb 6e3pesynbTaTHO.

M3pa|/|l'||'0 He yAanocb HU AO6I/ITI:CF|, H© AO6I/ITbCF| ycnexa.

170Tam xe, 231.

171LWnanm 2000: 560.

172Tam xe. 560; beH-CmoH 1997:

231. 173 Xaaper24 mapta 1996 r. 174

Xaaper21 mapta 1996 .

175Xaaper8 anpens 1996 r. 8 ntoHsA 1996 r., BCEro 3a HeCKONbKO JHeil 0 Ha4ana 60eBbIX AeACTBUIA,
XUTENsIM ceBepHOro M3panns 6bi10 NpeanoxeHo yKpbITbcs B 6yHkepax. CM.Xaapey9 nioHa 1996 roga. 176
Xaapey14 anpens 1996 roga. 177 Xaapery16 anpens 1996 r.
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to consolidate its presence in South Lebanon, nor had it won the support of its
inhabitants for such a presence.’®

Hezbollah had not been crushed and their guerrilla war continued up to the
retreat resolution of the Ehud Barak government in 2000. The military criticized
this decision as a “major curtailment of the deterrence power” of Israel, and
blamed it for the eruption of the “Second Intifada” that same year. There was a
crack down on the Palestinians with the goal of regaining the determent objec-
tive. On these grounds alone, the military got its way and was authorized to carry
out another operation in Lebanon in the summer of 2006, again triggered by an
incident with Hezbollah at the northern border.*”®

In late 2008, Barak - this time as the leader of the Labor Party and Minister of
Defense in the government of Ehud Olmert who led the Kadima party, a party of
the center that had been newly formed in 2006 - sent Israeli troops into the Gaza
Strip which had been controlled by Hamas since 2006. The other decisive armed
encounters in the new century — 2000 to 2004, 2006, and 2008 to 2009 — were
likewise the result of decisions made by a “Zionist Left government” in Jerusalem.
And as for the clashes of 2012 and 2014 in the Gaza Strip that were led by the Likud
government, these too had the Zionist Left’s unshakable consent.

Conclusion: Of War and Jewish Statehood

How may this perpetual state of war be explained? Why has it been tolerated by
Israeli society for so many years, despite the fact that the war policy has proven
to be counterproductive over and over again? The answer to this question may
be found in the fact that historically Israel has come to presuppose a close con-
nection between military strength and national-state existence. And as a conse-
quence thereof, and especially in the face of the Jewish catastrophe in Europe, an
internalized understanding of Zionism as a guarantor of Jewish existence or as
the only answer to the so-called “Jewish question” has evolved.

Already in 1948, in the first war over Palestine, the implementation of the
Zionist project in Eretz Israel proved to be utterly dependent on the operational
readiness of the military. A military defeat was equated with the disintegration of
the Yishuv, while a military victory — as would turn out to be confirmed — with the
birth of a national state.

178 Shlaim 2000: 561; Bar-Zohar 2006: 665; Azoulay-Katz 1996: 247.
179 Bar-Josef 2006.
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He 419 TOro, YTobbl yKpenuTb CBoe NpucyTcTeme B KOXXHOM JlBaHe, 1 He ANs TOro, YTo6b!
3apyumnTbCA NOAAEPXKKON ero xuTtenen.178

Xe360n1a He 6bl1a pa3rpomeHa, 1 eé napTmsaHckas BoHa NPojoKanack BNAOTh A0
pesonoumn npasuTenscTea dxyaa bapaka 06 otctynaeHmm B 2000 rogy. BoeHHble
packpUTUKOBAAM 3TO peLLeHMne Kak «3HaunTeIbHOe COKPaLLieHNe CAePXMBatOLLIEN CUbI»
M3pannsa n 06B1HWAN ero B Havane «BTopol nHTUdaabl» B TOM Xe rogy. bbuiv npegnpuHaThI
penpeccuu NpoTUB NanecTUHLEB C Lie/Iblo BOCCTaHOB/IEHNS CAePXMBaAtOLLeR Cuiibl. TONbKO
Ha 3TOM OCHOBaHWM BOEHHbIe A06UIVCb CBOErO U MOJyUYNIV paspeLleHe Ha MpoBejeHMe
eLé ogHol onepauun B JlnBaHe netom 2006 roga, CHOBa CrpOBOLMPOBAHHOM NHLMNAEHTOM C
Xe360nn0W Ha ceBepHOW rpaHunLe.179

B koHLe 2008 roga bapak - Ha 3TOT pa3 B kayecTse Angepa Pabouyeri napTum N MUHUCTPa
060pOHbLI B NpaBuTenbCTBe OxyAa OnbMepTa, KOTOPbI BO3rNaBAAnKagumadTa LeHTpUCTCKan
napTus, obpasoBaHHas B 2006 rogy, Hanpasuia n3panibckmne Bolicka B cekTop lasa, KOTOpbIN ¢
2006 roga koHTponnpoBasncs XAMAC. [lpyrve peLuatoLye BOOPYXeHHble CTOIKHOBEHWS B HOBOM
cTonetumn - ¢ 2000 no 2004 roa, B 2006 rogy v ¢ 2008 no 2009 roj - Takxe CTann pesynbLTaTtoM
peLLeHNi, MPUHATLIX «CUOHWUCTCKMM NeBbIM NpaBnTensCTBOM» B Mlepycanume. YTo kacaeTcs
cTonkHoBeHWn 2012 1 2014 rosoB B cekTope asa, KoTopble 66111 opraHnsosaHbl XAMAC,/Tuky4

npaBUTeIbCTBA TakKXe NoJib30Banncb Henokonebnmoi I'IO,D,,U,ep)KKOVI CNOHNCTCKNX NNeBbIX.

3akntoyeHme: O BoliHe N eBPeiACKoii rocyapCTBEHHOCTY

Kak 06BACHNTb 3TO NepMaHeHTHOe COCTOsIHME BOViHbI? [ToueMy nspanibckoe
06LLI,eCTBO Tepneno ero CToNbKo n1eT, HeCMOoTPA Ha TO, YTO BO€HHasA NONINTNKA CHOBa U
CHOBa OKa3blBaslaCb KOHTpI'IpO,D,yKTVIBHOVI? OTBeT Ha 3TOoT BOMPOC MOXEeT 3aKno4yaTbCA
B TOM, YTO UCTOPUYECKN I/I3pa|/|nb npeanonaran TeCHYH CBA3b MeXAy BOEHHOM MoLWwblo
n cyiectBoBaHMeM HalMOHaNnbHOro rocygapcrea. W kak cnepcTBume 3TOro, M 0CO6eHHO
B CBeTe eBpelickoli katacTpodbl B EBpone, chpopmMmpoBanock BHyTpeHHee NoHVMaHne
CMOHM3Ma KakK rapaHTa eBpeVICKOFO cyuwiectBoBaHMA UM Kak e AMHCTBEHHOIO OTBETa Ha
TaK Ha3blBaeMblli «eBPenCKmiA BOMPOC».

Yxe B 1948 rogy, BO Bpemsi NepBoii BOViHbI 3@ [1anecTuHy, ocyLLecTBAsS1acb peannsaums
CUOHWUCTCKOTO NpoekTa.3pey M3panis0Kasanoch, YTO BCe 3TO MOAHOCTLIO 3aBUCUT OT OrepaTUBHOW
rOTOBHOCTY BOOPYXEHHbIX C1/1. BoeHHOe nopaxeHue NpupaBHUBaNoCch K pacnagy apMun. /iLys, B TO
Bpems Kak BOeHHas noGe,qa — KakK BNocneACTBNM NOATBEPANIOCE — CONPOBOXAanacb poxXiaeHNem

HaLMOHaNbHOrO rocyAapcTBa.

178LUnarim 2000: 561; Bap-3oap 2006: 665; Asynaii-Ka, 1996: 247. 179
Bap-Vosed 2006.
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The Jewish state was born out of war. It was thanks to the war of 1948 that
Zionism managed to come much closer to achieving its national-state goals than
UN Resolution 181 of November 29, 1947 was prepared to allow. Through other
wars — particularly that of 1956 — Israel built up its deterrent effect, and it also
succeeded in expanding its state territory as a result of the war of 1967. In this
sense, war has a positive connotation. It secures Jewish statehood.

But since Israel did not settle the question of its state territory in 1949 but
rather was intent on expansion, and also because in 1949 no peace deal but only
a temporary ceasefire agreement with the neighbor states could be reached, no
solution to the question of Palestine was arrived at and various conflicts contin-
ued to ignite. Gaining and keeping territory has turned out to be a central motive
of the military operations undertaken over the course of the years. Not only the
wars of conquest (1948, 1956 and 1967), but also the less glorious wars of attrition
(1967-1970, 1985-2000) as well as the defense wars (such as 1973) were ultimately
fought over land.

But the armed encounters of 1956, 1982 and 1996 show how closely the ter-
ritory is linked to the military task of defense in the Israeli understanding. And
defense stands for security, which in turn stands for national-state existence. For
this reason security has become a central social code, the “Security Code”*®° rep-
resents a way of life to which there is no alternative. In Hebrew, the expression
“Ein-Breira” (no choice) was popularized as a social code for the necessity of war
for the purpose of self-defense.

What the Security Code spells out is this: Security is a guiding principle of the
social order. But because security has not yet been achieved and keeps ending
up back on the political agenda, the state has no choice but to revert even more
resolutely to a war policy with the conviction that it ensures national statehood.
This happens with the support of society.

Over time, Israeli militarism has become a taken-for-granted fact. The histori-
cal development of Israel’s state apparatus, social structures and political culture
has unfolded accordingly. The Israeli collective is fixated upon war institution-
ally (politics, military, society, economy, industry and legal system), as well as
mentally and politico-culturally. In dialectic relationship to the notion that war
is an integral part of reality in the Middle East, the security doctrine of determent
has been established. This became apparent from the formative years on, as the
worst-case scenario was constantly invoked. This included the assumption that
the Arab neighboring states of Israel are its archenemies. And this in turn gave
birth to the conviction that an invincible Israeli military power is a necessity.

180 Kimmerling 2001.
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EBpelickoe rocyAapcTBo 3apoAnIOCh B pesy/ibTaTe BOViHbl. MiIMeHHO 6narogaps BoiiHe 1948 roga
CUOHM3MY YAaN0Ch 3HaUNTENIbHO NPUBAN3NTLCS K JOCTUXKEHMIO CBOUX LieNell B 061acTy HaLMOHaAbHOro
rocyAapcTBa, vero He gonyckana pesontouma OOH Ne 181 oT 29 Hosbpsa 1947 roaa. B xoze Apyrux BOVH -
0Cc06eHHO BOViHbI 1956 roaa - Mspaunk ycnnnn ceoit caepxusaronii spdekT, a Takxe gobuaca
pacLUMpeHsi CBOeW rocyAapcTBeHHON TeppuTOpUK B pesynbTaTe BOVHbl 1967 roaa. B 3Tom cMbicie BoiHa
1IMeeT MO3UTUBHBIN 0TTeHOK. OHa obecneuynBaeT eBpelickyto rocyAapcTBEHHOCTb.

Ho nockonbky N3pannb B 1949 roay He yperynmpoBsan BOMpoC O CBOEeli rocyAapCTBEHHO
TeppuTopmnK, a CTPEMUACS K 3KCNaHCUK, a Takxe noTomy, 4to B 1949 rogy He yjanocb A0CTUYb
MWPHOrO corfalleHus, a nllb BpeMeHHoe cornatleHne o npekpaLieHnin orHa ¢ cocegHnumMm
rocyfapctBamu, peLleHne nanecTMHCKOro BONpoca Tak v He 6bl10 HaliAeHo, 1 pasnyHble
KOHGNVKTbI NPOAOIKANN Pa3ropaTbCsi. 3aBoeBaHMe U yaepXKaHne TeppuTopun ctano
LeHTpasbHbIM MOTVMBOM BOEHHbIX Onepauuii, MPOBOAMBLLNXCA Ha MPOTSAXEHUN MHOTMX neT. He
TOJIbKO BOWiHbI 3a 3aBoeBaHMe (1948, 1956 n 1967), HO 1 MeHee C/1aBHble BOMHbI Ha UCTOLLeHMEe
(1967-1970, 1985-2000), a TakKe 060pOoHUTE/NbHbIE BOWHBI (HanpumMep, 1973 rog) B KOHEYHOM
nTore BeNNCb 3a 3eMJ10.

OzHaKo BOOpPYXeHHble cTo/IKHoBeHMSA 1956, 1982 1 1996 ro0B NoKasblBakOT, HACKOILKO TECHO 3Ta
TEPPUTOPVS CBA3aHa C BOEHHOM 3aJayeil 060pOHbI B U3PaunbCKOM NOHMMaHMW. A 060poHa o3HavaeT
6e30MacHOCTb, KOTOpas!, B CBOKO OYepejb, 03Ha4aeT CyLlieCTBOBaHWe HaLMOHaNLHOro rocyaapcTaa. Mo aToi
npyyrHe 6e30MacHOCTb CTana LieHTpaibHbIM CoLvanbHbIM kogekcoMm, «Kogekc 6e3onacHocTu»180 npeacTaBiseT
coboli 06pa3s XM13HN, KOTOPOMY HeT anbTepHaTUBLI. Ha nBpUTe BblpaxeHue «JiH-bperipaPpasa «HeT Bblbopa» (N0
choice) nony4yunna Wwmpokoe pacnpocTpaHeHne Kak coLyanbHblii kog, 0603HaualoLWmii Heo6X0ANMOCTb BOHbI B
LiefIiX CaMOOBOPOHBI.

Kopaekc 6e3onacHOCTV rnacuT cnegytoLiiee: 6€30MacHOCTb ABAAETCA PYKOBOAALLMM MNPUHLMUMIOM
06LLecTBeHHOro nopsaka. Ho Nockonbky 6e30nacHOCTL eLle He JOCTUIHYTa 1 MOCTOSIHHO BO3BpaLLaeTcs Ha
NOANTUYECKYO MOBECTKY AHS, Y roCyapcTBa HET MHOTO Bblibopa, Kpome Kak ellie 6onee pelunTensHo
BEPHYTLCSA K BOEHHOW MONNTUKe, byayun yoeXAeHHbIM, YTO 3TO 06eCneyumnT HaLMoHaNbHYH
rocyJapCTBEHHOCTb. 3TO MPOMCXOAUT NPY NoAAep>KKe 0bLLecTBa.

Co BpeMeHeM 13pannbCknii MUAUTapU3M CTan caMo coboli pasyMeroLmmMes pakTom.
COOTBETCTBEHHO, Pa3BMBAJICA UCTOPUYECKMNIA 0BNNK M3PanIBLCKOrO rocyAapCcTBEHHOrO annapaTa,
coumanbHbIX CTPYKTYP U MOAUTUYECKON KyNbTypbl. M3pannbckoe 06LecTBO MHCTUTYLIMOHAABHO (MOANTUKA,
apmus, 06L1eCTBO, 3KOHOMYKA, MPOMbILLIEHHOCTL 1 MPaBOBasi CUCTEMA) U MEHTasIbHO, U MOANTKKO-
KyNbTYPHO 0JePXX1MO BOVHOM. B AnanekTnyeckoli cBA3u C MpejcTaBleHNEM O TOM, YTO BOViHa ABASeTCA
HeoTbem/IeMOVi YacTblo peanbHOCTU Ha bavxkHem BocToke, cpopmmpoBanack JOKTpUHa 6e30MacHOCTH
CAEPXMBaHMA. 3TO CTaN0 OYEBUAHbIM C NEPBbIX /IET CYLLLEeCTBOBAaHWA roCyapcTBa, MOCKO/bKY MOCTOAHHO
anennvpoBan HanxyAwWwuii cLeHapuii. 3To BK/IOYaNo B cebsi MpearnonoxeHre, YTo cocejHue ¢ Mspannem
apabckuve rocyAapcTea ABNSIOTCA ero 3akNaTbIMU Bparamu. M aTo, B CBOKO o4epejb, MOpoANIO yoexjeHve B

Heo6Xx0AMMOCTU HenobeaNMON N3PanIbCKOV BOGHHON MOLL.

180KnmmepnunHr 2001.
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The doctrine of determent was soon framed in terms such as “activistic
defense,” “preemptive war,” “retaliation” and “determent.” The “demonstration
of strength” was supposed to neutralize the hostile potential of the enemy. If only
the military strength of Israel could be made obvious, the feared attacks would
be averted. But this doctrine does not only entail perpetual armament. It also
means a ceaseless demonstration of military power. As a consequence, non-con-
ventional weapons and disproportionate military operations are likewise legiti-
mized in domestic policy. The deterrent effect cannot be allowed to lessen, even
if in parallel peace is being negotiated.

The flipside of such a security doctrine based on determent is the state of
panic into which politics, army and society are thrown every time cracks appear
in the deterrent effect. Whenever the Israeli army suffers a defeat — even against
clearly inferior powers such as Hezbollah or the Palestinian resistance of first the
PLO and later also Hamas — the urge to rebuild the deterrence power through the
military grows stronger.

To political Israel, deterrence power is equivalent to its military hegemony in
the region. This is to be achieved not only through a well-equipped conventional
army, but also through the exclusive regional possession of non-conventional
weapons. And while Israel is still not admitting to its nuclear capacities, it fully
understands that its national state security is closely coupled to being the only
nuclear power in the region.

This is why it cannot let its Arab neighbor states, perceived as mortal enemies,
ever come into possession of nuclear weapons of mass destruction. Accordingly,
so-called preemptive wars also form a part of the security policy where the goal is
to prevent the nuclear armament of neighbor states. This became obvious in the
case of Iraq in June 1981 and Syria in September 2007, when the Israeli air force
destroyed nuclear reactors in these countries. The ongoing debate concerning
Iran’s nuclear program has also been ranking at the top of Israel’s security-polit-
ical agenda for some years.

The prospect of Iranian nuclear weapons is a source of great concern to
Israel, because through the 1980s and 1990s this Islamic republic has become
an increasingly important ally of two political-military organizations with Mus-
lim-religious orientations, namely the Palestinian Hamas and the Lebanese Hez-
bollah. Both of these have become declared archenemies in these decades from
the Israeli point of view. And since Israel accuses Iran as well as Hamas and Hez-
bollah of having the strategic goal of annihilating Israel, Iran being a nuclear
power poses a danger to the Jewish state. It would challenge Israel’s hegemonic
military position in the region, and in doing so possibly also jeopardize its nation-
al-state existence. Or so goes the Israeli fear. Thus, political Israel sees the preclu-

2 ¢
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JloKTpuHa caep>XunBaHmsa BCkope bblia chopmynpoBaHa B TakMX TEPMUHAX, Kak
«aKTUBUCTCKast 060POHa», «NMPeBeHTUBHAs BOVHa», «BO3Me3AMe» U «CAepPXNBaHME».
«/leMOHCTpaLma Cubl» JOMXKHa Bblia HeliTpann3oBaTb BpaXAebHbIA noTeHuman
NPOTMBHMKA. ECIM 6bl TONIBKO BOEHHasA MOLLb VI3panns 6bina oueBrHa, CTPaLUHbIe
HanageHWs 6biAn 6bl NpegoTBpaLLeHbl. Ho 3Ta AOKTPUHA NogpasyMeBaeT He TO/IbKO
NOCTOsIHHOE BoOpy>XXeHue. OHa Takoke 03Ha4vaeT HernpepbIBHYHO 4eMOHCTPALIMI0 BOEHHOW
mMowm. Kak cneacteme, HeTPaAVLIMOHHBIE BUAbLI OPYXUSA U HENPOMOPLNOHaAbHbIe BOEHHble
onepaLuu Takxe ermTUMU3NPYIOTCA BO BHYTPeHHel nonntrke. CaepXuBatoLwmi s¢ppekT He
Jo/mKeH ocnabeBaTh, Aaxe ecnun napaaieNnbHO BeAyTCs Neperosopbl 0 Mupe.

O6paTHast CTopoHa TakoW AOKTPUHbBI 6€30MacHOCTM, OCHOBaHHO Ha CAepPXUBaHUN, — 3TO
COCTOSIHME NaHWKK, B KOTOPOE BMNajatoT NONTUKAE, apMUS 1 OBLLLECTBO BCAKMIA pas, Koraa B
caepXuBatoLLeM 3pdekTe NOSBAAIOTCA TPELUMHbI. BCAaknid pas, Korga nspannbckas apMus Tepnut
nopaxeHue — jaxe oT SBHO NPEBOCXOAALLMX €€ CUII, TaKUX KakK «Xe360/11a» NN NanecTHCKoe
conpoTtmsneHne cHayana OOTT, a 3atem n XAMAC, — cTpem/ieHrie BOCCTAHOBUTL CAEPXMBAIOLLYHO
CUy € MOMOLLIbIO apMUN YCUNMBAETCS.

ﬂﬂﬂ nonnTn4yeckoro I/I3pavu19| cAepxunearoLlas cuia paBHO3Ha4Ha ero BOEHHOW rereMoHumn B
pervioHe. 3To A0/HKHO AOCTUraTbCs He TOIbKO 3a CHET XOPOLLO OCHALLEHHOM 06bIYHOM apMunK, HO 1 3a cyeT
VICK/TIOUNTENBHOrO PernoHanbHoro 061ajaHnsa HeTPaANLIMOHHBIMI BUAAMU OpyXKs. U xoTa M3panb go
CUX MOP He NPU3HAaEeT Han4KMe y Hero SAepHoro NoTeHLMana, OH NPekpacHoO NMOHMMaeT, YTo ero
HalMoHaNbHas rocyjapcTBeHHas 6@30MacHOCTb TeCHO CBA3aHa C TeM, YTO OH AIBNAETCSH eNHCTBEHHON
AepHOW fepxaBoli B pervioHe.

VIMeHHO NoaToMy M3panib He MOXeT AOMYCTUTb, YTOBbI ero cocesHmne apabekume rocysapcTsea,
BOCNPUHVMaeMble KaK 3aKnaTble Bparu, Korp,a—nm6o nonyynnmn afepHoe opyxXKne MacCcoBoro yHUYTOXeHUs.
COOTBeTCTBeHHO, TakK Ha3blBaeMble NMpeBeHTNBHbIE BOViHbI TakXXe SIBASOTCS YaCTbio NOINTUKN
6e30MacHOCTW, LieNibio KOTOPbIX SIBAAETCA NpejoTBpaLleHmne SAepPHOro BOOPYXKEHNS COCeAHNX rocyapcTB.
370 CTaNo o4YeBMAHBIM B ciy4ae ¢ Mipakom B ntoHe 1981 roaa n Crpueii B ceHTsabpe 2007 roaa, koraa
n3paunnbckne BBC yHUUTOXUAN sifiepHble peakTopbl B 3TVX CTpaHax. [pogonxatolmecs gebaTtbl N0 NoBOAYy
VIPaHCKO siiepHOLi MPOorpaMMbl Takxe yxe HeCKoJIbKO 1eT 3aHMMatoT BeylLiee MecTo B MOMTUYecKol
nosecTke AHs M3panns B o6nact 6e3onacHocTy.

MNepcnekTrBa 06nagaHns VipaHOM SAePHbBIM OPYXXIMEM Bbi3biBaeT CEPbe3HYH0 03a60UYEHHOCTb Y
M3pawnns, nockonbky B 1980-x 1 1990-x roaax ata ncnamckas pecnybnmka crana Bce 6osee BaXKHbIM
COIO3HNKOM /IBYX BOEHHO-MOINTUYECKNX OpraHn3aLuii ¢ MyCynbMaHCKOV PeIrMo3HON HanpaBaeHHOCTbIO,
a MeHHO nanectnHckoro XAMAC 1 nvBaHckoi Xe360nbl. O6e OHUW B NOC/eAHNE AECATUNETUS CTann
06BbABNEHHBIMW 3aKSTIMY BparaMmu ¢ TOUKM 3peHns Mspauns. A nockonbky M3paunnb o6BunHseT MpaH, a
Takoke XAMAC 1 Xe3601y B cTpaTernyeckoli Leam yHudToxxeHns Mspaunns, agepHoe opyxue MpaHa
npeAcTaBnsaeT 0NacHoOCTb A1 eBPelickoro rocysapcTea. OHO 6POCUT BbI30B rereMOHNCTCKOMY BOEHHOMY
MONOXEHWIO I/I3pa|/|nﬂ B pernmoHe n, Takum 06pa30M, MOXET MOCTaBUTb MOA Yyrposy cyLiecTtsoBaHue ero
HaLMOHanbLHOro rocyaapcrea. Mo kpaliHeii mepe, Tak onacaeTca M3pawib. Takum 06pasom, NoaMTUYeCKunia

Vlapamnb BUAWT B 3TOM Npej3HaMeHOBaHWKeE...
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sion of a nuclear Iran as an integral part of its security policy that is based on the
security doctrine of determent through Israel’s military superiority.

It is obvious that this doctrine entails escalation and keeps intensifying the
respective conflicts instead of diffusing them as the determent policy promises.
Despite this fact, it has barely lost any of its potency. How does such an over-
whelming social consensus on a war policy based on this doctrine come about?
An explanation may be found in the already discussed civil militarism. Israeli
militarism is a product of the depoliticization of security as it has been practiced
from above for many years. The state (and its apparatuses of violence) claims the
exclusive power of decision in security matters, thus effectively excluding society,
i.e., the public and their representatives in the Knesset, from the actual decision
process.

De facto it is the executive powers — the security cabinet and the security
apparatuses — that make all the decisions regarding security policy. Through the
exclusion of society from this entire area, the executive has plenty of room to
maneuver. It can stick to a repeatedly failed security policy without really being
forced to expose it to scrutiny. This domestic political procedure has been estab-
lished over the course of the years to become an essential feature of Israel’s polit-
ical culture. In opposition to the strength and autonomy of the state stands a
society that is deprived of power as a result of its depoliticization.

The fundament for this depoliticization of security was already laid in the
early years of the State of Israel, when Prime Minister and Minister of Defense
David Ben-Gurion held enough power and authority to segregate the complex
of security policy from political routine and debate. In the formative years, the
actual decision process did not take place in the Knesset or the Mapai party.
Instead, a small circle within the Ministry of Defense exclusively decided issues of
war and armament. In this way, Ben-Gurion set the course for a political culture
of the depoliticization of security. His protégé Peres would later reinforce these
structures. While the state strengthened its executive power by relieving it from
any obligation to account for its security policy, the new immigrant society was
weakened “from above” as this entire field was effectively placed out of its reach.

The first Israeli “war of opportunity” is a good example of the process of the
depoliticization of security. In 1956, it was three individuals on the Israeli side
who prepared the war against Egypt: David Ben-Gurion, Army Chief Moshe Dayan
and Director-General in the Ministry of Defense Shimon Peres. The latter two took
a vanguard role in politically paving the way for Ben-Gurion. Neither the Mapai
party nor the Knesset or even the government, not to mention the public, had a
say in any of it.

The entire endeavor had to remain strictly secret at the time, not least because
the actual backdrop to the war, namely the stabilization of the military alliance
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BocnpusTue VipaHoM siiepHOro opyxus Kak HEOTbEM/IEMOI YacTy ero NOUTUKIN 6e30MacHoCTH,
OCHOBAaHHO Ha AOKTPUHE CAepPXMBaHNA NOCPeACTBOM BOEHHOro NPeBOCXOACTBa V3panns.

OLIEBI/IAHO, YTO 3Ta AOKTPVHa B/ieYeT 3a coborii 3CKanauu v n1be ycnameaeT COOTBETCTBYOLLME
KOH¢J1VIKT!:I, BMECTO TOro YTO6bl CMSArYaTh nx, Kak 06ELLlaET NONNTUKa CAePXUNBAHUA. HeCMOTpﬂ Ha 3TO, OHa
npakTUyecky He yTpaTtunia ceoei 3ppekTNBHOCTU. Kak e BO3HMKAeT Takoi NoAABASIOLLMY 06LLEeCTBEHHbI
KOHCEHCYC B OTHOLLIEHWW BOEHHO NMOAUTUKIN, OCHOBAHHOL Ha 3TOi AOKTpMHe? O6bsiCHEHNE MOXHO HaliTL
B y>Ke 06Cy>KAABLUEMCS FPaXAAHCKOM MUAnTapuame. M3pannbekunii MUAMTapuam sSBSeTcs MPOAYKTOM
AenonnTr3aumy 6e3onacHoOCT, KOTopasi NPaKTUKYeTCs CBepXy Y>Ke MHOro net. FocyAapcTso (1 ero
annapatbl HACUAWA) NPeTeHAYeT Ha UCKUNTENbHYIO BNaCTb NPUHATUS peLleHni B Bonpocax
6e30MacHOCT, TeM CamblM GaKTUYECKN NCKNOYan 06LLEeCcTBO, TO eCTb 06LLECTBEHHOCTL U ee

I'IpeACTaBVITeﬂel‘il, n3 npouecca NpnNHATUA peLUeHMVI.KHECCETVI3 CcaMoro npouecca NpUHATUA peu.lean?l.

Ae-¢pakTo/IMeHHO NcnonHNTeNbHas BAaCTb - KabMHeT 6e30MacHOCTY 1 annaparsbl
6e30MNacHOCTV - NPUHMMAaET BCe peLleHns, KacatoLmecs NoNnTukn 6esonacHocTu. MicknoyeHne
obLLecTsa 13 3Tol cdepbl JaeT NCNONHUTENLHON BNACTU LUMPOKME BO3SMOXHOCTU ANst
MaHeBpupoBaHMA. OHa MOXeT NPUAEPXNBATLCA HEOAHOKPATHO MNPOBaNVBABLLECA NOANTUKN
6e30MacHOCTY, He Byayun BbIHY>XXAEHHO noABepraTh ee TWaTe/bHOMY aHann3y. 3Ta
BHYTpUNoanTMyeckas npoueaypa $opMmpoBanace Ha MPOTHXEHUN MHOTVIX JIeT 1 cTana
HeoTbeM1eMOl YaCTbio NOANTUYECKON KyNbTypbl M3panns. B npoTneoBec cuie 1 aBTOHOMUN
rocyapcTea CTOUT 06LLECTBO, IMLLIEHHOE BacTV B pe3y/ibTaTte ero 4enoanTmsauum.

OcHoBa Ans 3Toii AenonnTr3aumy 6esonacHOCTV 6bina 3an10XeHa eLle B nepBsble rojbl
cylecTBOBaHUA [ocyAapcTBa V3pannb, KOrga npeMbep-MUHUCTP U MUHUCTP 060pOoHBbI [laBug beH-TypuroH
o6nap,an AOCTaTOHHOI‘/‘I BNaCTbiO 1 aBTOPUTETOM, YTO6bI oTAENNTb CNOXHbIA KOMMIEKC NOINTUKN
6e30nacHOCTN OT NOANTUYECKON PYTVHBbI N AI/ICKyCCVII‘/’I‘ B rogabl CTaHOB/NEHUA ¢aKTI/IHeCKOe npuHaTne
peLueHunii NpovncxoAnio He B pamkaxkKHecceminuMaraymapTus. BMecTo 3Toro y3kuii Kpyr BHyTpU
MwuHncTepcTBa 060POHBI peLLian NCKNIYNTENbHO BONPOChI BOMHLI 1 BOOPY>KeHWIA. Takm o6pa3om, beH-
TYpVIOH 3210 OCHOBY A1 NOIMTUYECKON KyNbTypbl AenonnTusaumm 6esonacHocTu. Ero npotexe Mepec
no3e yKpenun 3Tu CTPYKTypbl. B To Bpems kak rocyAapcTso YKpenuio CBOK UCTMONHNTENbHYIO BNaCTb,
0CcBO60AMNB Cebst OT KaKMX-NMBO 06513aTeNbCTB MO OTHETHOCTYM 33 CBOO MNOAUTUKY 6€30MacHOCTY, HOBOE
MMMUrPaHTCKOE 06LLLeCcTBO 6b1N10 0cnabneHo «cBepXy», MOCKO/bKY BCA 3Ta chepa pakTnyeckn okasanacb
BHe ero 40caraeMocTu.

MepBasi n3pannbCkas «BoriHa Mo Cy4at» — XOPOLUNIA NprMep npoLiecca AenonnTmsaumnm
6e3onacHocTn. B 1956 rogy BoliHy NpoTvB Ervnta roToBUAN Tpy YenoBeka C N3panibCKOM CTOPOHBI:
JlaBna beH-TYp1oH, HayanbHYK WTaba apmumn Molue [lasH 1 reHepanbHbI ANPEKTOp
MuHucTepcTBa 060poHbI LLIMMOH Mepec. MNMocneaHve ABoe chirpany BeAyLLyto poib B
nonvTUYeckol nogrotoeke beH-ryproHa. H1 ognH 13 HUX He 6bla OAHUM U3 TeX, KTO...Manau Hn
napTus HNKHecceTlaxe NpaBUTeNbLCTBO, HE TOBOPS YXKe 0 06LLeCTBEHHOCTY, He MMenn npasa
rosioca H” B O4HOM 13 3TUX BOMPOCOB.

Bca 3Ta 3aTes B TO Bpems 40/KHa bblna 0cTaBaTbCs B CTPOXKaliLLei TaliHe, He B MOC/IeAHIO oyepeab

13-3a 06CTOATENBCTB, npeaLwecTsoBaBLUNX BOViHE, 8 UMEHHO CTa6I/InI/I33LI,I/II/I BOEHHOro Cor3a.
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with France, would have been difficult to communicate. Even as it was beyond
debate to Peres that the war was led in the interest of Israel and that the alliance
with France was only necessary during the embargo, he knew how to mask the
actual background in order to achieve consensus in Israel.!8!

More importantly, even years later Israeli society was still not informed of the
true motive. Therefore, the Sinai-Suez War remained an undisputed necessity, a
defense war in the collective awareness. This rendered domestic political debate
a moot point. The narrative according to which “the enemies want to annihilate
us and we have to defend ourselves,” can neither be proven nor refuted. It has,
however, been passed on and become firmly institutionalized in an unreflective
process carried on over many years.

And so the security question was ideologized and ultimately depoliticized.
In this way the concrete circumstances of any war appear to be of secondary
importance. They are ultimately blocked out. Accordingly, any serious discussion
or effective criticism fails to emerge. The scenario of 1956 repeated itself in 1967,
on the eve of the Six-Day War. The war was portrayed as an existence-securing
measure as the country was seized by a downright fear of annihilation. Behind
the scenes, the decision to go to war was forced on politics by the military.*®?
Israel scored a military triumph, which led to victory euphoria. Here, too, any
substantial public debate about the reasons, the course, the goals or the devastat-
ing politico-demographical and geopolitical results of the war failed to material-
ize. Settlement of the new territories commenced immediately afterwards.

Another contribution to the depoliticization of war and thus to the consolida-
tion of civil militarism was made by civilian politician Peres in 1982, when he was
in the opposition. In the beginning he did not only agree with the government’s
decision to send the Israeli army into Lebanon, but he also supported the political
architect of the Lebanon war by practically smothering any public debate about
the aims of the war before it even began. This was again fueled by the conviction
that war was a necessity, but it also arose from the fact that disclosing to the
public the actual motivation for this bold military operation in the neighboring
country was out of the question.

The Lebanon plan ultimately failed, exposing Israel to an even greater threat
from the country’s northern border. Despite this fact, the war of 1982 was still
considered a defensive war by the political-military leadership, and this is why it
would continue for eighteen years. Although in 1983 Israeli society actually did
come to the point where it forced the resignation of war architect Ariel Sharon

181 Amar-Dahl 2010: 225-250.
182 Golani 2002: 197-203; Segev 2005.
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ObLweHne ¢ PpaHUmelt 6bI10 bbl 3aTPYAHUTENBbHBIM. Jaxe HeCMOTPS Ha TO, UTO AN1A
Mepeca 66110 04EBMAHO, YTO BOViHA Beflack B MHTepecax V3pannsa n 4to cors ¢
®paHuyen bbl1 He06X0AMM TONIBKO BO BPeMs 3Mb6apro, OH yMen CKpbiBaTb UCTUHHbIE
NPUYMHBI, YTO6bI A0BUTLCS KOHCEHCyca B M3panne.181

Yto ee 6onee BaxHO, Aaxe CNyCTA roAbl M3pavnabCKoe 06LLeCcTBO Tak U He y3HaNo NCTUHHbIX
MOTVBOB. MoaToMmy CrHaiicko-CyaLikast BOiHa ocTaBanack B KOIIEKTVBHOM CO3HaHUM 6eCccrnopHoit
HeobX0AMMOCTbI0, 060POHUTENBHOV BOMHON. 3TO CAeNano BHyTpUNonmTnyeckmne agebatbl
6eCcCMbICIEHHBIMU. YTBEPXAEHVE O TOM, UTO «Bparv XOTAT HAaC YHUUTOXUTb, U Mbl ZOKHbI
3aLLMLLATLCS», HE/Ib3S1 HU A0Ka3aTb, HU OMpoBeprHyTb. OAHaKO OHO NepejaBanoch U3 MOKONEHNS B
NoKoseHVe 1 MPOYHO YKOPEHWIOCk B pesynbTaTe HeobAyMaHHOro npoLecca, NPojoKasLLlerocs
MHOrue rojpl.

Taknm obpa3om, Bonpoc 6e30MacHOCTA 6bia AEONOrN3MPOBaH N B KOHEYHOM UTore
AEenoNNTU3NpPoBaH. B 3TOM CMbiC/ie KOHKPeTHbIe 06CTOATENbCTBA NH060M BOMHBI KaXyTcs
BTOpPOCTENeHHbIMU. B KOHEeUHOM cueTe, OHU UrHopupytoTcst. COOTBETCTBEHHO, t06oe
cepbesHoe 0bcyxaeHne nnn sppekTnBHaAA KPUTMKa He Bo3HMKatoT. CueHapuii 1956 roga
nosTopuncsa B 1967 rogy, HakaHyHe LLlecTnaHeBHOV BOViHbI. BoliHa 6bina npeacTaBneHa  kak
Mepa Mo obecneyeHnto CyLLLeCTBOBAHNS, NOCKOJIbKY CTPaHy OXBaTW/1 OTKPOBEHHbIN CTpax
YHUYTOXEHMS. 3a KyrcamMm peLleHre 0 Havane BOWHbI 6bi10 HaBA3aHO NOANTUKAM
BOEHHbIMW.182 M3pannb ogep>kan BoeHHyt0 Nobeay, KoTopasi mpvBena K svidopum ot
nobegpl. 34eckb TakXke He BO3HMK/IO CYLLEeCTBEHHOr0 06LLIECTBEHHOMO 06CYyX/AEHUS MPUYH,
X0Aa, Leneit unmn paspyLumnTenbHbIX NONNTUKO-AeMorpapuyeckix 1 reonoanTu4eckmnx
NoCNesCTBUIA BOVHbI. 3acefieHre HOBbIX TePPUTOPUIA Hayanock cpasy nocsie 3Toro.

ELé oanH BKNaA B AeNONNTU3ALMIO BOMHbI U, CNejoBaTeNnbHo, B yKpenaeHne
rpaXAaHCKoro MUAnTapmamMa BHEC rpaxaaHckmnin nonmtuk Mepec B 1982 rogy, korga oH
HaxoAuca B onno3nuyumn. BHavane oH He TOJIbKO cornallascs ¢ pelieHmnem
npaBnTeIbCTBa BBECTU N3PanibCKyto apMuo B JIMBaH, HO 1 NOAAepXnBa
NOJINTNYECKOrO apXmMTeKTopa JIMBaAHCKOV BOMHbI, MPakTU4ecky NogaBnss ntobble
ny6an4dHble febaTbl O LiensxX BOVHbI eLwé fo eé Havana. 9To CHOBa 6bI10 06yC/10BAEHO
ybexzaeHnem B He06X0ANMOCTM BOViHbI, HO Takxe 1 TeM $paKTOM, UTO packpbiThe
06LLeCTBEHHOCTU UCTUHHbLIX MOTUBOB 3TOV AEepP3KOi BOEHHOM onepauuu B cocesHer
CTpaHe 6bI10 NCK/IOYEHO.

JInBaHCKMA NNaH B KOHEYHOM UTOre MPOBaWACA, MOABEPrHYB M3paunb elle 60/bLUei yrpose
CO CTOPOHbI CeBEPHOI rpaHuLbl CTpaHbl. HecMoTps Ha 370, BoriHa 1982 roja Bce ele
paccMaTpuBanacb BOEHHO-MOANTUYECKUM PYKOBOACTBOM Kak 060pOHUTE/IbHAS, U UMEHHO No3ToMy
OHa npojosmKanacb BoceMHaAUaTh seT. XoTsa B 1983 rogy nspanibckoe o6LLecTBO AelicTBUTENLHO

[OLL/IO A0 TOrO MOMEHTA, KOTrAa BbIHYAW/IO K OTCTaBKe apXMTeKTopa BoViHbl Apmans LLlapoHa.

181Amap-Janb 2010: 225-250. 182
F'onaHn 2002: 197-203; Ceres 2005.
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through a state investigation committee, it no less than its political leadership
still maintains the view that this war was an act of defense. This is why it would
go on to entrust itself to the same security-political leadership for so long after-
wards. Shimon Peres and Ariel Sharon would try to keep the Palestinian territo-
ries under Israeli control for many more years, before finally making the decision
in 2005 to pull out of the Gaza Strip.'3

The depoliticization of security becomes most apparent in the question of
nuclear weapons, where the inception of the Israeli nuclear program was decided
to the exclusion of the public and its representatives. The “policy of opacity”
carried the day. This policy is not only geared towards keeping the Israeli nuclear
program out of international control, but also towards preventing it from being
discussed domestically. Peres played a central role in these developments, start-
ing in the mid-1950s with the acquisition of the infrastructure, and leading up
to the assertion and ultimately the consolidation of the policy of opacity in the
political culture.

This depoliticization of security forms the basis for the civil militarism that
has taken such a firm hold in the political culture of the country. The genesis
of this political culture is rooted in the disciplining of an immigrant and settler
society for the ultimate goal of national statehood, as it is understood by the
political-military leadership and enforced by the state. For the sake of its secret
warfare, the state secures its own political maneuvering room by reverting to mil-
itary censorship, emergency laws, the policy of denial and the exertion of control
over the military-industrial complex.

All these measures carry an important domestic-political function in effec-
tively stifling public debate of the security question. As things stand, Israeli
society is de facto all but completely at the mercy of the state when it comes to
matters of security. This understanding of state and society has evolved not least
because the country’s political leadership failed to clarify the question of state
territory, leaving it to the military instead. And so the question of Palestine con-
tinues to play a decisive role in Israel’s quest for peace.

183 Landau 2015: 344 seq.
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Yepes rocyAapCTBEHHYHO CNeACTBEHHYIO KOMUCCMIO OHa, Kak 1 e€é NoAnTnYeckoe pyKkoBOACTBO, 40
CUX NOP NPUAEPXMNBAETCA MHEHWS, YTO 3Ta BOMHA bbla akTOM CaMOO6OPOHbI. VIMEeHHO no3ToMy
OHa Tak A,0/1r0 NoC/1e 3TOro AoBepsna cebs TOMy Xe caMOMy PYKOBOACTBY, OTBeYatoLLemy 3a
6e30MacHOCTb 1 NOANTUKY. LLInMoH Mepec 1 Apmane LLIapoH nbiTanucb yaepXnsBaTtb NanecTuHckne
TEPPUTOPUN MOJ KOHTpONEM M3panns eLé MHOro fieT, npexae Yem B 2005 rozly HakoHeL, NPUHAAN
peLueHve o BbiBOAe BOWCK 13 cekTopa Ma3a.183

Jenonntmsaums 6e3onacHoOCTN Hanbonee oyeBNAHAa B BOMPOCE SA4ePHOr0 OpyXus,
rae cosfaHue U3pannbCkor SAepHON NporpaMmMel 66110 peLleHo B OTCYTCTBUE
0b6LLeCcTBEeHHOCTN 1 eé npeacTaBuTeneli. Mobegnna «noANTUKA HEMPO3PaYHOCTU». ITa
MoANTUKA HanpaB/ieHa He TObKO Ha TO, YTObbI BbIBECTU M3PaUIbCKYHO SAEPHYH
nporpammy ns-noj MexzayHapoAHOro KOHTPO/ISA, HO U Ha TO, UTOObI MpejoTBPaTUTL eé
06CyxAeHMe BHYTpUY CTpaHbl. Mepec cbirpan LieHTpaabHY PoJib B 3TUX COBLITUAX,
HaumHas c cepearHbl 1950-x rofoB ¢ NprobpeTeHNs NHPPACTPYKTYPbI 1 3aKaHUMBas
YTBEPXAEHNEM 1, B KOHEYHOM UTOre, yKpernjeHnem noiInTUK Hernpo3payvyHocT B
NoOANTNYECKON KynbType.

JTa Aenonntusaumsa 6e30nacHoOCTM NeXUT B OCHOBE rPaxAaHCKOro MUANTapmn3mMa, KoTopbli
TaK NPOYHO YKOPEHWCS B NONNTUYECKON KyNbType CTPaHbl. 3apoxeHre 3Tol NoanTn4eckon
KyNbTypbl KOPEHUTCA B ANCLUNANHUPOBAHUN MMMUIPAHTCKOTO 1 NOCeNIeHYeckoro obLecTsa paau
KOHEYHOW Lie/Iv - HaLMOHaIbHOV FOCyapCTBEHHOCTH, Kak €€ MOHUMAaeT BOEHHO-NOANTNYECKoe
PYKOBO/CTBO 1 Kak eé obecneunsaeT rocyfapcteo. Paan ceoeli TaliHOW BOMHbI rocyapcTBo
obecneunsaeT cebe NOAUTUYECKOE NPOCTPAHCTBO /19 MaHEBPOB, Npuberas K BOEHHO LieH3ype,
ypesBblualiHbIM 3aKOHaM, MONNTMKE OTPULIAHUS 1 YCTAHOBAEHWNIO KOHTPONS Ha/, BOEHHO-
NPOMbILLNEHHBIM KOMMNJIEKCOM.

Bce 3TV Mepbl BbIMOMHAIOT BaXKHY BHYTPUMOAUTNYECKYHO YHKLMIO, 3GPeKTUBHO NoAaBnas
I'IyGIWIl-IHbIE ,qe6aTb| no Bonpocy 6e30nacHOCTU. B HbiHelHel CNTyauumn nspannbckoe 06LLLECTBO HaxoaunTca
B.‘.,qe-¢aKroB Bonpocax 6e30nacHoCTN I/l3pa|/|m> NPaKTN4YeCKn MNONHOCTbIO HaXoAMTCA BO BNacTu
rocyfapcrea. Takoe NoHVUMaHve ponun rocyaapctea n OGIJ.I,eCTBa N3MEHWOCh HE B NOC/IE[HIOO oYepeab
NOTOMY, YTO MONNTNYHECKOE PYKOBOACTBO CTPaHbl HE CMOT/10 NPOACHNTL BONPOC O rOCyAapCTBeHHOf;I
TeppUTOPMM, OCTABMB €ro Ha YCMOTPeHMe BOEHHBIX. Takim 06pa3om, Bonpoc o ManectrHe Npojomkaet

nrpaTtb peLlaroLlyro posib B CTpeMIEHUN I/I3pa|/|nﬂ K MUpy.

183/1aHgay 2015: 344 cek.
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The now fifty years of my public life can be divided into two halves. The first half of my
work has been dedicated to defense, the second to peace. [...] For me, crossing over from
the domain of defense to the domain of peace was like leaving the real world in exchange
for an unreal one.!

This remark by veteran politician Shimon Peres, made in the late 1990s, provides
a telling insight into the political culture of Israel — and, for that matter, into its
prospects of ending the century-long conflict over Palestine. Peres succinctly
describes the fifty years following Israel’s establishment as a balancing act
between the conflicting priorities of defense and peace, security and reconcilia-
tion. It is in this difficult terrain that he, Peres, had to move and find his bearings
throughout his entire political career. War remains indispensable for Israel’s exis-
tence, but since the state of war is excruciating in the long run, peace needs to be
aspired to. However, it is to come about strictly as a consequence of security, and
is only feasible after the Jewish state has been secured. In other words, existence
as a national state has to precede reconciliation.

But what exactly should this reconciliation look like? This is what Peres had
to say with regard to this matter five decades after Israel’s establishment and fol-
lowing several years of peace talks with the Palestinians, but still before the final
failure of the Oslo Peace Process in October 2000: “Peace is like a dream: It still
lingers as I awaken, even if it is only pale and blurred like the dusk, but as the
day is dawning and the hours pass, reality gets the upper hand.”? Is “reality” as it
presents itself roughly half a century after the founding of the state not suited for
peace in the eyes of Israel’s last remaining founding father?

Since the mid-1980s, the bearer of hope for peace and leader of the Israeli
Labor Party had been increasingly putting himself out for an initiation of peace
talks. And it was his party that popularized the formula of “peace and security”
(Shalom ve-Bitahon). In numerous speeches over the years, Peres mentioned
these two terms in one breath. His voice was increasingly perceived as a call for
negotiations to solve the Palestinian question. Up to this point, any such thing
had been unimaginable in Israel.

In 1985, Peres, as prime minister in the grand coalition, pushed through the
partial withdrawal of Israeli troops from Lebanon against the resistance of most
Likud cabinet members. This decision was preceded by the peace settlement with

1 Peres 1999: 57, 61.
2 Ibid. 61-62.
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5. EBpelickas rocylapCTBEHHOCTb U perMoHasbHbIVi MUp

Mow NATbAECAT NeT 06LLEeCTBEHHO XM3HW MOXHO pa3fenuTb Ha ABe NONOBUHbI.
MepBasi NonoBMHa Moeli paboTsl 6bina NocBsLLeHa 060poHe, BTopast — Mupy. [...] Ans
MeHsi nepexog 13 chepbl 060poHbI B chepy Mmpa bbl1 NoJ06eH yxody 13 peasbHOro
MUVpa B HepeasbHbIN. 1

STO BbICKa3blBaHVe BeTepaHa noanTuku LLinmoHa Mepeca, caenaHHoe B KoHue 1990-x roaos, AaeT
nokasaresibHoe NpejcTaBNeHne 0 NONNTNYECKOM KynbType M3panns - 1, Co6CTBEHHO roBOPS, O ero
nepcnekTnBax NoIoXnNTb KOHeL, CTOJIeTHEMY KOHq)ﬂI/IKTy BOKpyr ManecTuHsbl. I'Iepec KpaTKo onucbiBaeT
NATbAECAT NeT Nocae co3aaHuns Vi3panns kak 6anaHcMpoBaHmne Mexay NpoTuBopeYalumm Apyr Apyry
npuopuTeTaMmm 060pOHbI 1 MM1pa, 6€30MacHOCTM 1 NPUMUPEHUS. IMEHHO Ha 3TO CNOXHOW TeppuTopun
emy, I'Iepecy, NPUXOANNOCH ABUTaTbCA N UCKaTb CBOK MO3ULMKO Ha NPOTAXEHUN BCei CBOEWN MOANTMYECKOM
Kapbepbl. BoliHa ocTaeTtcs HeoGXOAVIMOVI ANA cyllecTBoBaHUA I/I3pa|/|nﬂ, HO NOCKOJ/IbKY COCTOAHNE BOWHbI B
Aonrocpquoﬁ nepcnekTee My4nTesibHO, K MUPY HeOﬁXOAMMO CTpeMUTbLCA. OAHaKO OH A0/1XeH HacTynnTb
NCKNHOYNTEeNbHO Kak cneacTeme 6e30nacHoOCTN 1 OCyLLeCTBMM TOJIbKO MocJ/ie Toro, Kak eBpeMCKoe
rocyfapcrteso 6y,qu obecneyeHo. ﬂ,pyl’l/IMVI cnoBamy, cyulecTtBoBaHMe HauMoHa/IbHOro rocyaapcrea A0/HKHO
npeawecrtsoBaTb NPUMUPEHNIO.

Ho KaK MMEeHHO JO/IKHO BbIMNAAETL 3TO NpUMUpPeHne? BoT uTto ckasan lMepec rno astomy
noBoAy CNycTs NATb AeCATUAETUIA NoC/ae co3aaHnsa V3panna 1 nocie HeCcKoAbKMX et
MUVPHbIX MeperoBopos C NasecTuHLamu, Ho eLle 10 OKOHYaTe/IbHoro nposana OCI0BCKOro
MUPHOro npotecca B okTabpe 2000 roga: «Mup noaobeH CHy: OH BCe ellie OCTaeTcs BO MHe,
KOrfa s MpocbIinatoch, Aaxe ec/ivi OH INLb 61eAHbIA 1 pasMbITbIl, Kak CyMepKu, HO C
HaCTyn/JIeHMEeM paccBeTa 1 TEYEHVEM YaCOB PeasibHOCTL 6epeT Bepx».2 Passe «peansHoCTb»,
KaKoW OHa MpeAcTaeT MPUMEpHO Yepes rnoJsiseka Noc/ie 0CHOBaHWA rocyAapcTBea, He
NoAXoANT A/1A MUpa B rnasax nocsejHero octaBLUerocsi otua-ocHosatens Mspanna?

HaunHas c cepegunHbl 1980-x rofoB, HOCUTENb HaAeXAbl Ha MUP U IAEP U3PanibCKON
Paboueli napTum Bce akTMBHEE BbICTyMNas 38 UHULMNPOBAHWE MUPHBIX NeperoBoposB.
MIMeHHo ero napTus nonynspusnposana Gopmysny «Mup 1 6e3onacHoCTb. LLiasrom Be-
buyTaxoHB MHOTOUNCNEHHbIX BbICTYMNEHUAX HA NPOTSXEHUW MHOTr1X N1eT MNepec ynoMunHan
3TV /iBa TEPMWNHA B OZHOM NpeasioxXeHnn. Ero ronoc Bce vaye BOCMPUHNMANCS KakK Npusbls K
neperosopam A5l peLleHns NasecTuHCKOro sonpoca. /1o 3Toro MoMeHTa B Mspaunnie
noAo6Hoe 6bIN10 HEMbICANMO.

B 1985 rogy Mepec, 6yayun npeMbep-MUHUCTPOM B COCTaBe 60/bLLION Koanuumm, 4obuncs
4YaCTUYHOrO BbIBOAA N3PanIbCKMX BOWCK 13 JIBaHa, HECMOTPSA Ha CONPOTUB/EHNe 60/bLUMHCTBA.

JInKyg4neHbl KabHeTa MUHUCTPOB. STOMY PeLLeHWNIo NPe/LLIecTBOBaN0 MUPHOE CornaLleHmne ¢

1MNepec 1999: 57, 61. 2
Tam xe. 61-62.
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Egypt in 1979, by which the danger of war in the south was averted for the time
being, as well as by the failed attempt of 1982 to solve the Palestinian question by
waging war in Lebanon. Peres’ policy created a feeling of relief in Israel, which
had maneuvered itself into a hopeless war.

The leader of the Labor Party distinguished himself as a responsible, level-
headed politician, as the “liberator of the Israeli army from the Lebanese quag-
mire,” and this in spite of the fact that a “security zone” had been created in South
Lebanon and a guerrilla war with Hezbollah had ensued there. Peres increas-
ingly positioned himself as a proponent of the peace process. His conciliatory
demeanor was in clear contrast to the blockade mentality of the Likud that balked
at peace talks, given its commitment to the ideology of the “promised land.”

Yitzhak Shamir, head of the Likud and prime minister in the period from 1986
to 1992, soon turned out to be Peres’ main political rival regarding this question.
The debates over peace finally led to a split into a Zionist Right and a Zionist Left.
Foreign Minister Peres (1986-1988) initiated talks with Jordan’s King Hussein
with the goal of solving the Palestinian question. But the result, the “London Doc-
ument” of 1987, was blocked by the Likud in the grand coalition and was never
ratified.

Finally, in 1990, Peres started working on dissolving the grand coalition in
the hopes of being able to form a “small government” together with the party of
religious peace advocates Shas. The leader of the Zionist Left justified this stra-
tegic move in the name of peace: “So far, big decisions could only be made by
small governments.”® The formation of this “peace government” occurred only
as late as 1992 under the leadership of the Labor Party. Thus, for the first time in
history, Israel had a political constellation that made direct negotiations with the
Palestinians possible. The Oslo Peace Process was set in motion by the Zionist
Left government only a short time later.

What was this government hoping to achieve in this process? What kind of
peace did the Israeli peace camp strive for? And why did the only attempt to solve
the conflict over Palestine ultimately fail?

Zionist Left: The Language of Peace

Let us first take a closer look at four catchphrases used by Israeli scholarship to
describe the manner in which the Zionist Left conceives of peace: “peace ide-

ology,” “imaginary peace,” “security myth,” and “peace without Arabs.” These

9

3 Al Hamishmar, April 9, 1990.
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Ervnet B 1979 rogy, 6narogaps KOTOpOMy ONacHOCTb BOVHbI Ha tore bbina npejoTepalleHa
Ha JaHHbI MOMEHT, a TakXXe HeyjauHas nonbiTka 1982 roga pelwnTb NanecTMHCKNA Bonpoc
nyTem BoliHbI B JInBaHe. NMonunTuka MNepeca BbI3Bana 4yBCcTBO obneryeHus B Vspanne,
KOTOPbI 3arHan cebs B 6e3HafeXHYH BOMHY.

Nngep NlenboprcTCcKor NapTUn OTANYNACA KaK OTBETCTBEHHbIN, PacCyanTeNbHbI
MONNTUMK, KaK «0CBOOOANTENb N3PaNILCKON apMUU U3 IMBAHCKOV TPSACUHBI», 1 3TO HECMOTPS
Ha TO, 4To B HOXXHOM JlMBaHe 6bina co34aHa «30Ha 6e30MacHOCTU» U TaMm pasBepHynachb
napTM3aHcKas BoiHa ¢ «Xe36o101». [Nepec Bce 60/bLUe NO3MLMOHMPOBan cebs Kak
CTOPOHHMK MUPHOro npouecca. Ero npuMmuputensHoe nosejeHne pe3ko KOHTPacTUpoBano ¢
610KaHBbIM MEHTaNNTETOM.../TMKY,4KOTOpasi 0TKasanacb OT MUPHBIX NEPeroBopoB, y4UTbIBast
ee NpnBep>KEHHOCTb NAEONOTNN «3eMIV 06eTOBaHHO.

Muxak LWamup, rnaBa/luky4MUHNCTP NHOCTPaHHbIX Aen MNepec, 3aHMMaBLUNIA NOCT NpeMbep-
MUHUCTPa B Nepnog ¢ 1986 no 1992 rog, Bckope okasancs rnaBHbIM NOAUTUYECKUM conepHUKoM lMNepeca B
3ToM Bonpoce. [lebaTbl 0 MVpe B KOHEYHOM UTOre MPUBENN K Packosly Ha CUOHWCTCKOe NpaBoe 1
CUOHWCTCKOE NIeBoe KPbl1o. MUHUCTP MHOCTPaHHbIX gen Mepec (1986-1988) MHMLMMpOBan neperosopsbl ¢
Koponem MopaaHnm XyceinHom ¢ Lienbo pelleHns NanecTHCKoro sonpoca. Ho pesynbtat, «/TOHA0HCKNIA
AOKyMeHT» 1987 roaa, 6bin 3a610KMPOBaH/TMKYABXOAMNA B 6O/NbLLYIO KOANLMIO U Tak U He Bbina
patndrumposaHa.

HakoHeu, B 1990 rogy MNepec Hayan paboTy Haj POCMyCKOM 60/bLUOW KON B
Hagexae copmmpoBaTb «Masioe MpaBUTENLCTBO» BMECTe C NapTuei peInrmo3HbIxX
CTOPOHHMKOB MUpa.LLladlnep CMOHNCTCKIMX NeBbIX ONpaBAas 3TOT CTpaTernyeckuii war Bo
nMs Mupa: «Jo C1X Nop BaXkKHble peLleHrs MOMIN NPUHUMaTL TObKO HebonbLune
npaBsuTenbCTBax.> PopMUpOBaHME 3TOMO «MUPHOTO NMPABUTEILCTBA» NPOU30LLIO INLLb B
1992 rogy nog pykosoAcTBoM JleibopucTckon napTun. Takmm 06pasom, Brepsble B UCTOPUN
M3pannb Nosyumn NOANTUYECKYH CUTYaLMIo, KOTOpast cenana BO3MOXHbLIMU MpsMble
neperosopsbl ¢ NanectmHuamMu. MupHsii npouecc B OC0 6bin 3anyLeH CUMOHUCTCKUM JIeBbIM
NnpaBuUTEILCTBOM BCKOPE Moc/ie 3Toro.

Yero Hazesnoch J06UTLCS 3TO NPaBUTENLCTBO B XO/e 3Toro npouecca? K kakomy Mypy CTpemuncs
M3panNbCKNA MUPHBLIV narepb? U nouemy eMHCTBEHHAA NOMbITKa yperyanpoeaTtk KOHGANKT BOKPYr

ManecTnHbl B KOHEYHOM UTOre NPOBaNVUAACh?

CnoHuUcTcKMe ne.ble: A3bIK MUpa

,CI,aBa|7|Te CHa4Yana BHMMaTe/IbHee paCcCMOTPUM HeTbipe KpblNaTbIX BblpaXXeHWs, NCNoJib3yeMbIX
M3PannbCKNMU YYEHbIMWU 418 ONMNCaHNA TOro, Kak CMOHUCTCKUE NeBble MOHNUMatloT MUpP: «naeosiorna

MUpa», «BOOBpaXxaeMblii MUP», «MUP 0 6e30NacHOCTU» N «MUp 6e3 apaboB».

3Anb-Xamurumap9 anpensa 1990 roga.
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terms were coined as a reaction to the Oslo Peace Process, or the failure of it, as
the first serious attempt undertaken by Israel to tackle the Palestinian question
by diplomatic means. The reconciliation process of 1993 was considered a politi-
cal victory of the Zionist Left over the Zionist Right.

Moshe Zuckermann speaks of a “psycho-collective fear of peace” inherent in
Israel’s political culture. Using the failure of the Israeli-Palestinian talks of 2000
as an example, he shows that while Israel kept evoking the “longing for peace” in
an emotionally charged manner, it proved to be utterly unable to realize this aspi-
ration by politically legitimizing peace in its own society. Zuckermann refers to a
“peace ideology,” i.e., a depoliticized understanding of peace that has been prev-
alent since the founding era. He observes that there is constant talk of “peace”
and the “peace wish,” and also of “wanting to live with the neighbors in peace.”*

Such avowals of peace are also ubiquitous in songs, political rhetoric and
Israeli diplomacy, “so that one may speak of a fetishistic relationship to the term
of ‘peace’ and peace ideology.” Zuckermann interprets this as a “false conscious-
ness about the actual intent.” In terms of collective conceptions as well as the
actual policy, in Israel “peace is on everyone’s lips, but nobody has ever really put
it to the test, that is, shown the willingness to bring it about by paying the neces-
sary price.” Even as alternative approaches to the peace question have gained in
significance over the years, the depoliticized peace ideology has remained dom-
inant in Israel.®

For Zuckermann, the “peace ideology” represents the flipside of the “security
question.” As he sees it, the “security question” serves as “cement for the con-
flict-laden society.”® Over time it has engendered the Israeli-Jewish unit matrix,
an undisputed consensus regarding the borders and developments of Israeli
society and its political framework.” The central function the “security question”
or the “security myth” has for the cohesion of Jewish-Israeli society only became
fully apparent when its unifying effect seemed to wane, namely at the moment
when a deep rift appeared in Israeli society as a result of the peace process with
the PLO.

One does not have to believe that the Israeli-Palestinian political talks initiated in 1993 even
needed to bring about actual peace in order to threaten the ‘unity’ effect which depends on
the ideologization of the ‘security question.”®

4 Zuckermann 2001: 159.

5 Ibid. 142.

6 Zuckermann 2003: 105.

7 Zuckermann 2001: 177-191.
8 Ihid. 186.
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3TV TEPMUHBI 6bIAV NMPUAYMaHbl B 0TBET Ha OCNOBCKMIA MUPHBIA NpoLLecc, Uau ero Nposar,
KaK MepByto cepbe3Hyto NoMbITKY V3panns pelnTb NanecTUHCKMIA BONpoc
Avnnomartmyeckumn cpeacteamu. Mpouecc npummnpeHns 1993 roga paccMaTpurBascs Kak
noauTryeckas nobesa CUOHNCTCKNX NEBbIX Haj CMOHUCTCKUMW NpaBbIMU.

Molue LlykepMaH roBopuT 0 «NCUXOKONNEKTUBHOM CTpaxe nepejs Myupom», npucyLlem
NoINTMYECKON KynbType M3panns. Ha npumepe npoBana n3panibCko-nanecTmHCKMX
neperosopos 2000 roAa OH NOKa3blBaeT, YTO, XoTA M3panib NOCTOSHHO 3MOLMOHANBHO
noj4yepKmnBan «CTpeM/IEHNE K MUPY», OH OKa3asiCst COBepLUEHHO HecrnocobeH peannsoBaTb
3TO CTpem/ieHre, MONTNYECKN 1IerMTUMU3NPOBaB MUP B COBCTBEHHOM 06LLiecTBe. LlykepmaH
rOBOPUT O «UAEONIOTUM MUPa», TO eCTb O AeNONNTU3NPOBAHHOM MOHVMaHNK MUPa, KOTOpoe
npeo6iajano co BpeMeH 0OCHOBaHMA rocygapctea. OH oTMeYaeT, YTo NOCTOSIHHO 3By4YaT
Pa3roBOpPbI O «<MUPE» U «KEAHNN MUPa», a TaKXKe 0 «KeaHUN XUTb C COCeAaMUN B Mupe».4

MoA06HbIe 3asiBNeHNs 0 MMpPe TakXXe NOBCEMECTHO BCTPEYAKOTCS B MECHSIX, MOUTUNYECKON
pUTOPVIKE N N3PaVNBCKOM ANNAOMATUN, «TaK YTO MOXHO roBOPUTb 0 GETULLNCTCKOM OTHOLLEHUM K
TEPMUHY ,MUP" 1 NAEONOTNN MUPa». LiykepMaH NHTEPNPETUPYET 3TO Kak «/T0KHOE OCO3HaHme
NCTUHHbIX HaMQpeHVII‘;I». C Toukn 3peHNA KONNEKTUNBHbIX Hpe,ﬂ,CTaBHEHMVI, a Takxe peaan0|7|
MNONNTUKWN, B I/I3pa|/|ne «MUP Yy BCEX Ha YCTaX, HO HAKTO HMKOr4a no-HactosLeMy He NpoBepsAn ero
Ha NpakTVKe, TO eCTb He AeMOHCTPMPOBaJ FOTOBHOCTY AOCTUYb €ro, 3an1aTne HeO6XoANMYHO
LeHy». laxe HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO afbTepHaTUBHbIE MOAXOAbl K BOMPOCY MMpa C rogamu npnobpenn
60/bllee 3HaYeHVe, AenoNNTU3MPOBaHHAas NAEONOTS M1Pa OCTaeTcs AOMUHMpPYOLLEl B
W3paunne.®

Ansa LykepmaHa «1jeonorus mmpa» npeActasnseT coboli 06paTHyo CTOPOHY «BOMpoca
6e30MacHOCTM». [10 ero MHEeHMIo, «BOMPOC 6€30MacHOCTU» CNYXUT «LLeMeHTOM ANst 06LLecTBa,
pasgupaemoro KoHGANKTaMu».* Co BpeMEHEM OH MOPOAWI N3PanibCKO-EBPECKYIO eANHYHO
MaTpuLy, 6eCCnopHbIi KOHCEHCYC OTHOCUTENBHO FPaHULL U Pa3BUTUS M3PanIbCKOro obLuecTsa 1
€ro NoNTUYECKON CTPYKTYpbL. LieHTpansHas GyHKUMS «Bornpoca 6e30nacHoCTU» namn «<Muda o
6e30MacHOCTU» AN CNI0YEeHNs eBPEliCKO-M3panabCKoro obLLecTBa CTana NoAHOCTLI OYEBUAHOM
TONBbKO TOrAa, KOrja ero o6begnHsoWNA 3¢pdeKT, kasanock, ocnaben, a UMEHHO B TOT MOMEHT,

KOrAa B 3panibCKoM 06LLecTBe BO3HUK r1y6OKMUi packon B pesynbTaTe MUPHOro npouecca ¢ OOT.

Heobs3aTeIbHO BEPUTb, YTO U3PaN/bCKO-NANeCTUHCKME MOAUTNYECKME NeperoBopsbl, HavaTble B 1993 rogy, Boobuie
HYX/]a/Cb B JOCTVKEHUV PealbHOTO MIPa, YTO6bI MOCTaBUTL MOJ Yrpo3y 3GGeKT «eMHCTBa», KOTOPLIN 3aBUCWT OT

naeonorusaunmn «sornpoca 6e30nacHOCT».8

4llykepman 2001: 159. 5
Tam xe, 142.

6Llykepmar 2003: 105.7
Llykepman 2001: 177-191. 8
Tam xe, 186.
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This weakening can be seen in the unprecedentedly scathing criticism that was
directed by the Israeli Right against the security politician Yitzhak Rabin of all
people, who, however hesitantly, dared to tread the path of peace. As a result,
he was vilified as a “traitor” and “murderer of Zionism.” On the other side, the
reaction of the Zionist Left to Rabin’s assassination is likewise an indication of
the central function of the “security question.” Shortly after Rabin’s murder on
November 4, 1995, it was depoliticized to such an extent that the debate about the
deed and its political background shifted to the question of the “split of Israeli
society” or the “unity of the Jewish people.” According to Zuckermann, this rep-
resents an attempt to keep the divergent ethnic, socio-economic, religious and
political powers of Israeli society from surfacing.®

A similar connection between the ideologization of the security question,
Israel’s peace [in]ability and the schisms inherent in Israeli society is also dis-
cerned by the Israeli sociologist Lev Grinberg (1953-) in his examination of the
Oslo Peace Process: Imagined Peace, Discourse of War.'® According to Grinberg,
the “myth of security” has an indispensable regulating function for inner-Israeli
as well as for Israeli-Palestinian conflicts. He defines the “security myth” as the
belief that the new hostile relations with the Arab world are an incarnation of
Jewish history, one that is conceived of as a history of suffering and persecution.
It is a perception that had already been solidified in the founding period as a con-
sequence of the Holocaust and the “War of Independence” of 1948.

This notion contains the fear that the Goyim’s intention — in any historical
epoch - is the annihilation of the Jews. Accordingly, the ethnic-national army is
stylized as a “defensive army” in order to legitimize its use of violence, among
other things. As a result of the security myth, the conflict is depoliticized as it is
traced back to an unredeemable archenemyship of the “new Goyim” towards the
Jews:

The security myth sprang from the sense of being under an existential threat that is deeply
rooted in Jewish history, and in particular from the experience of anti-Semitism dominated
by the Holocaust, which is why the security myth stands in the way of a debate on Israel’s
realpolitik situation, including the concrete dangers it involves.**

The security myth is not always being accepted without resistance, however.
Against the backdrop of the Palestinian uprising from 1987 to 1992, for example,

9 Ibid. 186-187; id. 2003: 105.
10 Grinberg 2007.
11 Ibid. 44-45.
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370 ocnabneHne MOXHO yBUAETL B 6ecnpeLiejeHTHO pe3Koi KpUTKKe, HanpaBaeHHOW
M3panibCKMMU NpaBbiMU NPOTUB MNONNTUKA B chepe besonacHocTu Vuxaka PabuHa,
KOTOPbIA, HECMOTPSA Ha CBOK HepeLLNTeNbHOCTb, OCMENNICA BCTaTb Ha NyTb Mupa. B
pe3ynbTaTe ero O4epPHUAN KaK «npeaaTens» 1 «youiily cMoHn3ma». C 4pyroli CTOPOHEI,
peakumsa CMOHUCTCKNX NIEBbIX Ha YOUIACTBO PabuHa Takxe CBUAETeNbCTBYET O LieHTPasbHOM
ponn «Bornpoca 6e3onacHoCTM». Bckope nocne youiictea PabnHa 4 Hosi6psi 1995 roaa oH 6bin
HaCTO/bKO AeMNONNTU3NPOBAH, YTO ANCKYCCUS O COAEAHHOM U €ro NOoNTUYECKOM KOHTeKCTe
CMecTMnack K BOMPOCY O «packose N3panibCkoro obLecTBa» UK «eUHCTBE eBPeickoro
Hapoaa». Mo MHeHuto LlykepMaHa, 3To npeAcTaBsieT coboi NoMbITKY CKPbITh pacXxoXaeHue
3THMYECKMNX, COLManbHO-3KOHOMUYECKMX, PENUTMO3HBIX U MOANTUYECKUX CU N3PanIbCKOro
obuiectsa.9

Mopo6Hyto cBA3L MeXxay naeonornsaumein sonpoca 6e30nacHoOCTY, HECMOCOBHOCTLIO
WN3panns k Mmpy 1 packoiaMu, NpUCYLLMMN U3PanIbCKOMY 06LLEeCTBY, TakKe obHapyxuBaeT
n3pannbckuii coumonor JSles MpuH6epr (1953-) B cBoem nccnegosaHny OCI0OBCKOro MUPHOTO
npouecca: Boobpaxaembivi Myup, ANCKYpPC BoViHbL10 Mo MHeHWIo FpuHbepra, «Mud o
6e30MacHOCTV» UrpaeT He3aMeHNMYI0 PeryvpyoLLYI0 GYHKLMIO KaK 415
BHYTPUM3PaUNBLCKMX, TaK U ANS N3PanbCKO-NanecTUHCKNX KOHPANKTOB. OH onpejenseT
«MUP 0 6e30MacHOCTM» KakK ybexxaeHne, 4To HoBble BpaXKAebHble OTHOLLEHMS C apabCkum
MVIPOM SIBNIIIOTCS BOMJIOLLIEHIEM €BPECKOl NCTOPUK, KOTOPasi BOCMIPUHMMAETCS Kak
NCTopUA CTpaAaHni 1 NpeciefoBaHNA. OTO BOCMPUATME yXXe YKPENuUaoCk B MEPUOA
OCHOBaHWS rocyapcTea B pe3ynbTaTe X0N0KOCTa 1 «BoHbI 3a He3aBMCMMOCTb» 1948 roga.

B 3Ol ngee 3anoxeH ctpax, Uto/ommliens - B N06YI0 NCTOPUYECKYHO 3MOXY - 3TO
yHn4TOXEeHMe eBpeeB. COOTBETCTBEHHO, STHOHALMOHANbHAasA apMUs CTUANBYETCA Kak
«060pPOHMTENBHAA apMUs», YTOObI, MOMUMO MPOYEro, NerMTUMU3NPOBAaTL NPUMEHEHNE
Hacunvs. B pesynbtaTte Mruda o0 6e30nacHOCT KOHGANKT AEeMOANTUSNPYETCS, MOCKObKY €ro
NMPOVCXOXAEHVE CBA3bIBAIOT C HEMPVIMVPUMOW BPaX/A0i «HOBbIX» CU./OMMO OTHOLLEHWIO K

eBpeam:

Mud 0 6€30MacHOCTV BO3HUK U3 OLLYLLIEHUS SK3UCTEHLMANbHO Yrpo3bl, Iy60oKO YKOpeHUBLLelics B
eBpelickoli UCTOPWW, W B YaCTHOCTU, B OMbITE aHTUCEMUTU3MA, CBA3aHHOM C XONI0KOCTOM. IMEHHO nosTomy
MU 0 6e30MacHOCTI NPENATCTBYET 06CYX/AEHII0 PeanbHOV NONTNYECKON ChTyaLmn B U3paunne, BKatoYast

KOHKpPETHbIe OMacHOCTY, KOTOPble OHa BIeYeT 3a CO60M.<sup>11</sup>

OpHako mnd o 6e3oMacHOCTM He Bcera NpuHMMaeTcs 6e3 conpoTmBeHUS.
Hanpumep, Ha ¢oHe NanecTMHCKOro BocctaHusa 1987-1992 roos...

9Tam xe, cTp. 186-187; Tam xe, 2003:
105. 10MpuH6epr 2007.
11Tam xe. 44-45.
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doubts arose in society, politics and the army as to whether the Intifada was really
about the annihilation of Israel, and whether it can be kept in check by military
means. Such doubts shake the legitimation of military violence and damage the
belief in the security myth.

An alternative to the security myth is the myth of “peace and security.” This
myth is propagated mostly by the Zionist Left in the hopes of escaping the con-
sequence of perpetual warfare as it is contained in the security myth. Pursuant
to the myth of peace and security, the occupation of the Palestinian territories
of 1967 is only temporary, with these areas merely representing a trump card
for future negotiations or a pawn that can be used in exchange for the desired
peace.”?

What makes this declaration of “peace and security” a myth is the fact that
championing this combination of peace and security does not keep its propo-
nents within the Zionist Left from politically supporting Jewish settlement in the
Palestinian territories, even if only by implication. And this is clearly done out of
conviction, since the Zionist Left no less than its opponents pins its politics on the
Zionist vision of a Jewish state in Eretz Israel.

Grinberg demonstrates in how far this fundament of “peace and security”
has posthumously turned out to be a myth. He uses the expression “imagined
peace” — included already in the title of his book Imagined Peace, Discourse of
War — to refer to the tension between peace and security that is contained in said
myth. What he means by “imaginary” peace is a depoliticized, ahistorical under-
standing of peace. Thus, peace is imagined as separate from any concrete politi-
cal action. On the one hand, a symbolic gesture like the signing of the Declaration
of Principles on September 13, 1993 (Oslo I) is enough to spark peace euphoria,
as if the peace would arrive by virtue of a ceremony at the White House alone. On
the other hand, the Oslo Peace Process is conceptualized in such a way that the
core questions of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict remain untouched for the time
being; one first has to focus on building trust with the new Palestinian dialogue
partner, after all.

This constellation creates a situation where it becomes possible to cherish
the illusion of a continuously approaching peace, since it is now possible to point
to ongoing political talks. But at the same time there is no progress whatsoever
in the modification of the old political order of military occupation, including the
expansion of settlements. Grinberg speaks of a peace discourse in which peace is
thought of in abstract terms, without any concrete changes occurring or any real
political solutions being discussed.

12 Ibid. 54.
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B obLuecTBe, MOANTMKE Y apMUN BO3HUKAN COMHEHMWSA OTHOCUTENBHO TOro, AeNCTBUTENbHO AN
VHTUdaAa bbina HanpaBaeHa Ha YHUYTOXeHMe V3panns 1 MOXHO NN cAepXaTb e€ BOEHHbIMU
cpeacTsamu. Takme COMHEHUS NOAPLIBAIOT 1EMMTUMHOCTL BOEHHOIO HaCUAMA 1 paspyLLlaoT Bepy B
MU 0 6e3onacHoCT.

AnbTepHaTnBO MUy 0 6e30MacHOCTU ABAAETCA MU O «<MUpe 1 6e30MacHOCTU». ITOT MU
pacnpocTpaHaeTcs B OCHOBHOM CMOHUCTCKUMM 1e€BbIMU B HagexX/e n3bexxaTb NoCiesCcTBAi
HenpekpaLlaoLLeics BOMHbI, KOTopble cogepxaTtcs B Mude o 6e3onacHocTW. B cooTBeTcTBUM C
M1OM O MUpe 1 6e30nacHOCTUN, OKKyNaLms NanecTUHCKUX TeppuTopuii B 1967 rogy HOCUT NnLLb
BPeMeHHbIA XapakTep, 1 3TN TeppUTOPUM NPeACTaBAAIOT COB0I BCEro NNLLb KO3bipb AN BYAYLLMX
rneperoBOPOB WM MeLLKY, KOTOPYI MOXHO NUCMO0/b30BaTh B 06MeH Ha Xenaemblii Mup.<sup>12</
sup>

Mudom B 3TOM 3as9BEHUN O «MUpe 1 6e30MacHOCTW» AenaeT ToT GaKT, YTo oTCTanBaHVe 3TOro
coyeTaHVa MMpa 1 6e30NacHOCTU He MeLLaeT ero CTOPOHHMKaM B COHUCTCKOM 1eBOM ABVXKEHUN
NoNNTUYECKN NOAAEPXKMBaTbL eBpelickme NoceneHnsa Ha NanecTUHCKNX TepPUTOPUSX, NyCcTb Aaxe
NV KOCBEHHO. U 3To iIBHO AenaeTcst U3 ybex aeHnin, NoCcKoNbKy CUOHUCTCKOE 1eBOoe ABUXKEHMe,
KaK 1 ero NpoTMBHWKM, CTPOUT CBOKO NOANTUKY Ha CUOHUCTCKOM BUAEHWUW eBPerickoro rocysapcrsa
B ManectunHe.3pey V3paunsib.

TprHGepr AeMOHCTPUPYET, HACKOIbKO 3TOT GpyHAAMEHT «MMpPa 1 6€30MacHOCTU» MOCMEPTHO
okasancs Mndom. OH NCMoNb3yeT BblipaXeHne «BoobpaxKaeMblli MUpP», KOTOPOE yxe NPUCYTCTBYeT B
Ha3BaHWWN ero KHUrn.Boobpaxaembivi MUp, ANCKYPC BOVIHbI-Peub UAET O HANPSXXEHHOCTN MeXAy
MUPOM 1 6€30MacHOCTLIO, 3a/10KeHHOV B 3TOM Mude. Moy «BoobpaxaeMbiM» MUPOM OH
noApasymeBaeT AenoNTU3NPOBaHHOE, aucTopuyeckoe NoHMMaHe Mmpa. Takum obpasom, Mmp
npeAcTaBnseTcs OTAeNbHbIM OT JII06bIX KOHKPETHbLIX MOANTNYECKNX AeACTBUIA. C OAHOI CTOPOHbI,
CUMBOJ/INYECKOTO XecTa, Takoro kak nognucanue Jeknapaumy npuHumnos 13 ceHTs6ps 1993 roga
(Ocno I), AocTaTouUHO, YTOBbI BbI3BaTb 3(OPMIO MO NOBOAY MUPA, Kak BYATO MUP HACcTYNUT cam no
cebe 6narogaps LepeMoHun B benom gome. C apyroit cTopoHsl, OCN0BCKUIA MUPHbIV NpoLiecc
KOHLenTyannsnpyeTcs Takmm 06pas3oM, YTO OCHOBHbIe BOMPOChI M3Paun/ibCKo-NanecTUHCKOro
KOH®IMKTa NOKa OCTAlTCA HETPOHYTbIMU; B KOHLIE KOHLIOB, CHayana HeobxoAnMo

COCPeaoToUnNTLCA Ha yKpenaeHnn 4oBepna C HOBbIM MaIeCTUHCKUM I'IapTHépOM no Awnanory.

Takas cMTyaums co34aeT BO3MOXHOCTb N1ef1esiTb U031 MOCTOSIHHO
NPUBAMXKAIOLLLErOCH MMPA, MOCKONLKY Tenepb MOXHO yKasaTb Ha MpoAo/KatoLmecs
nonnTNYecKmne neperosBopbl. Ho B TO e BpeMs HeT HMKAKOoro nporpecca B USMeHeHnn
CTaporo NOANTUYECKOro Nopsjka BOEHHOW OKKyMnaLmu, BKIYas paclumpeHme
noceneHwuin. FpuH6epr roBopmuT 0 MMPHOM ANCKYPCEe, B KOTOPOM MUP paccMaTpmBaeTCcs
B abCTPaAKTHbIX TEPMUHAX, 6€3 KaKNX-TM60 KOHKPETHbIX U3MEHEHWA NN 06CYXAEHNS
peanbHbIX NONNTUYECKUX PeLLUEeHWTA.

12Tam xe, 54.
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The occupation is deemed to have ended, with the borders of 1967 represent-
ing the final state lines. Especially in the constellation of the Oslo Accords, the
old occupation practices and the necessity of decolonizing the Palestinian ter-
ritories are not only allowed to be ignored, but are being even further solidified.
In addition, the Zionist Left’s discourse of the depoliticized “irreversibility of the
peace process,” which is conceived of in messianic terms, leads to a shift in the
debate. Now it is no longer centered on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict that indeed
remains to be settled. Instead, it moves from a conflict-laden to a post-conflict-
laden agenda. As a result of this shift

Israelis succeeded in imagining peace, in turning it into an illusion, because they managed
to ‘disconnect’ themselves from what had really happened behind the Green Line [the
borders of 1949-1967]. But for three groups it was all but impossible to disconnect and
indulge in the illusion of peace: the Palestinians, the [Jewish] settlers and the Israeli army.”

Amnon Raz-Krakotzkin speaks of a “principle of separation” as a characteristic
feature of the understanding of peace across the entire Zionist-Israeli political
spectrum. According to this notion, the separation of the two collectives is the
goal of any peace.’ Based on the traditional perception of the Zionist project as
an apolitical utopia, detached of the concrete space and very real people and
actual history of Palestine, Raz-Krakotzkin describes the separation principle
inherent in the Zionist consciousness also in connection to its understanding of
peace. The Zionist vision of peace is based on a separation of the two peoples,
which is why Palestinians and their rights are given little attention, even as many
Israelis sincerely believe in the end of the occupation. Thus, the categorical elimi-
nation of the Palestinians from the Israeli consciousness remains unchanged also
in the context of the act of the Oslo Process.”

The “principle of separation” certainly becomes apparent in the fact that
it was particularly in the Oslo era that the policy of locking down Palestinian
territories was reinforced. The passport system, introduced in 1991 for Palestin-
ians living in the occupied territories, signalized the end of a relative freedom
of movement for Palestinians on Israeli state territory. Despite some restrictions
for security-political reasons, the policy of “economic integration” that had been
pursued by Minister of Defense Moshe Dayan from 1967 on at least conceded
Palestinians from the West Bank and Gaza the fundamental right to freedom

13 Ibid. 339.
14 Raz-Krakotzkin 1998: 59-76.
15 Ibid. 65.
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OKKynauus CHMTaeTCs 3aBepLUEHHOW, a rpaHuLbl 1967 roga NpeACcTaBasioT cO60li OKOHYaTe bHble
rocyAapcTBeHHble rpaHuLibl. OCO6eHHO B KOHTeKcTe OCNIOBCKMX COTNaLLEHNIA cTapble OKKyNaLMoHHbIe
NPaKTUKUN 1 HEOBXOAMMOCTb AEKONOHN3aLIMM NANECTUHCKUX TEPPUTOPUI HE TONbKO NTHOPUPYIOTCS, HO 1
ele 6osbLLe YKPenastoTCcs. KpoMe Toro, ANCKYPC CYOHWUCTCKUX NIEBbIX O AeM0UTN3NPOBaHHOM
«HeoBbpaTMMOCTV MUPHOTO NpoLIecca», KOTopas PacCMaTPUBAETCS B MeCCUAHCKNX TEPMUHAX, MPUBOANT K
CABUrY B ANCKyccum. Tenepb oHa 60/blUe He COCpeoToueHa Ha U3PanibCKo-MNanecTUHCKOM KOHGAMKTe,
KOTOPbIA AeliCTBUTENBHO ellje He yperynnposaH. BMecTo 3Toro oHa NepexoAmT oT MOBeCTKMN AHS,
OPWEHTVNPOBaHHOI Ha KOHGAWKT, K NOBECTKE HS, OPUEHTUPOBAHHOM Ha MOCTKOH(ANKTHBIA neprog. B

pesynbTaTe 3TOro cABWra

M3pannbTaHaMm yaanocb co3aaTh WAKO3MI0 MUPa, MPeBPaTUTL €€ B UAHO3UI0, MOTOMY YTO OHY CyMeni
«OTKNHOUNTLCS» OT TOrO, UTO AeMCTBUTENbHO NPOUCXOAWO 3a «3eN€HoV NnHMel» [rpaHnuammn 1949-1967
rofos]. Ho ans Tpéx rpynn 66110 NPaKTUYeCKN HEBO3MOXHO OTKIOUNTLCA U NpejaBaTbCa UAN03MN MUpa:

nanecTuHLbI, [eBpelickine] moceneHLpbl v U3panbckas apMms.<sup>13</sup>

AMHOH Pa3-KpaKkoLK/H roBOPUT O «MpUHLMMNE pasjeneHns» Kak O XapakTepHol vepTe
NOHVMaHWA MMpa BO BCEM CMOHWCTCKO-N3PanibCkoM NoamTnyeckom cnekrpe. CornacHo
3TOW KOHLeNuMu, pasgeneHve AByX KONNeKTUBOB SABASETCS Liefibio 11060ro mupa.<sup>14</
sup> OCHOBbIBasACb Ha TPAANLMNOHHOM BOCMPUATAN CUOHMCTCKOrO NpoekTa Kak
anosINTNYeCcKol yTonmm, 0OTOPBaHHOM OT KOHKPETHOrO NPOCTPaHCTBA, PeanbHbIX 0Aen 1
NoAMHHO nctopum ManectuHbl, Pa3-KpakoLKH onncbiBaeT NPUHLMM pa3geneHus,
NPUCYLLINIA CUOHNCTCKOMY CO3HaHWIO, TakXe B CBA3M C ero NoHMMaHueM munpa. CMoHKCTCKoe
BUAEHNE M1Pa OCHOBAHO Ha pasAeneHnmn AByx HapoAoB, NO3TOMY NanecTUHLAM U UX
npasam yAensieTca Masio BHUMaHus, Jaxe HeCMOTPSA Ha TO, YTO MHOTMe U3panibTaHe
VNCKPEHHe BepAT B NpekpalleHne okkynauun. Takim obpasom, KaTeropnyeckoe NckayeHne
nanecTUHLEB N3 N3PanIbCKOro CO3HaHMA OCTaeTc HeM3MeHHbIM 1 B KOHTekcTe OC/I0BCKOro
npouecca.<sup>15</sup>

|-|pVIHL|,I/II'I «pasaeneHna» CTaHOBUTCA OYeBNAHBIM, 0CO6EeHHO B KOHTEKCTE MOJINTUKN nsonaumnn
nanecTMHCKMX TeppUTOPUIA, NpoBoAMMOl B anoxy Ocno. BeegeHHas B 1991 rogy nacnopTtHas
cMcTema Ans nanecTUHLUEB, MPOXMBAKOLWMX Ha OKKYMMPOBaHHbLIX TePPUTOPUAX, 03HaMeHoBana
KOHeL, OTHOCMTe/IbHO CBO60/b! NepeaBYXeHVs NanecTUHLEB Ha Tepputopun Mspannsa. HecmoTps
Ha HeKOTOpble OrpaHNYeHNs No CoobpaxeHsaM 6e30MacHOCTN U MOAUTUKW, NOANTIKE
«3KOHOMUYECKOW MHTerpaLumn», NpoBoANMas MUHUCTPOM 060poHbl Molue JasHoMm ¢ 1967 roga, no
KpaiHei mepe, NnpejocTaBuna nanecTMHUAaM ¢ 3anagHoro 6epera u 13 cektopa Masa

OCHOBOTMONAratoLLee NPaBo Ha CBOBOAY.

13Tam xe, 339.
14Pa3-KpakoTukuH 1998: 59-76. 15
Tam xe, 65.
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of movement within Israel, mostly for work purposes. In contrast to that, the
Oslo Process brought the implementation of the passport system by which the
freedom of movement of the Palestinian population was considerably restricted,
and became a privilege that was granted on a case-by-case basis by Israel or the
Palestinian Autonomy Authority.*®

Raz-Krakotzkin interprets this lockdown policy as the result of a mindset
fixed on separation even in the act of peace. Another consequence of this way
of thinking is that neither the history of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict nor the
different political positions were actually discussed in the Oslo Process. In the
groundwork of the Oslo Accords (Oslo I and II), the core questions of the his-
torically grown conflicts are indeed excluded from negotiations and ultimately
also from public debate. True to the precept that confidence has to be built first,
these questions are postponed to a later point in time. But peace can hardly be
achieved without revising one’s own understanding of it. A change in perception
that is indispensable for peace cannot be realized without the reappraisal of the
historically developed subject matter of the conflict."”

But how is it that this kind of historical consciousness evolved? And what
understanding of the conflict or of peace is it based on? How may the collective
fear of peace® with the Palestinians be explained? And why is it still so hard for
Zionist Israel to imagine such a peace even in the second decade of the twenty-first
century?

The Young Israel: Jewish Statehood without Peace

After the devastating war of 1948 had come to an end, it became clear to the Israeli
leadership that it would be possible to manage peace with the Arab neighbor
states only if two complexes of problems could be settled, namely the question of
state borders and the problem of Palestinian refugees. But the Israeli leadership
excluded any compromise in both of these matters.*

For David Ben-Gurion, a political settlement was impossible at this early
stage. A statement he gave to the New York Herald Tribune concerning this issue
went around the world: “I am prepared to get up in the middle of the night in
order to sign a peace agreement — but I am not in a hurry and I can wait ten

16 Hass 2006: 13-34.

17 Raz-Krakotzkin 1998: 66-68.
18 Zimmermann 2010.

19 Shlaim 2000: 49-51.
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MepeaguxeHne BHYTpU V3panns 66110 OrpaHNYeHo, B OCHOBHOM, B pabouux Lensx. B
oTAn4me oT 37oro, OCNOBCKNI NpoLecc NprBeN K BHeAPEHUIO NacnopTHOW CMCTeMbI, KOTopast
3HaUNTENbHO OrpaHMynIa cBo60Ay NepesBMXXEHNS NanecTUHCKOro HaceneHns 1
npespaTuia ee B NpVBUIErMIO, MPeAO0CTaBASEMYIO B KaXA0M KOHKPETHOM ciyyae Vspauniem
nnn ManecTnHCKOM aBTOHOMUEN.<sup>16</sup>

Pa3-KpakoTUKNH HTepnpeTUpyeT 3Ty NOIMTUKY U30ALMN KaK pe3ynbTaT MbILUAeHNS,
3aLMKNEHHOrO0 Ha pa3jeneHnm Aaxe B akTe mupa. lpyrmm cnejctemem Takoro obpasa
MbILLIEHVS ABASETCA TO, YTO HU UCTOPUS N3PanIbCKO-NaNecTMHCKOro KOHGANKTA, HA
pasavyHble NOANTNYECKME MO3NLMN PaKTUYECKMN He 06CyXAanmncb B pamkax OC/I0BCKOro
npouecca. B ocHose OcnoBckux cornateHnin (Ocno I v II) knouesble BONPOCHI UCTOPUYECKN
CNOXMBLUNXCA KOHGIVMKTOB A€NCTBUTENIbHO NCK/THOYEHbI U3 MEePEroBoPOB U, B KOHEYHOM
nTore, N3 Ny6NYHbIX 4€6aTOB. BepHble NPUHLMMY, YTO CHavana HeobXxoAnMO yKpenuTb
JoBepuie, 3TV BONPOCk! OTKNaAbIBAIOTCA Ha 60/1ee No34HUIM cpok. Ho Mup BpaA nn MoxeT
6bITb JOCTUrHYT 6€3 NnepecMoTpa CO6CTBEHHOMO MOHUMaHWA ero. Vi3meHeHve BOCNPUATUS,
HeobXoANMOe ANt MMPa, He MOXET bbITb Peasn30BaHO 6e3 nepeoLeHKN NCTOPUYeCcKn
CNoXMBLUeNCs TeMaTuKn KoHdAnKTa. 17

Ho Kkak e cpopmMmpoBanock NogobHoe ncropryeckoe cosHaHme? M Ha Kakom
MOHVMaHWM KOHGAVKTA UM MUPa OHO OCHOBaHO? Kak MOXHO 06BbACHUTL
KONNEKTUBHbIV CTpax nepej Mnpom18 ¢ nanectnHUamMm? M noyemy CMOHNCTCKOMY
W3pawnnto Ao cux nop Tak TPYAHO NPeACTaBUTL cebe Takol MUP Aaxe BO BTOPOM
aecatunetm XXI sBeka?

Monogoii Nspannb: eBpeiickoe rocysapcTeo 6es mupa

Mocne okoHYaHUs paspyLLNTENbLHOW BOMHbLI 1948 roja 13panibCKoMy PyKOBOACTBY CTano
SICHO, YTO MUP C apabCKMMM COCeAHNMU FOCYAapCTBaMM BO3MOXEH TO/IbKO B TOM C/ly4ae,
eCcNn yAaCTCsa yperynmpoBaTh Ba KOMIiekca Npobaem: BOMpPoC rocyAapCTBeHHbIX rpaHunL, 1
npob6nemy nanecTHckmx 6exeHues. OAHaKO N3panibCkoe PYKOBOACTBO UCK/OUMIIO itobble
KOMMPOMMCChI MO 0601M 3TUM BOMPOCaM.<sup>19</sup>

Ans NaBuaa ben-TyproHa noantuyeckoe yperynivpoBaHve Ha JaHHOM paHHeM
3Tane 6b1710 HeBO3MOXHO. Ero 3asBsneHune rasete New York Herald Tribune no atomy
BOMpocy o6/1eTeN1o BeCb MUP: «fl FOTOB BCTaTb MOCPeAM HOUM, YTOGbI MoANMNcaTb
MVIPHOE cornatleHve, HO 1 He TOPOrJ/ItOCb U MOTY NOAOXAATb AeCATb NeT».

16Xacc 2006: 13-34.
17Pa3-KpakoTukuH 1998: 66-68.
18LlummepmaHH 2010.
19LlLnanm 2000: 49-51.
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years. We are under no pressure whatsoever.”?® True to this statement, Ben-Gu-
rion initially opposed peace talks with the Egyptian King Faruq (1920-1965) in
September 1948, as well as with the Syrian President Husni Zaim (1894-1949) in
the spring of 1949.

According to Avi Shlaim, Ben-Gurion was convinced that Israel’s starting
position in the negotiations would improve at a later point in time. The time
factor played an important role for the father of the nation. Surely, in 1949 he was
still in the process of intellectually digesting such enormous demographic and
geopolitical changes. Israel’s interests as a national state could initially be pre-
served even without peace. But at the same time, Ben-Gurion makes recourse to
the language of the peace ideology, such as for example in a debate of the cabinet
on May 29, 1949:

It is true that these things should not prevent us from accelerating the peace, because the
issue of peace between us and the Arabs is important, and it is worth paying a considerable
price for it. But when the matter is dragged out — it brings us benefits, as the mufti helped
us in the past. [...] But in general we need not regret too much that the Arabs refuse to make
peace with us.”*

Likewise, Shimon Peres, Ben-Gurion’s right-hand man in the Ministry of Defense
for the first decade, hardly knew what to make of the terms “peace” and “recon-
ciliation.” Peres’ main focus in these years was the armament of the young state.
The security myth dominated his view of Arab-Israeli relations. His essay “Recon-
ciliation Does Not Mean Security”??, published on September 29, 1955, is one of
his few early comments on this topic. At this point the political debate between
the Ministry of Defense and the Foreign Ministry on war and peace, retaliation
and rapprochement had reached a climax. The protagonists of the controversy
were Prime Minister and Minister of Defense Ben-Gurion and Foreign Minister
Moshe Sharett (1949-1956). In his short term in office, Sharett, who was also
Prime Minister in the period from December 1953 to August 1955, tried to initiate
a dialogue with Nasser.

But Israeli-Egyptian relations perceivably deteriorated following Ben-Gu-
rion’s return to the Ministry of Defense in February 1955. With the support of
Ben-Gurion, Chief of General Staff Moshe Dayan pushed through his aggressive
political plans against Prime Minister Sharett. Already on February 28, 1955,
the Israeli army in Gaza carried out “Black Arrow”; one of its most devastating

20 Shlaim 2000: 52; quoted from Ben-Gurion’s Diary, July 18,1949.
21 Shlaim 2000: 51-52; quoted from the Cabinet Protocol of May 29, 1949.
22 Peres 1965: 1624 [hereafter: Peres, September 29, 1955].
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neT. Mbl He UCMbITbIBaEM HUKaAKOro AaBneHuns».20 BepHblii SToMy 3asBaeHWnto, beH-TyproH
nepBOHaYasIbHO BbICTYNaa MPOTUB MUPHbLIX NePeroBoposB C ermneTcknm koposem dapykom (1920-
1965) B ceHTA6pe 1948 roga, a Takxe ¢ CUPUACKMM Npe3neHToM XycHur 3anmom (1894-1949)
BecHol 1949 roga.

Mo cnosam Aswu LLInanma, BeH-TypunoH 6bin ybexaeH, 4To NCXoAHas No3nLmns
M3pannsa Ha neperosopax yny4dLnTcs nosxe. @akrop BpeMeHu Cbirpan BaXKHyH posib
AN OTua Haumn. HecoMHeHHoO, B 1949 roy OH Bce eLle HaxoAuscsa B rpouecce
VIHTEINEeKTYaNlbHOro OCMbIC/IEHNS CTO/Ib MaCLUTabHbIX geMorpaduyeckmnx n
reonoINTUYECKNX N3MeHeHN . VIHTepeckl M3panns Kak HaLMOHaNbHOro rocyaapcTaa
nepBoHaYanbHO MO b6bITb COXPaHeHbl Aaxe 6e3 Mupa. Ho B To e Bpemsi beH-
l'ypvoH npunberaeT K A3bIKy MUPHOM NAEO0A0TNI, HAaMPUMep, B Xo4e 0bCy>XAeHNs B
KabvHeTe MUHMCTPOB 29 Mas 1949 roaa:

MpaBaa, 3T 06CTOATENLCTBA HE 0/KHbI MPENATCTBOBaTEL YCKOPEHWUIO MUPHOrO MpoLecca, MockosbKy
BOMPOC MVpa Mexy HaMW 1 apabaMu BaxXKeH, 11 3a Hero CTOUT 3annaTnTb Hemasnyto LieHy. Ho koraa
Aie/10 3aTArMBAEeTCs - 3TO MPUHOCWT HaM BbIrogy, Kak My¢$Tvii momoran Ham B npotuiom. [...] Ho B

LLe/IOM HaM He CTOUT C/IMLLKOM COXaJieTb O TOM, YTO apa6b| 0OTKa3bIBAKOTCA 3aK/KO4aTb C HaMKN MI/Ip.21

AHanornyHo, LLnmoH Mepec, npaBasi pyka beH-TyprnoHa B MUHUCTepcTBE 060POHBI B TedeHne
nepBoro AecATUNETUSA, eABa IV NMOHNMAaN 3HaYEHNS TEPMUHOB «MUP» N «NPUMUPeHne». B 3T rogpl
OCHOBHOe BHMMaHWe Mepeca 6bIN0 COCPesOTOUEHO Ha BOOPYXXEHWW MOM0AOro rocyaapcraa. Mué o
6e30nacHOCTV AJOMUHNPOBAN B €ro B3rnsAe Ha apabo-nspannbckne oTHoleHns . Ero scce
«MprMrpeHne He 03HayaeT 6e30MacHOCTb»22, onybankoBaHHOe 29 ceHTH6PA 1955 roja, ABnseTcs
O/IHM V3 HEMHOI VX €ro PaHHUX KOMMEHTapueB Ha 3Ty Temy. K 3TOMy MOMEHTY NoaUTUYecKmne
AebaTbl Mexzy MUHUCTEPCTBOM 060POHbI 1 MUHNCTEPCTBOM MHOCTPAHHLIX eN O BOiHe 1 Mupe,
OTBETHbIX Mepax 1 CONVKEHNN AOCTUTAN KyAbMUHALMW. FTNaBHBIMU AeACTBYOLLVMY NNLLAMA B 3TOM
crnope 6bl1M NPeMbep-MUHNCTP U MUHUCTP 060POHbI BeH-TYPUOH 1 MUHUCTP MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen
Mouwue LLlapeTT (1949-1956). 3a Bpems CBOero Hef0roro NpebblBaHWA Ha NOCTY NpemMbep-
MUHMUCTPa LLiapeTT, KoTopbIli TakXKe 3aHMMan 3TOT NocT ¢ Aekabps 1953 roga no aeryct 1955 roaa,
NbITaNCcs NHALMMPOBAaTb Ananor ¢ Hacepom.

OHaKO N3panibCKo-ernneTckre OTHOLLIEHWS 3aMeTHO YXYALINANCL Noc/ie BO3BpaLleHns bex-
l'ypvoHa B MuHuctepcTBo obopoHbl B pespane 1955 roga. MNMpu noaaepxke beH-NyproHa
HavanbHVK leHepanbHoro WTaba Molue [asiH NpoABUHYN CBOW arpeccnBHble NonTUYeckne
naaHbl NPOTUB NpeMbep-MUHNUCTPa LLlapeTTa. Yke 28 dpeBpans 1955 roga nspaunnbckas apmus B

[a3e npoBena onepaumto «HepHas cTpena» — OfHY M3 CaMbIX pa3pyLUNTebHbIX CBOUX OnepaLuuii.

20LLnanm 2000: 52; unTtnpyetca u3 AHeBHVKa beH-TyproHa, 18 nona 1949 r. 21LLnanm
2000: 51-52; untupyetcs no npotokony KabrHeTa MnHMUCTPOB OT 29 Mast 1949 roga. 22
Mepec 1965: 16-24 [aanee: Mepec, 29 ceHTH6PA 1955 1.].
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retaliation operations.”® Egypt’s President Nasser used this occasion to recruit
Palestinian refugees from the Gaza Strip, the Fedayeen, which he then deployed
against Israeli facilities.?*

Another consequence of the retaliation operation was the Egyptian-Soviet
arms treaty of September 1955, which in turn threw Israel into a state of panic
and prompted it to buy arms through France. “Black Arrow” also put an end to
the unofficial talks between Nasser and Sharett that had been taken up in early
1954. Although the Lavon Affair of July 1954 and its consequences had already
made the continuation of these meetings difficult, it was the Israeli retaliation
operation that finally led to Nasser cutting off talks with Sharett.”

In these years the Western Powers did not give up in their attempts to bring
peace to the Middle East. Two plans, the “Alpha Plan” and the “Johnston Plan,”
provided some material for discussion. With the Alpha Plan of February 1955,
Great Britain and the USA pursued the goal of safeguarding their strategic inter-
ests in the Middle East by means of a peace settlement between Israel and its
Arab neighbors. The following points were proposed in project “Alpha”: The cre-
ation of a land bridge between Egypt and Jordan, wherein Israel was to give up
two thirds of the Negev — without, however, having to abandon its connection to
Eilat; an allocation of the demilitarization zones as they had been stipulated in
the armistice agreement of 1949 between Israel and its neighbors; the return of
a limited number of Palestinian refugees and the payment of compensations to
others; a treaty concerning the distribution of Jordan’s water; the lifting of the
Arab economic boycott against Israel; and a security guarantee by the West for
the new borders. Israel categorically refused.?®

The objective of the 1955 Johnston Plan — named for Eric Johnston (1896—
1963), the personal representative of American President Dwight D. Eisenhower —
was to regulate the distribution of the water reserves of the Jordan Basin amongst
the states of Lebanon, Syria, Jordan and Israel based on the model of the “Ten-
nessee Valley Authority.” It provided for the development of an irrigation network
to the benefit of all states. The project also intended to turn the West Bank into
fertile land in order to support the Palestinian refugees that were living there. The
Johnston Plan was based on the hope that the regulation of water distribution
could create a fundament for solving the border question and thus a reconcilia-

23 Shlaim 2000: 124.
24 Tbid. 128-129.

25 Ibid. 127.

26 Ibid. 146-147.



156 — . EBpeiickasi rocyapCTBEHHOCTb W PerMoHanbHbI MUAp

onepaunun BOBMeBAI/Iﬂ.23 I'Ipe3v|,quT ErnnTa Hacep BOCNO/1Ib30BAa/ICA 3TUM C/ly4aeMm, 4YTO6bI 3aBep605aTb
nanecTUHCKMX 6exxeHLEeB U3 cekTopa asa, defarHOB, KOTOPbLIX OH 3aTeM 1CMOob30BaN NPOTUB
M3pannbCKnx 06bekToB.24

Ele ogHMM cneAcTBMEM OTBETHON onepaumn cTaa ermneTcko-coBeTCKUIA 40roBop O
pa3sopyXeHun oT ceHTA6ps 1955 roga, KOTOpbIN, B CBOIO ovepesb, MoBepr V3pannb B naHUKy
1 NOByANN ero 3akynaTb opyxue yepes ®paHumio. Onepauns «HepHas cTpena» Takxe
noJsioxmna KoHew, HeodurLManbHbIM NeperoBopam mexay Hacepom un LLlapettom,
HayaBLWMMCA B Hayane 1954 roga. Xotsa geno SlaBoHa B utone 1954 roga v ero nocneacTsvs
y>Ke 3aTPpYAHUAN NPOAOJIXKEHME STUX BCTPeY, UMEHHO n3paun/ibckas 0TBeTHas onepauus B
KOHeYHOM uTore npueena K Tomy, 4To Hacep npekpatun neperosopsl ¢ LLlapeTTom.25

B 3Tn rogbl 3anajHble Jep>aBbl He MpeKpaLLany nonbITOK yCTaHOBUTL MUP Ha BavxkHem
BocTtoke. [lBa nnaHa, «MnaH Anbda» 1 «MnaH J>KOHCTOHa», MOCAYXWIM NOBOAOM AJISA
o06cyxaeHus. B pamkax «MnaHa Anbda» ot peBpansa 1955 roga Bennkobputarusa n CLLA
npecnefoBany Lenb 3alnTbl CBOMX CTPATernyecknx MHTepecos Ha banmxHem BocToke
nocpeACTBOM MUPHOIO yperyanpoBaHus Mexay Vspavnem v ero apabckumm coceaamu. B
npoekTe «Anbda» 6bINN NpeaioxXeHbl cnedytoLme NyHKTbI: CO3jaHre CyXomnyTHOro MocTa
mexay Eruntom n MiopgaHuveid, B pamkax KoToporo M3pavnb fonxeH 6bli ycTynuTh 4Be
TpeTu Heresa, He 0TKa3blBasiCb NP 3TOM OT CBA3W C DAIaTOM; pacnpejeneHve
AeMUINTapU30BaHHbIX 30H B COOTBETCTBUM C YC10BUAMN Nepemupus 1949 roga mexay
M3pannem 1 ero coceasiMmy; BO3BpaLLeHne OrpaHU4eHHOro YMc/ia NanecTMHCKUX 6exeHueB 1
BbIMaTa KOMMeEHCaLUMii 0CTaslbHbIM; JOrOBOP O pacnpejeneHn NOpAAHCKON BOAbl; OTMeHa
apabckoro akoHoMM4eckoro 6orikoTa NpoTuB N3panns; 1 rapaHTs 6e3onacHoCTy Co

CTOPOHbI 3anaja A1a HOBbIX FpaHunL,. Mi3pannb KaTeropruyeckn oTkasancsa.<sup>26</sup>

Llensto nnanHa >koHcToHa 1955 roga, Ha3BaHHOro B YecTb Spuka J>KoHcToHa (1896-
1963), nn4Horo npeactaBuTens npesungeHta CLUA Ayarita . din3eHxayapa, 6b110
perynvpoBaHue pacrnpejeneHns BOAHbIX pecypcoB bacceliHa peku lopaaH mexay J/lnsaHom,
Cvipveld, MiopaaHuei n V3pannem no mogenu «YnpasneHUs AonnHbl TeHHeccu». OH
npegycmatpuBan pasBuTe UPPUraLMoHHON CeTu B MHTepecax BCcex rocyaapcTs. MpoekT
Takxe npeanonaran npespatieHue 3anagHoro 6epera B N10A0POAHbIE 3eMAW AN
obecneyeHnss NOTPebHOCTeN NaNecTMHCKMX bexeHLeB, NPOXUBaBLLMX TaM. MaaH [KOHCTOHa
OCHOBbIBA/ICA Ha HaZeX/e, YTO peryivpoBaHve pacnpejeneHns BoAbl CO34acT OCHOBY A5

peweHna NnorpaHN4YHOro Bonpoca 1, Taknm 06pa30M, ANA NpUMUpeEHnNs.

23Llnanm 2000: 124. 24
Tam xe. 128-129.

25Tam xe, 127.

26Tam xe. 146-147.
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tion process might be initiated. This is how Shlaim describes the Israeli reaction
to the Johnston Plan:

The attitude of the defense establishment was typically negative and suspicious: it was
believed that Johnston’s purpose was to look for incriminating evidence against Israel and
to curtail its rights. Sharett’s attitude was characteristically flexible and constructive. He
mastered the water brief as only he knew how to, and he conducted the negotiations him-
self.”

Sharett was hoping to secure several advantages by supporting the plan. He also
assumed that a settlement of the water dispute with American support could
facilitate further talks with the neighboring Arab states. For one thing, he held
the view that the allocation of the water resources, as provided by the plan, was
consistent with Israel’s requirements. For another thing, considering the limited
water resources available to Israel, this project was supposed to give Israel more
flexibility with regard to the further development of water plans. As a third
aspect, Israeli cooperation would secure greater economic support from the US.
And fourthly, the Johnston Plan could serve as a basis for cooperation with the
Arab states.

Although the security establishment under Pinchas Lavon had in principal
rejected the first draft of the plan of June 1954, Sharett nevertheless finally suc-
ceeded in making the plan palatable to the cabinet. In the end, it was the Arab
heads of state that rejected the Johnston Plan. According to Shlaim, this was
because consenting to it would have meant recognizing Israel.?® Other interpreta-
tions assume that the Arab League turned down the Johnston Plan for the reason
that its approach sought to solve the water question and the refugee problem sep-
arately.” Israel eventually took an ambivalent stance toward the Johnston Plan. It
did not openly agree to it but did not explicitly reject it, either.>®

In the early 1950s, the security establishment and the Foreign Ministry were
repeatedly facing each other as political opponents in the vehement quarrel about
the Johnston Plan and other security-political questions, such as the border war,
the retaliation policy and the arms purchases. This was due to two different points
of view regarding the complex political realities after 1949. A year after he had
to leave the Foreign Ministry, Sharett reflected on this dispute in his 1957 article

27 Ibid. 109.

28 Ibid. 109-110.

29 Polkehn, http://www.ag-friedensforschung.de/regionen/Palaestina/wasser.html. (Ger.)
30 Shlaim 2000: 110.
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BO3MOXHO, ByZeT MHMLMMPOBaH 136MpaTeNbHbIV NpoLecc. BoT kak LLinamm onucsiaeT peakuyio Uspavns

Ha nnaH J>XoHCToHa:

OTHoOLIeHne 060pPOHHOro BeAOMCTBA 6bI10 TUMUYHO HeraTVBHBLIM U NOAO3PUTENbHbIM:
CYMTANOCh, YTO LeNb J)KOHCTOHA — HaTW yAnky NpoTue M3pannsa n orpaHn4mTb ero npasa.
MNo3nuwmsa LWapeTTa, HANPOTUB, OTIMYaNACk TMOBKOCTLIO U KOHCTPYKTUBHOCTLIO. OH MacTepcku
BNnajen TepMuHonorneri no BOAHbIM pecypcam 1 Ben neperoBopbl caM.<sup>27</sup>

LLlapeTT Hageanca nonyynTb psj npenmyLLects, nogaepxas nnad. OH Takxe npejnonaran,
4TO yperynmpoBaHme BOAHOMO crnopa npu noagepxke CLUA moxeT obneruntb ganbHerwme
neperoBopbl C COCeAHNMM apabCcknMK rocyaapcTBaMum. Bo-nepsbix, OH Npuaep>KnBancs
MHEHMS, UTO pacnpejesieHne BOAHbIX pecypcoB, NpesyCMOTPEHHOE M/IaHOM, COOTBETCTBYET
notpebHocTaM N3pannsi. Bo-BTOpbIX, yUNTbIBasi OrpaHUYeHHble BOAHbIE pecypchbl, AOCTYMHble
WN3pannto, aTOT NpoeKT A0/KeH bbln NpeAoCcTaBUTb V3panito 60/bLUY0 TMOKOCTb B
OTHOLLUEeHUW AanbHeliLlero pasBUTNS BOAHbIX NNaHOB. B-TpeTbux, cOTpyAHMYeCTBO M3panns
obecneynno 6bl eMy 60/bLLYHO 3KOHOMUYECKYO MOAAEPXKKY €O cTOpoHbI CLLUA. U B-
yeTBepTbIX, NAaH J)KOHCTOHA MOr 6bl MOCAYXXUTb OCHOBOW 4151 COTPYAHNYECTBa C apabckmmm
rocyjapcrsamm.

XoTA cnnoBble CTPYKTYPbl MOA PyKOBOACTBOM MHXaca JlaBoHa B NpUHLMNE OTBEePr/iv NepBbIi
NpoeKT rnyaHa oT UoHsa 1954 roga, LLlapeTTy, TeM He MeHee, B KOHEYHOM UTore yAanochb caenatb
naaH npuemnemMbiM AN KabuHeTa MUHUCTPOB. B nTore MMeHHO rnaBbl apabckmx rocyAapcTs
oTBeprAv naaH JxoHcToHa. Mo cnosam LLlnavma, 3To Npon30LLI0 NOTOMY, YTO COrnacme ¢ HUM
03Hauyano 6bl Npr3HaHve M3pannsa.<sup>28</sup> ipyrve nHtepnpeTaumm npegnoniaratoT, 4To
Jlvra apabckmx rocyapcTB OTKAOHMUAA MAaH [)KOHCTOHA MO TOM NPUYMHE, YTO ero NoAXos
npegnonaran pasgenbHoe peLleHre BOAHOIO BONPOca 1 Npobaemsl 6exeHLeB.<sup>29</sup> B
KOHeYHOM uTore V3pannb 3aHA ABOMCTBEHHYIO MNO3MLMIO MO OTHOLLUEHWIO K NnaHy JKoHCTOHa. OH
He Cornacuicsa C HUM OTKPbITO, HO U He OTBepr ero ABHO.<sup>30</sup>

B Hauane 1950-x rof0B C10Bble CTPYKTYPbl ¥ MUHUCTEPCTBO MHOCTPAHHbIX A& HEOA4HOKPATHO
NPOTUBOCTOANN APYT APYTY KaK NOMTMYECKMe NPOTUBHMNKIM B 0XXECTOYEHHOM 60pbbe Mo NoBoAy niaHa
JKOHCTOHA 1 ApYrX BONPOCOB 6€30MacHOCTW 1 MONTVKK, TaKNX Kak MOrpaHnYHas BOMHa, MOANTUKa
OTBETHbIX Mep 1 3aKyrnKun opyXusi. To 6bIS10 CBA3aHO C ABYMS Pa3HbIMM TOUKaMM 3PEHVSt Ha CIOXHbIe
nonutuyeckne peannu nocie 1949 roga. Yepes rog nocne yxoga 13 MMHUCTEPCTBA MHOCTPAHHbIX AeN

LLlapeTT pa3mbILLAAn 06 3TOM criope B cBoeii cTaTbe 1957 roga.

27Tam xe, 109.

28Tam xe. 109-110.

29MonbkeH, http://www.ag-friedensforschung.de/regionen/Palaestina/wasser.html. (Hem.) 30
LLinanm 2000: 110.
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“Israel and the Arabs — War and Peace: Reflections on the Years 1947-1957”3!, He
examines the various political camps in Israel; the Israeli security establishment
among them:

One point of view assumes that the language of power is the only thing the Arabs under-
stand. The State of Israel is so small and isolated; it is so weak in the geographical and
demographic sense that it has to double its power by conspicuous military operations
[namely retaliation policy] in order to preempt the dangers arising from its weakness. There-
fore, from time to time, Israel must clearly show the Arabs that it is strong and capable of
exercising its power efficiently and relentlessly at all times. If Israel did not do this, it could
be razed to the ground. According to this point of view, peace is doubtful and far off anyway.
It can only arrive if the Arabs are convinced that the state is invincible. It is more likely that
it arrives as a result of the persuasive power of Israeli violence than by virtue of the sincere
conviction that Israel truly wishes for peace. As long as the day-to-day security problem
has to be solved with violence, peace cannot even be considered. When retributive actions
keep fueling hate there is no reason for determent, for the flame is fanned anyway. If we
avoided retributive actions to mitigate the fire of hate, we would lose. In addition, if we take
the following factors into account — namely the general human tendency to fight back, the
particular vulnerability of the Jews that have historically always been considered weak, and
the recentness of the great victory of the Israeli army [1948] — we will understand in what
kind of atmosphere and in what kind of zeitgeist this position has been fostered.*

Sharett goes on to contrast this position of the security establishment to “the
other stance” towards peace, which he himself shares and according to which

we have to be incessantly aspiring to peace. This is not only based on a political consid-
eration. It is a decisive security-political consideration in the long-term perspective. We
have to understand peace as our basic interest and drastically curb our retaliatory reactions
accordingly. After all, the question as to whether retributive acts really solve the security
problem still remains open.*®

As Director-General in the Ministry of Defense, Shimon Peres (1953-1959) held
the view of the conflict as it was propagated by the security establishment in the
young Israel. Peres’ voice may be considered to be representative here. In those
years, Peres rarely made any statements about peace, but when he did, it was
only to argue that it was utterly impossible for the time being. His 1955 essay enti-
tled “Reconciliation Does Not Mean Security” opens with the words: “Israel’s
security problem has essentially remained as acute and unique as it was imme-

31 Sharett 1957.
32 Ibid. 8-9.
33 Ibid. 9.
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«M3pannb 1 apabbl - BOMHa 1 MUp: pasMbllineHns o 1947-1957 rogax»31. OH uccneayet
pasnnyHble NoAnTUYeckne nareps B spaune, B TOM Ymcne n3pannbCkyro cuctemy

6e30mnacHOCTM:

OfHa 113 ToueK 3peHuis NpeanonaraeT, 4To apabbl MOHMMAOT TONBLKO A3bIK BAAcTW. FocyaapcTso M3paunb
HaCTONbKO Mano 1 N30IMPOBAHO, HACTONLKO CN1a6o B reorpadryeckom 1 AeMorpaduyeckoM CMbICE, UTO emy
NPUXOAUTCA YABaNBaTL CBOK MOLLb MOCPEACTBOM MOKa3aTe/lbHbIX BOEHHbIX OMepauuii [a UMEeHHO, MOANTUKN
BO3Me3Ausi], UTO6bl NPeAoTBPATUTL OMACHOCTU, BOHUKAIOLLME 13-3a ero c1abocTu. Mo3aToMy Bpemst oT
BpeMeHU V3panib AOMKEH SICHO AeMOHCTPUPOBAaThL apabam CBOK CUTY U CMOCOBHOCTb 3G PeKTUBHO 1
HeyCTaHHO NPVMEHsATb CBOK BAACTb B Nt06oe Bpems. Eciv i3panib 3TOro He cAenaeT, ero MoryT CPaBHSATb C
3emneii. CornacHo 3Toli TOUKe 3peHusi, MUp B 11060M Clydae COMHUTENEH U Aanek. OH MOXeT HacTynuTb
TO/ILKO B TOM C/ly4ae, ecnu apabbl y6eaaTcs B Heno6eanMocTu rocyaapcTea. bonee BeposiTHO, UTO OH
HaCTynuT B pesynibTaTe y6eanTeNbHO CUbl U3PanbCKOro HACUANS, Yem 61aroAaps NCKpeHHel
y6eXAEHHOCTY B TOM, YTO V3pannb AeCTBUTENBHO XenaeT Mvpa. Moka noBceAHeBHbIe MPo6aeMbl
6e3onacHoCTL NpUXoANTCA peLllaTb C MOMOLLBbIO Hacunns, 0 Mrpe AaxXke He MOXeT 6bITb N peyn. Korp,a
Kaparte/ibHble AEVICTBMR MPOAO/DKAKT Pa3Xmratb HEHaBUCTb, HET MPUYNH 418 CAePXNBAHUA, 160 nnams Bce
paBHo pasgysaeTcsi. Eciv 6bl Mbl 36eranyt kapaTenbHbIX 4e/CTBUIA, UTO6bI CMAMYUTL OFOHb HEHABUCTY, Mbl
6bl Nponrpany. Kpome Toro, ecav Mbl IPUMEM BO BHUMaHWe ciejytoLime GakTopbl — a UMEHHO, 06LLYH
4eI0BeYEeCKyH CKIOHHOCTb K CONMPOTUBNEHNIO, 0CO6YIO YA3BMMOCTL €BPEEB, KOTOPbIE MCTOPUYECKW BCErAa
cunTannCh CNabbiMK, U HEAABHIOK BENVKYH No6esy 13pannbekoit apmum [1948] - Mbl noiiMeMm, B Kakoi

aTtMocdepe 1 B KakoW CTeneHngyx BpemMeHy3Ta No3nums noiy4ymna passuTme.32

LLlapeTT Aanee NPOTVBOMOCTAB/SAET 3Ty MO3ULMIO CUNOBLIX CTPYKTYP «APYroii mo3numm»
B OTHOLLUEHWW MUPa, KOTOPYH OH CaM Pa3fenisieT U B COOTBETCTBMM C KOTOPOA

Mbl O/KHBI HEYCTAaHHO CTPEMUTLCS K MUPY. 3TO He TONbKO NoAnTUYeckoe coobpaxeHue. B 4onrocpoyHoii
nepcrekTVBe 3TO peLuatoLlee coobpaxeHvie B chepe 6€30MacHOCTN U NOANTUKU. Mbl JOMKHBI NOHUMAaTL MUP
KaK Hall OCHOBHOI NHTepec 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, PE3KO CAepXMUBaTb HallV OTBETHbIe AelicTBUA. B koHLIe
KOHL,0B, BOMPOC O TOM, A€ACTBUTE/ILHO /I KapaTe/ibHble akThl pellatoT npobaemy 6e30nacHOCTH, OcTaeTcst

OTKPbITbIM.33

ByAyuu reHepanbHbIM AnpekTopoM MuHUCTepcTBa 060poHsbI, LUMoH Mepec (1953-1959)
NPUAEPXNBANCS TOUKN 3PEHUSA Ha KOHGNKT, KOTOPYIO pasXunraaun CUioBble CTPYKTYPbl MONOA0ro
M3pawnnsa. Nonoc Mepeca 3aecb MOXHO CUNTaTb pernpeseHTaTnBHbLIM. B Te rogpl MNepec peako genan
3aAB/IeHNSA O MMpe, HO KOrAa Aenasn, To ANLLb ANS TOro, YTObbl 0oKa3aTb, YTO MUP Ha AaHHbIN
MOMEHT coBepLUeHHO HeBO3MOXeH. Ero scce 1955 roga noj HassaHneM «[pyMmnpeHmne He o3HavaeT
6e30MacHOCTb» HavMHaeTcst cnoBamMu: «Mpobnema 6esonacHocT M3panns no cyLlecTBy ocTaeTcs

TaKoW e OCTPOI 1 YHUKaNbHOW, Kako OHa bblna HenocpeACTBEHHO Nepej HaMu...»

31WapertT, 1957.
32Tam xe, cTp. 8-9.
33Tam xe. 9.
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diately after the War of Independence.” And he concludes the essay with the fol-
lowing postulation: “Israel’s security neither depends on reconciliation with the
[Western] world nor on reconciliation with the Arabs. Rather, our security lies in
our willingness and ability to defend what we have achieved with much blood.”3*

Two central elements of the security myth are contained herein: Firstly, the
text is based on the assumption that the Jews or the State of Israel are exposed
to the threat of annihilation. While the “Western World” is accused of willfully
jeopardizing Israel’s interests for the sake of “Arab demands” and is therefore
met with suspicion. Secondly, it bears witness to the conviction that, true to the
maxim that “the world is against us,” Israel can only rely on itself. According to
this understanding reconciliation is impossible, with negotiations with the Arab
world - regardless of whether they are carried out with the help of the Western
Powers or not — not really being conducive to the Israeli “willingness and ability”
to protect itself. At the time he authored this text, Peres was worried more about
the Great Western Powers than his Arab neighbors:

The demands [made by the Great Powers] for [Arab-Israeli] reconciliation overlook the fact
that only one side is responsible for the conflict. By directing the demand at Israel and
the Arab states, the distorted impression is created that the enthusiasm for peace (or lack
thereof) exists on both sides alike. But any unbiased party can clearly see that the factors of
tension in the Middle East are these: the arms buildup by the Arabs for a targeted ‘second
round’ [another regional war]; organized as well as sporadic intrusion [of Palestinian ref-
ugees into the Israeli state territory]; blockade of sea routes [for Israeli ships] in Suez and
Eilat; frustration of the development of Israeli water sources; [Arab] economic boycott
against the State of Israel; and the non-recognition of Israel’s state borders [the armistice
borders of 1949]. If the Great Powers actually tried removing these factors of tension, Israel’s
position would doubtlessly be as follows: Israel would be willing to avoid a ‘second round’
[sic]; Israel would open its sea routes and ports [to Arab states]; Israel would commit to
refraining from imposing economic boycotts against Arab states; Israel would take respon-
sibility to make sure that Israeli infiltrators [sic] do not intrude into Arab states; Israel would
be willing to recognize the state borders [of the Arab states]; and finally, Israel would also
be willing to help solve the question of Arab refugees and take up diplomatic relations with
the Arabs. But strangely, these demands are not made. This is because peace is not the
main goal. Rather, placating the Arabs seems to be the actual objective of these demands
for contentment.>

Peres rejects demands for reconciliation because in his view any kind of compro-
mise would endanger the demographic and geopolitical achievements of 1948. In
addition, he sees the Arab opponents as the only party responsible for the con-

34 Peres, September 29, 1955: 16, 24.
35 Ibid. 17-18.
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«Cpasy nocne BoliHbl 32 HE3aBUCKMMOCTb». I OH 3aBepLLAET 3CCe CeAyLNM yTBEPXKAEHNEM:
«be3onacHoCTb M3panns He 3aBUCUT HI OT NPUMKUPEHNS ¢ [3anajHbIM] MUPOM, HU OT
npummnpeHns c apabamu. Ckopee, Halla 6€30MacHOCTb 3ak/I0YAETCSA B HaLLel roTOBHOCTY U
CNOCOBHOCTM 3aLUMLLATE TO, Yero Mbl AOCTUMN LIeHOW 60/bLUNX KPOBONPOAUTNI».34

B TekcTe cogepxaTcs ABa LeHTpanbHbIX 31eMeHTa Mnda o 6e3onacHocTL: BO-
nepBbIX, OH OCHOBAaH Ha NpeAnosioXeHNN, Y4To eBpen nam Focyaapcrteo M3pannb
HaxoAsTCA NOJ Yrpo30i yHUUTOXeH M. Mpr 3ToM «3anagHblii MUpP» 0BBUHSIETCA B
YMbILLNEHHOM NpeHebpexeHnn nHTepecamun Mspannsa paam «apabckux TpeboBaHui» 1
Mo3TOMY BCTpeyaeT NoAo3peHunst. Bo-BTOpbIX, OH CBMAETENbCTBYET 06 yoexaeHnu, yTo,
B COOTBETCTBMM C MaKCMMOW «BeCb MUP MPOTUB Hac», MI3panib MOXeT nonaraTbcs
TO/bKO Ha cebsi. CornacHo 3ToMy MOHVMAaHNIO0, NPUMUPEHME HEBO3MOXHO, a
neperoBopbl C apabCckM MUPOM — HE3aBUCKMMO OT TOrO, BeAYTCA OHWU C MOMOLLbIO
3anagHbIX AepXaB NN HeT - He CNOoCOBCTBYHOT «FOTOBHOCTM W CMOCO6HOCTU» M3panns
3aWNTUTL cebs. B MOMEHT HanucaHus 3Toro Tekcta MNepec 6onbLue 6ecnokonncs o
Be/INKMX 3aNaAHbIX AepXaBax, YeM O CBOMX apabCKuMx coceasnx.

TpeboBaHus [Bennkmx gepxas] k [apabo-13pannbckoMy] NPUMVPEHNIO UTHOPUPYIOT TOT $akT, YTO OTBETCTBEHHOCTbL 3a
KOHGNUKT HeceT TONIbKO 0AHa CTOpoHa. Hanpaenss 3Tv Tpe6oBaHUs Ha M3paunb 1 apabckme rocyaapctsa, co3aaeTcs
VCKaXeHHoe BreyaTaIeHe, YTo CTpeMieHre K MUpY (U ero oTCyTCTBIE) OANHAKOBO PacnpocTpaHeHo C 06eMX CTOPOH.
Ho ntobas 6ecnpucTpacTHas CTOPOHa MOXET ACHO BUAETb, YTO pakTOpaMu HanpsixXeHHOCTU Ha bavxHem BocToke
AB/IAIOTCA: HapaLiMBaHe apabaMi BOOPYXeHWiA 415t LiefieHanpaB/IeHHOro «BTOPOro payHzaa» [elle oAHOiA
pervoHanbHo BOHbI]; OPraHN30BaHHOE, a TakXe Cropaanyeckoe BTOpXeHWe [ManecTUHCKMX 6eXeHLeB Ha
Tepputopuio rocyaapcTea Mspauvne]; 6nokaaa Mopckux nyTen [Ans nspavnbckux cyaos] B Cyaue v dinarte;
nNpensTCTBOBaHME Pa3BUTUIO N3PanIbCKUX BOAHBIX pecypcoB; [apabckuii] SkoHoOMUYecknii 60MKOT NPOTYB rocyaapcTea
W3pannb; 1 HenpusHaHve rocyaapcTBeHHbIX rpaHnL, Mi3panns [rpaHul, nepemupus 1949 rogal. Ecam 661 Benukme
AlepXaBbl eiCTBUTEIbHO MOMbLITAANChL YCTPAHWUTL 3TN GaKTOPbl HANPAXEHHOCTYW, NO3MLMA VI3panns, HeCOMHeHHO, 6bina
6bl cneaytoLLeii: Vi3pavnib 661 66l FOTOB U3bexaTk «BTOPOro payHaa» [sicl; i3pavnib oTKpbin 66l CBOU MOPCKUe MyTy 1
nopTbl [Ans apabckunx rocyaapcrsl; Mspannb 06s3ancst 6bl BO34epXMBATLCA OT BBEAEHWSI SKOHOMUYECKMX 60KOTOB
NpoTMB apabCkmx rocyaapcTs; M3pannb B3sn 6bl Ha ce6sl OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a TO, YTO6bI M3panNbCKue areHTbl He
BTOPrajvch Ha TeppPUTOPWVIO apabCknx rocyAapcTs; M3pannb 6bin 6bl rOTOB NPU3HaTL rOCyAapCTBEHHbIE FPaHNLbI
[apabckux rocyaapcTs); v, HakoHel, Vi3pannb Takke 6bi1 6bl FOTOB MOMOYL B peLlieHny Bonpoca 06 apabckunx 6exeHLax
1 yCTaHOBUTb AMMAOMATHYEeCKME OTHOLWeHMs ¢ apabamu. Ho, Kak HU CTPaHHO, 3TV TpeboBaHNS He BblABUraloTcs. 3T0
MOTOMY, UTO MUP He AB/ISeTCS INaBHON Lenbio. CKopee, NCTUHHOM Lienblo 3TVX Tpe6oBaHUIA, Hanpas/ieHHBIX Ha

[0CTVKEHME COrlacks, KaxkeTcsl yMMpoTBOpeHyie apabos.35

Mepec oTBepraeT Tpeb6OBaHNSA O NPUMUPEHUN, MOCKOJbKY, MO ero MHeHWIo, 10601 KOMNPOMMCC
MOCTaBUT MOZ yrpo3y AeMorpapuriyeckie 1 reoronnTnyeckme 4octuxkeHns 1948 roga. Kpome toro,

OH cyunTaer apa6CK|/|x NPOTVUBHNKOB eANHCTBEHHOW CTOpOHOIZ, OTBETCTBEHHOV 3a npuMupeHune.

340Mepec, 29 ceHTA6pst 1955 T.: 16, 24. 35
Tam xe. 17-18.
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flict. Entirely in accordance with the security myth, he ascribes the antagonism to
ahistorical aversions of the Arab world, and even the world in general, against the
Jews. In this way the conflict is separated from its historic and political context.
It is described as a result of ultimate hostility, dismissing the political and his-
torical developments of 1948. For Peres, it is Israel that is the victim in this situa-
tion, which is why concessions are excluded. Peace is only possible if the ill will
towards Israel is laid to rest. But an end to this enmity is simply unimaginable for
the security-political leadership in the mid-1950s. And within the logical system
of the security myth, this legitimizes the taking up of arms.

This attempt to paint Israel as being some sort of military giant in the fragile
situation of 1955 ends up casting some light on the actual powerlessness of
Israel in its state of isolation. It has to live in the constant fear of a peace dic-
tated by the Great Powers. So now the language of peace ideology is invoked to
create a domestic consensus in order to avoid any compromises as outlined in
the Alpha Plan. The actual problems of borders, territory, refugees and water are
not approached. It can hardly be a coincidence that neither the Alpha Plan nor
the Johnston Water Plan is mentioned. Rather, the question of guilt is brought to
the foreground: Who is responsible for the factors of tension? Who is striving for
another war? Who is boycotting whom? Who refuses to recognize whom? Peres’
rendering of the conflict relies on blocking out all the complications that have led
to the political development in Israel since 1948. In 1955, the country is described
as an undisputed political entity that has always been in existence:

In a conciliatory world [with regard to the endeavors of the Great Powers to achieve peace
in the region] Israel is in a strange situation: The point is not only that the [Western] world
does not demand that Israel’s neighbors remove the obstacles on the way to peace; the
Great Powers actually contribute to piling these obstacles even higher. For by supplying the
Arabs with weapons, their target being none other than Israel, they inevitably encourage
the Arabs to pursue a policy of non-peace. Therefore, Israel is unable to take the path it
wishes to take, namely the path of peace. For the demands for reconciliation [made by the
Great Powers towards Israel] are aimed more at being liked by the Arabs than at peace.?®

Here, the security myth, which presumes that the world as such is a source of
danger for Jews, meets the peace ideology, according to which Israel is longing
for peace despite all political and historical realities. At the same time Israel fears
peace, for it also means having to compromise. Peres had a difficult time consid-
ering territorial concessions throughout his career. Especially in the 1950s, giving
up any territory was taboo. To the contrary, the security establishment openly

36 Ibid. 19.
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KoH$AnkT. B MoNHOM COOTBETCTBMM C MUPOM O 6€30MacHOCT, OH OO BACHAET aHTaroHN3M
BHENCTOPUYECKOV Henpua3HM apabckoro Mupa, 1 Aaxe Mupa B Lie/1oM, K eBpesm. Takum
06pa3oM, KOHPANKT OTAENSAETCS OT CBOErO NCTOPUYECKOro U MNOANTUNYECKOro KOHTeKcTa. OH
OMNMCbIBAETCA KaK pe3ynbTaT KpaHel BpaXAebHOCTUN, UTHOPUPYS MNOANTUYeCKne 1
ncropuyeckme cobbiTns 1948 roga. Ana Mepeca KepTBOV B 3TOV CUTyaLMN ABNSIETCS
M3pannb, No3Tomy yCTynkn NcknoYeHbl. MMp BO3MOXEH TO/IbKO B TOM C/lyyae, eciv byaeT
yTuXxna HenpussHb K Mi3pannto. Ho npekpalleHue 3Toi Bpax bl MPOCTO HEMbICIMMO A/15
CUIOBO-MONNTMYECKOrO PYKOBOACTBA cepeAnHbl 1950-X rogos. M1 B pamkax 10rn4eckoi
cncTemMbl Mrda 0 6e30MacHOCTY 3TO NETUTUMNSMPYET B3STUE B PYKN OPYXUS.

MonbITKa NpeAcTaBnTb VM3pansib Kak HEKOEro BOEHHOrO rMraHTa B XpynKom cutyaumm
1955 roga B KOHEYHOM UTOre NPONBAET CBET Ha peasibHyH 6ecnoMoLHOCTL V3panns B
YCNOBUAX N3018UMN. EMY MPUXOAMTCA XUTb B MOCTOAHHOM CTpaxe nepej M1pom,
NPOAVKTOBAHHLIM BEIMKUMU Jep>kaBaMu. [103ToOMy Ternepb UCNOJb3YeTCs A3bIK Ae0a0rnn
MUpa A9 CO3aHNsA BHYTPEHHero KOHCEHCyca, YTobbl n36exaTb 06bix KOMMPOMUKCCOB,
N3N0XeHHbIX B MaHe «Anbda». PeanbHble MpobaemMbl rpaHuL, TeppuTopun, 6exeHLEeB 1
BO/bl He 3aTparvBatoTcs. Bpag nn 3To coBnageHuve, Y4To HX nnaH «Anbda», H nnaH
JKOHCTOHa No BOAOCHabXeH Mo He yroMuHatoTcs. Ckopee, Ha NepBbIi NAaH BbIXOANT
BOMPOC BMHbI: KTO HECeT OTBETCTBEHHOCTL 3a $aKTOpbl HaNPSKEHHOCTN? KTO CTpeMnTes K
HoBoOVi BOliHe? KTo koro 6olikoTrpyeT? KTo oTKa3biBaeTcs Npu3HaTh Koro? MNpeactaBneHve
Mepeca 0 KOHPIIKTE OCHOBAHO Ha UTHOPUPOBAHMM BCEX CJIOXHOCTE, KOTopble MpUBENU K
nonvTrnyeckomMy passututo MN3pamns c 1948 roga. B 1955 rogy cTpaHa onucbiBaeTcs Kak

6eccn0pH0e nonnTn4yeckoe 06pa3OBaHI/Ie, cyuiecTBoBaBLUee Bcerga:

B MUpe, HaCTPOEHHOM Ha MPUMMPEHIE [B OTHOLLIEHWMN YCUANI BENIMKUX AEPXKaB MO JOCTVKEHMIO MUPA B
pervioHe], M3paunsb HaXOAUTCS B CTPAHHOM MONOXEHUN: A€N0 He TONbKO B TOM, YTO [3anagHbIii] MUp He
TpebyeT oT coceselt V3panns ycTpaHeHUst NPensTCTBUI Ha NyTW K MAPY; BeNIMKUE AepkaBbl pakTNUHecKn
CMNoco6CTBYIOT ellie 60MbLIEMY YBEMUEHVIIO 3TUX NPENsTCTBUIA. MocTaB/ss apabam OpyXue, NX Lie/bio
SBNIAETCS He KTO VHOM, Kak /13pausib, OHU Hen36exHO NoATankMBalOT apaboBs K NPoBeAeHUI0 MONNTUKY
HeMmwupa. Mo3ToMy M3panib He MOXET NOWTK NOo XenaeMoMy NyTU, a UMEHHO No NyT M1pa. Beab Tpe6oBaHWs
NPVYMUPEHVS [BbIABMIaeMble BENVKMMU Aep>KaBaMii B OTHOLLEHUM V13paunnsi] HanpaseHbl CKopee Ha To,

UTO6bI MOHPABUTLCS apabaMm, YeM Ha JOCTUXeHVe MUPa.36

3aeck M1 0 6e30MacHOCTY, NPeAnoiaratoLLuiA, YTO MMP Kak TakoBOW NPeACTaBASeT ONacHOCTb ANs
eBpeeB, CTa/IKMBAaeTCs C MAEONOTMel M1Pa, COFNacHO KOTOpol M3panb XaxaeT Mupa, HecMoTpst
Ha BCe NosMTMYecKne U ncTopryeckmne peanunu. B 1o e Bpems Mspaunb 60MTCa M1Pa, MOCKO/bKY
3TO Take 03HauaeT Heo6XoANMOCTb KoMMpommcca. Mepec Ha MPOTSAXEHUW BCeli CBoel kapbepbl
VCMbITbIBAA TPYAHOCTM C PACCMOTPEHEM TEPPUTOPMAsbHBIX YCTYrNoK. OcobeHHo B 1950- robl

0TKa3 OT Kakoii-1M6o TeppuTopun 6bin Taby. HanpoTuB, C1I0BbIE CTPYKTYPbI OTKPLITO

36Tam xe. 19.
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talked about expanding the state territory even further. For Peres, peace almost
amounts to capitulation on the part of Israel:

In this way [through the willingness to compromise], an absurd situation is created in
which, on the one hand, the spirit of reconciliation strengthens the will of one side [the
Arabs] as it strives for war; on the other hand, it intensifies the appeals for peace directed
towards Israel, which come across more like conditions such as are usually imposed on the
defeated side in a war.*”

Thus, the “spirit of reconciliation” is treacherous because it may cause Israel
to lose what it has gained in 1948 at great sacrifice. Israeli sovereignty remains
the first priority: “[...] the entire Negev is part of the state territory of Israel, and
nothing [...] can bring the Israeli military to restrict its freedom of movement in
its own state.”*® By this route, Peres arrives at his main hypothesis that reconcili-
ation cannot lead to security:

This situation forces us to return to the starting point, namely Israel’s security: We should
count out the illusionary notion that outside parties or certain situations in the greater
world [historical constellations] will ever be the saving anchor for Israel. Instead, relying on
our own power is and will remain our realpolitik security policy.*

Not peace, but the Israeli military is needed. Peres makes no secret of his resent-
ment of the peace initiatives by the West and the United Nations here. Especially
the ceasefire of 1949 that is controlled by the UN is a thorn in the side of the secu-
rity establishment, as the treaties between Israel and its neighboring states stip-
ulate that UN observers have to be present at the contested borders as mediators.

Peres’ standpoint is that observers should keep out of the Arab-Israeli rela-
tions, since the armistice agreements did not actually result in the conclusion of
peace as it was originally foreseen. He shares the position of army commander
Moshe Dayan who openly demands that more freedom of action be given to the
Israeli military at the borders, and he acts accordingly. “The ceasefire regula-
tion,” says Peres, “involves a danger for Israel’s sovereignty.” After all:

The UN resolved the free passage in the Suez Canal [for Israeli ships], but this is not observed
by Egypt. The UN resolved the release of the four Israeli soldiers [who were arrested during
an act of espionage in Syria]. This, too, is not observed by Syria. But the UN observers create
the impression as if there was no difference between the attackers and the attacked. More

37 Ibid. 19.
38 Ibid. 20.
39 Ibid. 19.
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06cy>XAanvchb ganbHelillne paclunpeHns TeppuTopun rocyaapcraa. Ans Mepeca mup

NpakTnyeck paBHoOCUIEH Kanntynaunmn I/I3pa|/|n;|:

Takum o6pasom [6narogaps FOTOBHOCTY K KOMMPOMUMCCY] co3jaeTcs abcypAHas cutyauus, B
KOTOPOW, C OAHOW CTOPOHBI, AyX MPUMUPEHNS YKPENaseT BONHO OAHOI CTOPOHbLI [apabos],
CTPEMSALLMXCA K BOVIHE; C APYroli CTOPOHbI, OH YCUIMBAeT NpU3bIBbl K MUPY, HanpaBAeHHble B
agpec Vi3panns, KoTopble 60/bLUE MOXOXM Ha YCI0BUS, 0B6bIYHO HaBA3bIBaeMble
no6ex/eHHON CTOpoHe B BOHe.37

TaknM 06pa3oMm, «yx NMPUMUPEHUs» KOBAPeH, MOCKO/IbKY OH MOXET MPUBECTU K TOMY, 4TO M3panib
noTepsieT To, Yero oH Ao6uncsa B 1948 rogy LeHol 6onbLunx xepTs. CyBepeHuTeT M3pannsa octaeTcs
nepBoCTeneHHoOV 3ajayveli: «[...] Becb Heres ABseTCA YaCTbIO rOCy4apCTBEHHON TeppuTopum M3paunns, n
HWNYTO [...] He MOXET 3aCTaBUTb N3PanIbCKNX BOEHHbIX OFPaHNYNTL CBO6OAY NepesBIKeHNS B
CO6CTBEHHOM rocysapcTee».38 Takm 06pasom, MNepec NPUXOAWT K CBOEI INaBHOM rmnoTese o TOM, YTO

npuMUpeHne He MOXeT NPUBeCTU K 6e3onacHoCT:

JTa CUTyauWs 3aCTaB/iseT HaC BEPHYTbCA K OTI'IpaBHOIZ TOUKe, a MMeHHO K 6e3omnacHoCTN MSPBMI’IHI Mbl JO/DKHbI
OT6p0CVITb WNNHO30pHOE NpeacTaB/ieHre O TOM, YTO BHELLHWE CUbl WA onpejefieHHble CMTyauun B 6onee LWMPOKOM
Mupe [Vlcmpmuecme obcTosTeNbCTBa] KOI'Aa-l'IVIGO CTaHyT cnacuTeNbHbIM SKopeM Ana Vlspavmﬂ. BmecTo 3To0ro, onopa

Ha COBCTBEHHYIO CUNYy SIBISIETCS 1 OCTaHeTCA Halleli peasbHoM NoanMTukon 6esonacHoct.39

Hy>|<eH He MWp, a NU3pannbCkasa apMus. ﬂepec He CKpbIBaeT CBOEro HeAo0BO/IbCTBa MUPHbIMU
vHnumnaTtneamu 3anaga v OpraHmsaumm ObbeanHeHHbIX Haumin. OcobeHHO 601e3HeHHbIM
ANSA CUNOBbIX CTPYKTYP ABNAAETCS NpekpaLleHne orHa 1949 roga, koHTponvpyemoe OOH,
MOCKOJIbKY AOrOBOPbI MeXAy I/I3pavmeM n cocegHMMIK rocygapcTBamMm npeaycMmaTpuBatoT
npucyTcTBue Habntogateneri OOH Ha CMOpHBIX rPaHMLAX B KayecTBe NOCpeAHNKOB.

Mo3unums Mepeca 3akNt04aeTcs B TOM, YTO HabAAaTENSIM CeAyeT AepXKaTbCs Nojanblue oT apabo-
N3PanbCKMX OTHOLLEHWIA, MOCKOIbKY COrNALLIEHNs O NepeMmnpun GakTUYeCKn He MPYBEM K 3aK/THYEHVIO MVpa B
TOM BU/e, B KAKOM 3TO NepBOHaYasbLHO npeanonaranock. OH pasjensieT Nos3nLUMo KOMaHAytoLero apmvei Mowe
JlasiHa, KOTOPpbI OTKPLITO TPebyeT NpejocTaBNeHNs 60/bLUel CBO60AbI ACVCTBUI N3PaUIbCKUM BOEHHBIM Ha
rpaHuLax, 1 AeiicTByeT B COOTBETCTBUM C 3TUM. «[10CTaHOB/IEHWE O MpeKpaLLeHUn orHs, — rosoput Mepec, —

npeAcTaBaseT onacHOCTb ANA cyBepeHuTeTa M3panns». B KOHLEe KOHL0B:

OOH pa3spelunna cBob6oaHbIV Mpoxoa Yepes CyaLKnia KaHan [Ans n3pannbCckmx cygos], Ho Ervnet
3Toro He cobogaeT. OOH Takxe paspelunna 0CBO60ANTL YeTbipex N3pannbCkMx conaat
[apecToBaHHbIX BO BpeMs LUNnoHaxa B Cupuun]. 3To Toxe He cobntogaetca Cupueii. Ho HabntogaTtenn
OOH co3gatoT Brieyat/ieHne, 6yATO MeXAy HanajaBLUUMU 1 KepTBaMy HeT HUKAKOM pasHULLbI.

37Tam xe. 19.
38Tam xe. 20.
39Tam xe. 19.
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than reinforcing the spirit of peace by virtue of their mere presence in the region, they actu-
ally become a burden of a special kind and a big political problem for Israel’s security.*°

Peres argues that UN observers are “not too worried if a couple of Jews should
die, they are more concerned about Nasser’s regime.” Once again Peres reaches
the conclusion: “The reinforcement of our [military] power is an absolute, by no
means relative matter.”** The bottom line is that thinking about peace creates
discontent. It remains a foreign, hazardous terrain that it is better to stay clear of.
The hypothesis that peace is impossible to realize although Israel is longing for
it is also held up by Peres in his 1965 article entitled “Disarmament and Peace.”*
About nuclear weapons he offers the following thought:

The actual question is not what we want — nuclear disarmament or armament. Rather, the
real question is what is possible and realistic for us. If we talk about ‘what we want’ it is
quite clear that all of us in Israel want disarmament of nuclear as well as conventional
weapons. We do not only want conventional disarmament, but also the elimination of the
horrible hostility. In short, we want peace. But the situation is completely different once we
leave the area of academic language and turn to the complicated reality in which a very real
[political] choice has to be made.*?

The text is informed by the rhetoric of the peace ideology. The longing for peace
is never questioned, even presupposed as a self-evident fact. Nevertheless, Peres
is still not able to imagine peace even in 1965, all too unrealizable as it seems in
the face of the political reality. The main reason for peace remaining out of reach
is the assumption that Israel has no dialogue partner in the Arab world. Peres still
holds this position in 1970, even after the territorial victory of 1967 with its great
geopolitical significance:

The Six Day War brought an acute relevance to the subject of the relations with the Arabs:
how to translate military victory into the language of normal, logical and peaceful co-ex-
istence. I have long taken the view that any realistic appraisal of the prospects must take
primary account of the relationship and not of the phrasing of formulae. What is really
required to reach a peaceful settlement is not a road to peace. There have been frequent
suggestions in the past about ‘roads’ and ‘paths’ to peace, but they have remained deserted
routes, with none to ply them.

40 Ibid. 19.

41 Ibid. 20.

42 Peres 1965: 129-134.
43 Ihid. 129.
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BMecTo Toro 4tobbl yKpenaaTh AyX M1upa oAHUM CBOVMM NPUCYTCTBMEM B permoHe, oHu GakTnyeckn

CTaHOBATCA 0CO6bIM BpeMeHeM 1 Cepbe3HO NoAUTUYeCcKon Npobaemoit ana 6esonacHocT N3pannsn.40

Mepec yTBepxaaeT, 4To Habnaatenn OOH «He CMLIKOM 06eCnoKOeHbl rbeNbio HECKObKIMX
eBpeeB, UX 60/bLUe BOSHYeT pexuM Hacepa». U cHoBa lMepec NpuxoAnT K BbIBOAY: «YKpenneHme
Halleil [BoeHHOI] MOLLM — 3TO abCONOTHBIN, OTHIOAL HE OTHOCUTENbHBIN BONPoc».41 CyTb B TOM,
UYTO Pa3MbILLIEHVS O MUPE MOPOXAAT HEAOBOILCTBO. 3TO OCTAETCH YYXAOM, onacHoi
TEpPUTOPUENA, OT KOTOPOIA NydLLe AepXKaTbCs noAanbLue. MMNoTesa 0 HEBO3MOXHOCTY JOCTUXEHNS
MUpa, XoTa Mi3panib K HeMy CTpeMnTCs, Takxe BblgBuraeTcs MNepecom B ero ctatee 1965 roga nog
Ha3BaHWeM «PasopyxeHue n Mnp».42 OTHOCUTENBHO AAEPHOrO OPYXNS OH NpeaniaraeT

cnefyroLyro MblCib:

BOI'IpOC He B TOM, Yero Mbl XOTVM - AAE€PHOI0 Pasopy>XeHnda U1 BOOPYXeHWA. CKopee, peaﬂbeIVl BoMpoce
TOM, UYTO AN HAaC BO3MOXHO U peasinCTU4HO. Ecan mbl rOBOPVM O TOM, «4ero Mbl XOTM», TO COBEPLLUEHHO
SICHO, UTO BCe Mbl B VI3pansie XOTUM pasopyXeHwst Kak SAepHOro, Tak 1 06bIMHOTO OpYXKKsl. Mbl XOTUM He
TONbKO 06bIYHOTO Pa30PYXKEHVS!, HO 1 INKBMAALIW YXKaCcHOR Bpaxkae6HOCTU. Kopoye roBopsi, Mbl XOTUM
Mupa. Ho cuTyaLysi CoBepLUEHHO VHas, Kak TO/IbKO Mbl BbIXOAVIM 33 PaMKV aKaeMU4ecKoro si3bika v
o6pallaeMcst K CNOXHOW peanbHOCTH, B KOTOPOI HEO6XOANMO CAenaTh OYeHb peanbHbIl [MoANTUYeCcKuii]

BbI60p.43

TeKCT NPOHM3aH pUTOPUKOW naeonorum mupa. CtTpemneHne K MMpy HUKOrAa He NoABePraeTcs COMHEHNIO,
Aaxe npejnonaraerca kKak caMo coboii pasymetoumiics GakT. Tem He meHee, [Mepec no-npexHemy He
MOXeT NpeAcTaBUTb cebe Mmp gaxe B 1965 rogy, CINLLKOM Hepeannsyembli, Kakum 6bl OH HY Kasancs
nepej MLOM MNOANTUYECKON peanbHOCTW. TnaBHas NPUYNHA HeAOCTVXXMMOCTY MUPa — NPeANoIoXeHMe,
uTo y M3panns HeT napTHepa no Ananory B apabckoM Mupe. MNepec no-npexHeMy NpuaepXnBaeTcs sTon
nosuumm B 1970 rogy, Aaxe nocne TepputopranbHoli nobesbl 1967 roaa, MMeBLLER OrpoMHoe

reonoanTnyeckoe 3HayveHmne:

LLlecTnaHeBHan BoOMHa Npuana ocobyto akTyanbHOCTb BOMPOCY OTHOLLEHWIA ¢ apabaMu: Kak
nepeBecTV BOEHHY Nobejy Ha S3bIk HOPMa/bHOTO, IOFMYHOTO Y MUPHOTO COCYLLECTBOBaHMSA. 5
[laBHO NPUAEPXMBAOCE MHEHVS, UTO H06ast peasnucTyHas oLeHKa NepcrnekTVB Jo/KHa B NepByo
ouepe/b yUUTbIBaTb CAMU OTHOLLEHNS, @ He pOPMYINPOBKU. NS JOCTUXEHNS MUPHOTO
yperynmpoBaHus AeicTBUTeNbHO TPeByeTcs He UTO-TO OAHO.40p0rak MypY. B npoLuaom yacto
BbICKa3bIBANVCh MPEAMONOXEHMS O «40POrax» U «MyTsX» K MUAPY, HO OHY OCTaBaNCb 3a6POLLIEHHBIMY
MapLIpyTamu, Mo KOTOPbIM He MOLLAO HI OAHOTO NyTU.

40Tam xe. 19.

41Tam xe. 20.

42[Nepec 1965: 129-134.
43Tam xe, 129.
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If there were really anyone among the Arab States prepared to make peace, this very fact
itself would pave the way to peace. The countries beyond our cease-fire lines — and cease-
fire is all we have; there is not even armistice — refuse even to talk about, let alone act
towards, a settlement by peaceful means.*

Furthermore, Peres asserts that even if there were a potential dialogue partner
in an Arab state, they would hardly be able to politically enforce peace given the
instability of the Arab world. As he sees it, Jordan’s King Hussein is too weak,
barely being in a position to represent his own population, and is met with dis-
trust in the Arab world.* And as for Egypt, it is unlikely to make peace with Israel
“even though the great need for peace is blatant for Egypt as well as for Israel.”*®
In Peres’ assessment, Nasser is not able to bring about peace “even if Israel gave
back the entire territory. Because it is not territory, but prestige that Nasser has
lost and is trying to regain.”*”

Whether Peres’ arguments were brought forward for purely tactical reasons
with a view to excluding negotiations, or whether he was sincerely firmly con-
vinced there was no credible, peace-desiring dialogue partner on the Arab side,
we cannot know. But what is important here is that three years after the histori-
cally decisive war of conquest of 1967, the debate is shifted away from the central
point of conflict, namely the territory, to the question of a dialogue partner. The
claim that there is no such partner becomes one of Israel’s important standard
formulas over the course of the years. Thus, a political solution seems impossible.
What is applied here by Peres is a “discourse of separated contemplation.” He
disconnects interrelated facts to better fit them into his line of reasoning. As he
postulates, for Nasser it is not really about the territory, i.e., the Sinai Peninsula
that had been seized by Israel, but merely about his loss of prestige.

Peace Treaty with Egypt 1978-1979: Peace Work of the
Zionist Right

The Sinai Peninsula turned out to be the price Israel had to pay for their first
peace treaty with an Arab state. It was concluded by Israel after the Mapai — later
the Labor Party — had ceded the government to the Likud in May of 1977 after
three decades in power. It was none other than the newly elected Prime Minister

44 Peres 1970: 258.

45 Peres 1970: 259. (Hebr.)
46 Ibid. 218.

47 Ibid. 218.
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Ecnu 6bl cpeam apabekmx rocyAapcTB AeNCTBUTENLHO 6bl KTO-TO, FOTOBbIV K MUPY, CaMm 3TOT $paKT Nponoxmn 6bl NyTb K
Muipy. CTpaHbl 3a NpeAenaMu HalMX VHWIA NpeKkpaLLeHUst OTHS - a NMpeKpaLLeHe OrHs - 3TO BCe, YTO Y Hac ecTb; HeT
AaXe NepemMmpusi - 0TKa3bIBalOTCS Jaxe roBOPUTL O MUPHOM YPErympoBaHn, He FoBOpst YXe 0 Kaknx-n6o AeicTBUsX

B 3TOM HanpasneHun.44

Bonee Toro, Mepec yTBepXAaeT, UTo Aaxe ecn bbl B apabckoM rocyaapcrse NosiBCA
NOTeHLUMaNbHbIV NapTHEP Mo A1anory, OH BPAA N CMOT 6bl MONNTUYECKM 0becrneunTb Mup,
yumnTbiBasi HECTabUAbHOCTL apabckoro Mupa. Mo ero MHeHuo, Koponk NopaaHum XyceliH CIMLLIKOM
cnab, eBa 1 B COCTOSAHWNM NPeACTaBAATb MHTEPeChl COBCTBEHHOrO HaceNeHns, 1 B apabckom mupe
K HeEMY OTHOCATCA € HegoBepmeM.45 YTo kacaeTcsa ErmnTa, TO MasioBEPOATHO, UTO OH 3aK/IKOYNUT MUP
¢ M3pannem, «xoTs ocTpasi He06XoANMOCTL B MUpe OYeBUAHa Kak 415 ErvnTa, Tak n ans
W3panns».46 Mo oueHke Mepeca, Hacep He cnocobeH ycTaHOBUTbL MUP, «Aaxe ecin M3panib
BEpHET BCtO Tepputopuio. MoToMy uTo Hacep noTepsn He TepPUTOPUIO, a NPECTUX W NbITaeTcsa ero
BEPHYTb».47

HeunsBecTHO, 6611 11 aprymeHThl [epeca BblABUHYTbI UCKNHOUYUTENBHO MO TakTU4eCcKM
CO06PaxKeHUAM C LiesIbHo UCK/TIOUYEHNS MeperoBopoB, NN Xe OH 6bin CKPeHHe yoeXaeH B
OTCYTCTBWMN 3aC/yXNBaloLLEro 40Bepus, CTpeMsLLLerocs K MMpy naptHepa no Auvanory ¢
apabckoli CTOPOHbI. HO BaXKHO OTMETUTL, UTO CYCTHA TPY roja Nocne NCTopuYeckn
peLuaroLLeli BOMHbI 1967 roga ANCKYCCMSA CMELL@eTes € LIeHTPasbHOro NyHKTa KOHPAMKTA, a
VIMEHHO TEPPUTOPUN, Ha BOMPOC O MapTHepe Mo Ananory. YTeepXaeHne 06 oTcyTCTBUAN
Takoro napTHepa CTaHOBUTCA OAHOM M3 BaXHbIX CTaHAAPTHbIX popmyn M3panns Ha
NPOTSAXEHUW MHOTUX N1eT. TaknM 06pa3oM, MONTUYECKOe peLLeHMe KaXeTCsl HEBO3MOXHbIM.
Mepec NnprMeHseT 3ecb «ANCKYPC pasaeneHHoro cosepuaHusa». OH pasbejnHseT
B3aMMOCBs3aHHble GaKTbl, UTOObI lyyLle BMMCaTb UX B CBOKO NMHUIO PacCyXaeHn. Kak oH
yTBEpXAaeT, Ana Hacepa peub MAET He CTONBLKO O TEppUTOPUN, TO ecTb 0 CMHarCKoM

MosyoCTpoBE, 3aXBa4€HHOM l/I3pa|/|neM, CKONIbKO NN b O NoTepe npecTKa.

MwupHbIiA gorosop c Ermntom 1978-1979 rr.: MnpHas pgesaTeNnbHOCTb

CNOHUCTCKUX NpaBbIX

CunHaiickniAi NoNyoCcTpoB OKasascs LieHo, KoTopyto Vi3panto NpyLLAoCh 3an1aTuTb 3a CBOW NepBbIli
MWPHBI J0rOBOP C apabCkmM rocysapcTeom. OH bbi 3akntoveH V3pavnnem nocneManan-nosxe
JlebopurcTckas napTuna ycTynuna npaBuTenbCTBo.../Tnky4B mae 1977 roga, nocne Tpex AecaTuneTui

npebbiBaHWS y BNACTW, 3TO 6bIN HE KTO MHOW, Kak HOBOM36PaHHbI NpeMbep-MUHNCTP.

44Mepec 1970: 258. 45Mepec
1970: 259. (EBp.) 46Tam xe,
218.

47Tam xe, 218.
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Menachem Begin, the leader of the Likud party and open proponent of the myth
of the “promised land,” who ended up signing the first peace treaty with an Arab
state in which Israel gave up part of the occupied territories.

Shortly after he assumed office, Begin let American President Jimmy Carter
(1924-) know that he was willing to take up peace talks with the Arab neigh-
boring states, and especially with Egypt. In the course of the negotiations that
ensued, Egyptian President Anwar el-Sadat even visited Jerusalem on November
19, 1977, a step that was interpreted as a hopeful sign everywhere. The following
summit at Camp David (September 5-17, 1978) finally concluded with the signing
of the “Camp David Accords” in a celebratory ceremony at the White House. The
Framework for Peace in the Middle East includes the following points: Firstly, “a
process for Palestinian self-government in the West Bank and Gaza“; secondly,
“a framework for the conclusion of a peace treaty between Egypt and Israel”;
and thirdly, “a similar framework for peace treaties between Israel and its other
neighbours.”*®

As a first step, Egypt, Israel, Jordan and representatives of the Palestinians
were to jointly solve the Palestinian problem in all its aspects. An agreement was
to be negotiated in three phases. Initially, it was provided that the conflict parties
conclude an agreement about a freely elected Palestinian self-regulatory body in
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, and about its competences. Then, a transi-
tional period was to begin in which Israel was to withdraw from the Palestinian
territories and terminate its local military government and civil administration.
Security zones for Israel, the geographical extent of which was still unclear, were
to be created. Lastly, in a third phase, the final settlement was to be reached. “The
solution from the negotiations must also recognize the legitimate right of the Pal-
estinian peoples and their just requirements.”*°

As a second step, to be carried out within three months of the signing of
the Camp David Accords, Israel and Egypt were to negotiate a peace treaty, to
be implemented within two to three years. The treaty was to contain the follow-
ing items: Withdrawal of Israel from the Sinai Peninsula which had been seized
in 1967; recognition of Egyptian sovereignty over this territory by Israel; demil-
itarization of the Sinai Peninsula; deployment of UN troops for the purpose of
guaranteeing demilitarization as well as freedom of navigation [for Israel] in the
Gulf of Suez, the Suez Canal, the Gulf of Agaba and the Strait of Tiran; and finally,
the peace agreement was to normalize relations between Israel and Egypt.>°

48 http://www.britannica.com/event/Camp-David-Accords.
49 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Camp_David_Accords.
50 Shlaim 2000: 375.
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MeHaxem bervH, npeaBoAVTeNb./IKyACTOPOHHUK NApTUM U OTKPbITLIA NOGOPHUK MUda O «3eMe
06eTOBaHHOW», KOTOPbIV B UTOre MOANMCaN NepBblii MUPHbIA A0rOBOP C apabcknM rocyAapcTBoMm, B
COOTBETCTBUM C KOTOPbLIM M3pannk 0Tkazancs oT 4acTu OKKYNMPOBaHHbIX TEPPUTOPWIA.

Bckope nocne BCTynneHus B JONKHOCTb BernH gan noHATb ameprkaHCcKoMy rnpesngeHTy
[xnmmun KapTepy (1924-), 4To roToB HayaTb MMpPHbIE MeperoBopbl C COCeAHVMYU apabCckmMm
rocyaapcreamu, n ocobeHHo ¢ Ermntom. B xoge nocneoBaBLUVX MeperoBopoB NpesnjeHT
Ernnta AuBap CagaT gaxe nocetun Mepycanum 19 Hoabpsa 1977 roga, YTo 661710 BOCMPUHSATO
noBcrody kak obHaexuBaroLmii 3Hak. NocnegoBaBLUMiA 3@ 3TUM caMmMunT B Kamn-J3suge (5-
17 ceHTA6pst 1978 r.) 3aBepLUMICS NoAnncaHmeM «Kamn-[3BUACKMNX cornatleHnii» Ha
TOP>XeCTBEHHOW LiepeMoHUN B benom fome. PamMoYHas rnporpamma mupa Ha bavixHem
BocrokeBKNO4aeT cieaytoLLme NyHKTbI: BO-MepPBbIX, «MPOLLecC NasecTMHCKOro
camoyrnpasfieHus Ha 3anagHom 6epery 1 B cekTope [a3a»; BO-BTOPbIX, «paMKu 415
3aK/IIOYEHNSI MUPHOTO Jorosopa Mexay Ermntom n Mispannem»; 1 B-TpeTbUX, «aHaNornYHble

paMKu A1 MUPHbIX JOFOBOPOB MeXAy V3paunem n ApyruMm ero coceisimm».48

B kayecTBe nepeoro wara Erunert, apanns, MlopgaHvs v npeAcTaBuTen naaecTuHLEs 40/KHbI
61N COBMECTHO PeLLnTL MNanecTUHCKY Npobaemy Bo Bcex ee acnekTax. CornalleHune A0KHO 66110 6bITb
AOCTUrHYTO B TpW 3Tana. MepBoHavanbHO NpeaycMaTprBanoCk, YTO CTOPOHbLI KOHGINKTA 3aKknouaT
cornatleHve o cB0604HO N36paHHOM NanecTMHCKOM OpraHe camoynpasfeHVsi Ha 3anagHom bepery 1 B
cekTope a3a, a TakXKe 0 ero koMneTeHUMAX. 3aTeM J0/KeH bbiN HauaTbCA MepexoAHbI Nepunos, B TeueHne
KoTOoporo M3paunk AomKeH 6bin BbIBECTU CBOW BOWCKa C NaneCcTUHCKUX TePPUTOPUIA 1 NpekpaTUTL
JeATeNbHOCTb CBOEro MeCTHOrO BOEHHOMO NPaBNTebCTBA U MPaXAaHCKOV aAMUHMCTPaLMK. loKHbI Bbin
6bITb CO3/laHbl 30HbI 6e30MacHOCTV A5 Vi3panns, reorpaduyeckie rpaHunLLbl KOTOpbIX eLle He 6biin
onpegeneHbl. HakoHel, Ha TpeTbeM 3Tane JO/KHO 6b110 6bITb JOCTUTHYTO OKOHYaTeIbHOe
yperynmposaHue. «PelleHue, 40CTUIHYTOe B XO/€ NeperoBopos., A0/HKHO TakXe NPU3HaTh 3aKOHHbIe NpaBa
nanecTMHCKUX HapoAOB U VX CnpaBeAnnBble NOTPe6HOCT».49

B kauecTBe BTOPOro Llara, KOTOpbIA A0/KeH 6biN 6bITb OCYLLLECTBNIEH B TeYeHMe Tpex MecsiLeB
nocne noagnucaHna Kamn-Z1sBuAcKmnx cornateHnia, ispannb n ErmneT AonxHbl 6biAn 40roBopuTbes
0 MUPHOM J0roBOpe, KOTOPbIA A0XEH 6bin 6bITh Ppeann3oBaH B TeUeHne AByX-Tpex eT. [lorosop
AOMKeH 6blN1 cofepXaTb CneytoLLme NyHKTbI: BbIBOJ U3PanabCKnX BOMCK ¢ CMHacKoro
NoJlyoCTPOBa, 3axBa4eHHOro B 1967 roay; npusHaHve /i3pavnnem cysepeHuTteta Ervnta Hag aToi
TeppuTopueit; Aemuamntapusaumsa CrHaNcKoro NoiyocTpoBa; pasmMelleHmne Boiick OOH c Lenbio
obecrneyeHust ieMUIMTapuUsaLmy, a Takxke cBoboabl CysoxoacTBa [Ans Vi3panns] B Cysukom 3anvBee,
CysuKkoM KaHane, 3anvse Akaba 1 TpaHCKOM NPOANBE; U, HaKOHeL, MUPHOEe CornalleHne JOMKHO

6b110 HOPManM30BaTb OTHOLLEHWSI Mexay VM3pannem n Ermntom.50

48http://www.britannica.com/event/Camp-David-Accords. 49
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Camp_David_Accords. 50LLnanm
2000: 375.
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The peace treaty became effective in March 1979, with the main point of con-
flict in the negotiations being the Palestinian question. The Egyptian president
sought to attach the settlement of this problem to the conclusion of peace with
Israel, as provided in the Camp David Accords. In this way, Sadat also wanted to
avoid putting Egypt’s position in the Arab world at risk. In contrast, for Israel’s
prime minister the primarily goal was to conclude a separate peace treaty with
Egypt, which Israel considered to be the most dangerous Arab state. Begin pre-
vailed, and the Palestinian question remained left out.

The peace agreement between Israel and Egypt stipulated that Israel retreat
to beyond the internationally recognized southern border, so that Egypt could
regain its sovereignty over the Sinai Peninsula. Diplomatic relations between the
two states were to be taken up as soon as the first phase of withdrawal of Israeli
troops was concluded. Further items concerned the regulation of security in Sinai,
stationing of UN troops and navigation, among other things. In an accompany-
ing memorandum, Israel was warranted oil supplies for the next fifteen years by
Egypt, and also American support in the event of a breach of contract on Egypt’s
part. Moreover, Israel was to receive military and economic help from the USA.
After the Israeli cabinet had agreed to the peace treaty, the Knesset ratified it in a
twenty-eight-hour session on March 22, 1979, with ninety-five yeas and eighteen
nays. On March 26, 1979, the first peace agreement between Israel and an Arab
state was solemnly signed at the White House and even implemented for the most
part over the course of the years 1979 and 1980.3

Egypt met with harsh criticism in the Arab world for its solo action with
Israel, however, and was excluded from the Arab League. Although Begin and
Sadat had committed to the American president to also take up negotiations con-
cerning Palestinian autonomy - as stipulated in the Camp David Accords, as a
part of the negotiations following their agreement — Begin was extremely reluc-
tant. According to Shlaim, the prime minister was not interested in successful
talks regarding Palestine. In keeping with the myth of the “promised land,” he
sought to maintain Israeli sovereignty in the Palestinian territories — meaning
Judea, Samaria and the Gaza Strip — even after the provided five-year transitional
period.”?

As it became obvious that Begin was not seeking any further negotiations,
Foreign Minister Moshe Dayan and Minister of Defense Ezer Weizmann (1924-
2005) resigned. Subsequently, Yitzhak Shamir became foreign minister, while
Begin himself took over the defense department. After his re-election in June

51 Shlaim 2000: 380-381.
52 Ibid. 381-382.
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MupHBIA gorosop BCTynuA B cuny B mapTe 1979 roga, 1 rnaBHbIM NMYHKTOM pa3Horaacui
Ha neperoBopax CTan NanecTUHCKMA Bonpoc. MNpesnaeHT ErvnTa ctpeMuics npresisaTb
yperynmpoBaHue 3Tol Npobnembl K 3aK/104eHN0 M1pa ¢ M3pannem, kak 370 6b110
npegycmotpeHo Kamn-Z3Bnackumum cornawieHnsammn. Takum obpasom, Cagat Takke xoTen
n3bexaTtb yrpo3sbl nonoxeHuto Ervnrta B apabckom mupe. B oTanume ot Hero, Anst npeMbep-
MUHWCTPa M3panns rnaBHoOl Lie/ibio 66110 3ak104eHne 0TAeNbHOro MYPHOro 40rosopa ¢
ErvnTom, KoTopbi M3pannb cuntan Hanbonee onacHblM apabckmm rocyaapcrsom. Mobeaa
JocTanacb berviHy, 1 nanecTMHCKMin Bonpoc octancs 3a 6opToMm.

MupHoe cornalueHune mexay M3pavnem n Ermntom npegycmaTtprBano BbiBOj U3panabCKmnX
BOIACK 3a Npejesibl MexAyHapOoAHO MPU3HAHHOM OXXHON rpaHuLbl, YTO6bI ErvneT Mor BOCCTaHOBUTL
cBOVi cyBepeHuUTeT Hag CMHaNCKMM MONYyoCTPOBOM. iVnioMaTnyeckme OTHOLLEHWUS MeXay ABYMS
rocyAapcTBamu A0/XKHbI 6blNM BO30GHOBUTLCSA Cpasy Noc/e 3aBepLUeHNs NepBoro sTana BbiBOAa
N3pannbCKmX BOWCK. JanbHenwme NyHKTbl Kacannch, Cpejmn npoYero, peryinpoBaHmns
6e3onacHocTn Ha CnHae, pasmelleHnsa Boick OOH v cypoxoacTBa. B conpoBognTenbHOM
mMemMopaHayMe M3panto rapaHTMpoBanncb Noctasky HedTu oT ErvnTa B TeUeHne ciefyoLmx
NATHaALATN NeT, a TakKe aMeprKaHcKas NojAepxKa B Clyyae HapyLleHus Ermntom ycnosuia
porosopa. Kpome Toro, M3pannb AonxeH 6bin NoayyYaTb BOEHHYH U SKOHOMUYECKYHO MOMOLLb OT
CLUA. Mocne Toro, kak N3pannbCkuii KabMHET MUHNCTPOB 0406pVA MUPHBIV AorosBop, KHecceT
CornalueHue 66110 paTPULMPOBAHO Ha 28-4acoBoii ceccnn 22 mapTa 1979 roga AeBSHOCTO NATHIO
ronocamu «3a» 1 BOCEMHaALATLIO «MPOTNB». 26 MapTa 1979 roja nepsoe MYPHOE cornatleHne
mexay Vispannem 1 apabckmm rocysapcTsoM 6bin0 TOpxKeCcTBeHHO nojnucaHo B benom gome v B
3HaunTeIbHOV CTeneHn peann3osaHo B TeveHne 1979 1 1980 rogos.51

ErvneT nozBeprcs peskoli KpuUTuKe B apabckom MUpe 3a CBOM CaMOCTOsITe/IbHbIe
AeicTBMNS B OTHOLLEeHUN M3panns v 6bin nckaoyeH ns Jinrn apabekmnx rocyfapcrs. XoTs
Bernn n Cagat noobeLany ameprkaHCKOMy NMpe3ngeHTy Takke HayaTb Neperosopbl 06
aBToOHOMUM ManecTrHbl - Kak 3To 66110 NpegycmoTpeHo Kamn-A3BUACKMMN CornalleHnsmu,
B pamMKax NeperoBopoB, MOC/AeA0BaBLUMX 3a UX 3aK/toUeHneM, - bervH NnposiBnn kpamHow
HeoxoTy. No cnoBam LLnanma, npeMbep-MUHUCTP He 6bin 3aMHTepecoBaH B YCMeLLUHbIX
neperosopax no ManectHe. B cooTBeTCTBUN C MUOM O «3eMsie 06eTOBaHHOL», OH
CTPEMUCA COXPAaHUTb U3PaUIbCKNI CyBEPeHUTET Ha NanecTUHCKUX TepPUTOPUAX - TO eCTb B
WNypee, Camapun n cektope lNasa - gaxe nocsie NCTeyeHns npesycMoTpeHHoOro NATUAeTHero
rnepexozHoro nepuoga.s52

Korpa ctano oueBngHo, 4YTo bervH He cTpeMUTCA K AafbHELLNM NeperoBopam,
MWHWCTP MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen Molue JasH 1 MUHUCTP 060poHbI 33ep BeliumaH (1924-2005)
nojanyv B OTCTaBKy. BnocneactBnn MMHNCTPOM MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen ctan Muxak Lamup, a

BerviH Bo3rnasma MUHUCTEPCTBO 060POHbI. Mocne ero nepensbpaHus B NioHe

51LLnanm 2000: 380-381. 52
Tam xe. 381-382.
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1981, Begin appointed the former General Ariel Sharon as Minister of Defense.
With these two people at the top of Israel’s government, he formulated his plans
regarding the question of Palestine.>

In giving up Sinai, however, Begin had reached the limits of his capacities for
compromise. To relinquish Jewish sovereignty in parts of Eretz Israel was com-
pletely out of the question for Israel in the 1980s. After a failed attempt by the
new Minister of Defense to create a new order in the Middle East and to solve the
Palestinian problem by engaging in a war in Lebanon in June 1982, already Begin
resigned by September 1983. This meant the end of his political career.

Nevertheless, Begin went down in history as the first Israeli politician who
dared aspire to an agreement based on abandoning a claim to territories, and
finally accomplishing a conclusion of peace that was even realized for the most
part. The once notorious leader of the underground militia Etzel, a national mil-
itary organization known for its terrorist operations in the founding years of
Israel, was in the opposition for almost three decades. Until shortly after his elec-
toral victory in 1977 he successfully concluded a historic peace treaty, and was
awarded the Nobel Peace Prize together with Sadat.

The Oslo Peace Process 1993-1996: Peace Work of the
Zionist Left

As is well known, the Syrian and Lebanese fronts as well as the inner front of the
Palestinian question remained on Israel’s domestic and security-policy agenda
even years after the peace agreement with Egypt. What was happening on these
fronts in the course of the 1980s can hardly be called a reconciliation process.
There was the 1982 attempt to solve the Palestinian question by waging war in
Lebanon, the ensuing eighteen years of Israeli presence in the “security zone”
in South Lebanon, the Jewish settlement of the Palestinian territories and Syrian
Golan Heights conquered in 1967, and finally the Palestinian uprising of 1987 to
1992. All of this contributed to an extremely volatile relationship between Israel
and its neighbors.

During this period Israel was ruled by a Likud cabinet (1977-1984; 1990-1992)
and a grand coalition (1984-1990). Then in 1992, the Zionist Left came back into
power. This government of the Labor Party, again headed by Yitzhak Rabin (as
prime minister and minister of defense) and Shimon Peres (as foreign minister),
made an attempt to achieve regional peace. To be mentioned in this context are

53 Ibid. 382-383.
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B 1981 rogy bervH HasHauunn 6biBLLEro reHepana Apumans LLlapoHa MUHUCTPOM 060pOHBbI. Vimest
3TWX ABYX NtOAeN BO rnaBe N3panibCKoro NpaBnTeNbCTBa, OH paspaboTan cBOW NnaHbl
OTHOCUTENbHO NanecTUHCKOro Bonpoca.53

OpHako, oTkasaBLuMCb oT CnHas, bernH focTur Nnpeaena cBoeli CNOCO6HOCTN K KOMMPOMMCCY.
OTKa3aTbCs OT eBPerickoro cyBepeHnTeTa B HEKOTOPbIX YacTax CuHas...3pey M3panisB 1980-x
rozax Ans Napavnsa 31o 66110 COBEPLLUEHHO HEMbIC/IMMO. [oc/ie HeyAauHOo NOMbITKM HOBOMO
MUHNCTPa 060POHbI CO34aTb HOBbLIV MOPAAOK Ha bavxHeM BocToke 1 pelunTb NanecTUHCKYo
npobnemy nytem BoOWHbI B JluBaHe B utoHe 1982 roga, bernH nogan B oTcTaBKy yXe B ceHTs6pe 1983
roza. 3T0 03Hayasno KOHeL, ero NONNTUYECKON Kapbepbl.

TeM He MeHee, bernH BoLLIEN B UCTOPUIO Kak NepPBbIli M3PannbCKMA NOANTUK, OCMENUBLLMIACA
CTPEMUTLCA K COMNALLEHNI0, OCHOBAHHOMY Ha OTKase OT TepPUTOPUabHbIX MPETEH3UIA, 1 B
KOHEYHOM MUTOre A06MBLUMIACA MMPHOMO YPeryMpoBaHUs, KOTOPOe B 3HaUNTE/IbHOW CTeneHn 6bi10
peannsosaHo. Hekorja nevanbHoO N3BECTHbIN nAep NoAnoNbHOM MUANUMUITYe/bHauoHansHas
BOEHHAas OpraHn3aums, U3BecTHas CBOUMM TePPOPUCTUYECKUMI ONepaLmsMmn B Frofbl OCHOBaHWSA
M3pawnnsa, Haxoamnacb B OMNO3NLMN NOYTK TPY AecsTuneTns. Bckope nocne csoeli nobesbl Ha
Bblbopax B 1977 rosy OH yCneLHO 3aKNH4MA UCTOPUYECKUA MUPHBIA A0roBop 1 6bin yA0CTOeH

Ho6eneBckoli npemun Myupa Bmecte ¢ CagaToMm.

OcnoBCKU MMPHBIA npouecc 1993-1996 rr.: MnpHas AeATeNbHOCTb

CNOHUCTCKUX NeBbiX

Kak n3BecTHO, CUPUNCKNIA 1 NINBAHCKNI GPOHTBI, @ TakXKe BHYTPEHHUIA GPOHT NasnecTUHCKOro
BOMPOCa OCTaBaanCh B NMoBecTke AHA 3panns B 061acT BHYTPEHHEeN NONNTUKA U MOANTUKM
6e30MacHOCTY Aaxe CNycTa roAbl Noc/e MAPHOro cornawlenns ¢ Ermntom. To, uTto
NPOVCXOANIO Ha 3TUX GpoHTax B TeveHme 1980-x rofoB., Bpsg M MOXHO Ha3BaTb MPOLLECCOM
npuMupeHns. bblia NonbITKa peLnTe NanecTUHCKKI Bonpoc B 1982 rogy nyTem BOWHbI B
JNlnBaHe, nocnegytoLye BOCEMHaALATL €T M3PanabCKOro NPUCYTCTBUS B «30He
6e30nacHOCTM» Ha tore JInBaHa, eBpenckoe 3aceneHne NanecTMHCKUX TeppuUTopuii u
CMpUIAcKnX MoMaHCKMX BbICOT, 3aBOeBaHHbIX B 1967 rogy, 1, HakoHeL, nanectmHckoe
BoccTaHue 1987-1992 rogoB. Bce 370 cnocobCcTBOBaNO KpariHe HecTabuabHbIM OTHOLLEHUAM
mexzay M3pavnem n ero cocegsimMu.

B 3T0T nepuog Mspannem npasun.../IukygkabuHeT MUHUCTPOB (1977-1984; 1990-1992) n
6onbLuas koannums (1984-1990). 3aTem B 1992 rogy K BNacTu BEPHYINCb CUOHUCTCKME ieBble. OTO
npaBuTenbCTBO Pabouyeli napTuv, BHOBb BO3rnaeasemoe Vixakom PabuHoM (B KayecTse npembep-
MWHWCTPa 1 MUHUCTPa 060poHbI) 1 LLIMMoHOM Mepecom (B kauecTBe MUHMCTPa MHOCTPaHHbLIX Aen),

npeanprHAIO NONbITKY AOCTNYb PErnoHaslbHOro Mmpa. B 3TOM KOHTeKcTe cnepyet ynoMaHyTh...

53Tam e, cTp. 382-383.
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the Madrid Peace Conference, forced on the Likud government by the Americans
in 1991, and also the Israeli-Palestinian breakthrough in the Oslo Peace Process of
1993. In 1994, the Israeli government succeeded in concluding peace with Jordan.
And over the course of 1995 there was promising progress in Syrian-Israeli negoti-
ations, which, however, suffered a severe setback with the assassination of Prime
Minister Yitzhak Rabin on November 4, 1995, and ultimately failed.

The 1990s are often called an “optimistic peace decade” in the Arab-Israeli
conflict. For the first time in its history Zionist Israel dared tackle the Palestine
question by political means. This made it look like the longed-for normalization
of Arab-Israeli relations was within reach. Although the rights of the Palestin-
ian people were recognized pursuant to the 1978 Camp David Accords — with
this agreement also providing the establishment of Palestinian autonomy - the
Israeli-Egyptian negotiations about this very topic had ended without result in
the beginning of the 1980s when the question of sovereignty over the Palestinian
territories could not be agreed on.>*

Was the autonomy to apply only to the people or also to the land, the territory
on which they live? This was a decisive question for the Oslo Peace Process. In
Begin’s autonomy plan, this issue was approached as follows: “Israel stands by
its right and its claim of sovereignty over Judea, Samaria and the Gaza District. In
the knowledge that other claims exist, it proposes, for the sake of the agreement
and the peace, that the question of sovereignty in these areas be left open.”*

This meant maintaining the status quo of military occupation in the Pales-
tinian territories as had existed since 1967. The Zionist Right as well as the Zionist
Left, within the framework of the grand coalition of the 1980s, both massively
supported Jewish colonialization of these territories for historical-religious (the
myth of the promised land or the myth of Eretz Israel) as well as for security-policy
reasons (the security myth or the myth of defendable lines). Retaining their mili-
tary dominance over the entire country was absolutely essential to both political
camps of Israel when it came to negotiating the Palestinian question. After all, it
is inseparably linked to the other core questions of the conflict: the Israeli state
territory, settlements, water, Jerusalem and the question of return for the Pales-
tinian refugees. Political Israel of the 1980s was not willing to discuss any of these
questions.

Two different state myths provided the basis for the respective positions of
the opposing camps: the “myth of the promised land” for the Zionist Right or Reli-
gious Zionism, and the “security myth” for the Zionist Left. While the first myth

54 Grinberg 2007: 50.
55 Shlaim 2000: 365.
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Magapuackas MMpHas KoHpepeHUus, HaBa3aHHan/Tuky4B 1991 rogy npasutenscteo CLUA ycTaHoBUNO
MUPHBI A0roBOP, a Takxe Npon3oLLen N3panibCko-nanecTUHCKNA NPOpbLIB B pamkax OCNOBCKOro MUPHOro
npouecca 1993 roga. B 1994 rogy nspannbCckoMy NpaBUTeNbCTBY YAANO0Ch 3aKNHOUNTL MUp ¢ MopaaHueii. B
TeueHve 1995 roaa HabnAanca MHoroobeLLaoLLMiA Nporpecct B CMPUINCKO-M3panabCKnx neperosopax,
KOTOpble, 04HaKO, MoTeprneny cepbe3Hyto Heyaady nocne ybuiictea npemMmbep-mMnHucTpa Muxaka PabuHa 4
HOA6pPs 1995 roga 1 B KOHEYHOM UTOre NPOBANUANCD.

1990-e rogpl HacTo Ha3bIBAKOT «AecATUAeTMEM ONTUMUCTUYHOTO MM1pa» B apabo-n3panibckom
KOHPNVKTe. BnepBble B CBOEN NCTOPUM CUOHUCTCKMI MI3pannb 0CMenuacs NojonTM K
nanecTMHCKOMY BOMPOCY MNOAUTUNYECKUMW CpeACcTBaMU. DTO CO34an0 BrnevataeHne, 4To
LONroXAaHHasa HopManusaumsa apabo-n3panibCKMX OTHOLLEHWNI BMOMHE AOCTMXMMA. XOTSA nNpasa
NnanecTMHCKOro HapoAa 6blIV MPU3HaHbI B COOTBETCTBUM C Kamn-A3Brackmmn cornaweHnammn 1978
rosa, KoTopble Takxe npejycmMaTpuBani yCTaHOBAEHWE NanecTUHCKOV aBTOHOMUWM, N3PanbCKo-
ervneTckie neperoBopbl No 3TOMy BONPOCY 3aBepLUNINCL 6e3pe3ynbTaTHO B Havane 1980-x rogos,
KOrAa He yAanocb JOCTUYb COrNalleHns Mo BONpoCy CyBepeHuTeTa Haj NanecTUHCKUMN
TepputopmnsiMn.54

PacnpocTpaHsnack 1 aBTOHOMUWSA TONBKO Ha N0AeN AN TakKe Ha 3eM0, TEPPUTOPUIO,
Ha KOTOPOW OHM XMBYT? 3TO 6bIN peLlatoLLMii BONPOC Anst MUpHOro npotiecca B Ocno. B
naaHe aBToHOMUM BernHa 3ToT BONpocC 6bl1 pacCMOTPEH CneayroLmm obpasom: «M3panib
OTCTavBaeT CBOe NPaBO 1 CBOW MPeTeH3UN Ha cyBepeHuTeT Hag WNygaeeli, Camapueii n
ceKkTopoMm [a3a. 3Hast 0 CyLLLeCTBOBaHNN APYrVX NPeTeH3Wi, OH npeasaraeT, paau
cornalleHusi u M1Mpa, OCTaB/Tb BOMPOC O CyBEPEHUTETE B 3TMX pailoHax OTKPbITbIM».55

3T0 03Ha4ano coxpaHeHue CTaTyc-KBO BOEHHOW OKKYNaLmy NanecTUHCKNX TepPUTOPUIA,
cyulectsoBasLUero ¢ 1967 roga. Kak CMOHUCTCKME NpaBsble, Tak U CUOHUCTCKUE NeBble, B
pamkax 6onbLuon koanmumm 1980-x rogos, MaccoBO MOAAEPXKMBANN €BPENCKYHO
KOJIOHM3aLMI0 3TUX TEPPUTOPUI MO UCTOPUKO-PEIUTMO3HBIM MOTMBaM (MU$ 0 3emne
obeToBaHHOW N Mud o...).3pey H3paun/iba Takxke No CO0bPaXeHNAM MOANTUKN
6e3onacHocTy (MU 0 6esonacHOCTN N MU O 3aLMLLAEMbIX TUHUSX 06OPOHbI).
CoxpaHeHVe BOEHHOrO rocroACTBa Haj, BCeil CTPaHO 6bI10 abCoMOTHO HEO6XOAMMO A1
060X NoANTUYeCcKNX narepeli spanns npu obcyxaeHnn NanecTMHCKoro Bornpoca. B koHue
KOHL|0B, OH HEepPa3pbIBHO CBA3aH C APYrMMU K/OUEeBbIMY BOMPOCaMU KOHPAMKTA:
M3PannbCKOl rocyAapCTBEHHOW TeppuUTopurer, MoceneHaMuy, BOAHbIMY pecypcamu,
WepycanMoM 1 BONPOCOM BO3BpPaLLLeHUS NaneCcTUHCKNX bexeHueBs. MoanTnyecknni
M3pannb 1980-x rofoB He xenan o6CyxaaTb HU OAMH 13 3TUX BOMPOCOB.

B ocHoBe No3unumii NPOTNBO6OPCTBYOLLMX lareperi nexant ABa pasHblxX rocyapcTBeHHbIX Muda: «<MUd o
3em/ie 06eTOBaHHO» ANS CMOHWCTCKMX NPaBbIX UAW PEUTMO3HOIo CMOHM3Ma U «MU 0 6e30MacHOCTU» 415

CUOHUCTCKNX NeBbIX. [epBbIi MU, B CBOIO oYepesb, NpeAcTaBsi co6oli Mué o 3emne 06eToBaHHON.

54T puH6epr 2007: 50.
55LLnanm 2000: 365.
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barely leaves any political negotiating range since it rules out giving up any ter-
ritories in Eretz Israel, the “myth of security” does not completely exclude peace
negotiations as long as security remains guaranteed. Thus, in the course of the
1980s, the “myth of peace and security” (Shalom ve-Bitahon) was successfully
cultivated as an alternative for the Zionist Left camp under Peres’ leadership. And
so the Labor Party, together with the other Zionist Left civil rights parties Meretz
and Shinui, evolved to become “the peace camp.”

And yet, not only was the first Arab-Israeli peace treaty obtained by a right-
wing government — at an inopportune time for the Zionist Left, namely shortly
after the historic transition of power in 1977 —, but it was also concluded at the
price of the entire occupied Egyptian territory. This clear conclusion - the entire
territory in exchange for a peace settlement — ran counter to the Zionist Left’s
myth of “peace and security” since, at a single stroke, it surrendered the “trump
card” that is part of this myth, namely the territories won in the war. Many Israelis
saw this loss as an endangerment of security because the returned territories did
not only serve as territorial resources for the settlement project, but also as “lines
of defense.”

The negotiation tactics inspired by the myth of “peace and security,” which
the Oslo Peace Concept was based on, was that of “small steps.” Although this
left some room to take up negotiations, the political goals remained unvoiced,
and ultimately were left to the respective power relationships of the negotiat-
ing parties. Peres’ peace efforts at the end of the 1980s, undertaken within the
framework of the grand coalition and vigorously obstructed by the Likud coali-
tion partner, may offer an in-depth look into the understanding of “peace and
security” as the Zionist Left upheld it.

In April 1987, secret talks took place in London between Foreign Minister
Peres and Jordan’s King Hussein. Peres sought to realize his own ideas of peace
under the terms of the “Jordan Option.” The negotiated “London Document”
essentially provided that a peace process would be set in motion under interna-
tional auspices. It contained the following items: Firstly, the UN secretary general
was to appeal to the five permanent members of the Security Council and the
parties involved in the Arab-Israeli conflict to negotiate a settlement based on
the UN Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338, and namely “with the object of
bringing a comprehensive peace to the area, security to its states, and to respond
to the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people.”>®

Secondly, the London Paper provided that the respective conflict parties be
invited to form bilateral groups in this conference in order to lead the negotia-

56 Shlaim 2000: 444-445.
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MpakTryeckn He oCTaBNsieT MecTa ANs MOAUTUYECKNX MeperoBopoB, MOCKOLKY UCKNIOYaeT nepejavy
KaKux-nn6o Tepputopuin.3pey Hzpanis«<Ming o 6e30nacHOCTU» He NCKI0YaeT MONHOCTLI0 MUPHble
neperoBopbl, MOKa rapaHTMpyeTcs 6e30nacHoOCTb. Taknm obpasom, B TedeHne 1980-x rogos «mud o mupe 1
6e3onacHocTW» (LL/asnom Be-butaxorloj pyKoBOACTBOM epeca 3Ta MapTus yCnewHo pa3BuBanach Kak
anbTepHaTUBa CMOHWCTCKOMY 1eBOMY flarepto. Takvm 06pa3om, JleiibopucTckas napTvis, BMecTe C Apyrumu
CUOHWCTCKMMU 1I€BLIMU NapTUAMK, 6OPIOLLIMMNCA 3a rpaxjaHckme npasa, Mepew v LLInHyu,co BpeMeHeM
OH MpeBpaTUCS B «1arepb Mupa».

W Bce e nepBbIi apabo-n3panaibCKnii MUPHBbIN JOroBop Obl1 3aK1H04eH He TO/TbKO
npaBbIM MPaBUTEILCTBOM - B HENOAXOASLLLEE AN CUOHUCTCKNX NIE€BbIX BPEMS, @ UME@HHO
BCKOpe noc/e NCTopnyeckoro nepexoAa snactu B 1977 rogy, - HO 1 LieHoBech
OKKYMMpPOBaHHas ernneTckas TeppuTopus. ITOT O4YeBUAHBIN BbIBOA — BCS TEPPUTOPUSA B
06MeH Ha MUPHOEe yperynmpoBaHne — NpoTnsopeYnn MUy CMOHNCTCKUX NEBBIX O «MUPE 1
6e30MacHOCTM», MOCKOJIbKY OAHVIM MaxOM OHW OTKa3a/MCb OT «KO3bIPsi», ABASIOLLLErOCs
4acCTbio 3TOr0 MUPA, a UMEHHO OT TEPPUTOPWUIA, 3aBOEBaHHbIX B BOliHe. MHOrne
N3pannbTsHe paccMaTpyBan 3Ty MOTepPHo Kak yrpo3y 6e3onacHoCTH, MOCKONbKY
BO3BpalLleHHbIe TEPPUTOPUN CIYXNAU HE TONIbKO TepPUTOPUaNbHbIMKU pecypcamm Ans
npoeKTa NoceNeHNA, HO N «TMHUAMN 0B6OPOHbI».

TaKTuka BeeHNs NeperoBopoB, BAOXHOBEHHAs MUPOM O «MVpe 1 6e30MacHOCTU», Ha
KOTOPOM OCHOBbIBanacb OC/I0BCKas KOHLENUUSA MMPa, 3aKnoYanack B «<Mablx Wwarax». XoTa 370
OCTaB/If/10 HEKOTOPOE NPOCTPaHCTBO A/ MEePeroBopoB, MNOINTUYECKMNE LieIN OCTaBaInCh
HeBbICKa3aHHbLIMW W B KOHEYHOM UTOre 6blIM OCTaBNeHbl Ha YCMOTPEHWEe COOTBETCTBYOLLNX
CTOPOH.B/1acTEOTHOLLEHNA MeX/Y CTOPOHaMu neperoBopoB. MupHsblie ycunus MNepeca B KOHLe
1980-x rof0B, NpeAnpUHSTLIE B paMKkax 60/bLUOA KOANNLMN U akTUBHO MpensTCTBOBaBLUMNECS
JlnkyglNapTHEp No KOANNLMM MOXET NPeANoXUTb YraybaeHHbI aHann3 NOHUMAaHWA «<Mupa n
6e30MacHOCTV» B TOM BU/E, B KAKOM €ro oTCTavBaau CUOHUCTCKME NeBble.

B anpene 1987 roaa B JIOHAOHE COCTOANINCL CEKPETHbIE NEePeroBopbl MeXAy MUHUCTPOM
VHOCTPaHHbIX Aen Mepecom v koponem MopgaHum XyceriHoM. MNepec cTpeMuics peannsosaTk CBOU
COBCTBEHHbIe NpeACcTaBNeHMS 0 MMpe B paMKkax «/lopgaHckoro BapmaHTa». CornacoBaHHbI
«JIOHAOHCKWI JOKYMEHT» MO CYTW NpejycMaTpuBan 3amnyck MUPHOro npoLecca nog,
MeXAyHapoAHbIM 3rngoii. OH cogepKan cnejytoLme NyHKTbl: Bo-nepBbIx, reHepanbHbIli cekpeTapb
OOH pomxeH 6bi1 06paTUTLCS K MATY MNOCTOAHHBIM YneHam CoBeTa be30MacHOCTY 1 CTOPOHaM,
y4acTByOLMM B apabo-13panibCkoM KOHPAVKTE, C MPOCb60oi 0 NeperoBopax Mo yperyanpoBaHuo
Ha ocHoBe pe3osntoyunii CoseTta besonacHocTt OOH Ne 242 11 338, a UMEHHO «C LieN1bi0 YCTaHOBNEHWSA
BCEOOBLEMNIOLLLErO MMPa B pernoHe, obecneyeHns 6e30MacHOCTY ero rocyapcTs 1 cobaoaeHns
3aKOHHbIX NPaB NanecTUHCKOro Hapoga».56

Bo-BTOpbIX, B «/IOHOHCKOM OKYMeHTe» NpeAycMaTprBanock, YTO COOTBETCTBYHOLLVIE CTOPOHbLI KOH(AMKTa ByAyT

npuvrnaweHsl K GopMUPOBaHWIO ABYCTOPOHHVIX FPYM Ha 3TOl KOHdepeHLUM 415 pyKOBOACTBa Neperosopamul.

56LLnavm 2000: 444-445.
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tions. The third part contained the agreement that, firstly, no solution and no
veto may be imposed on the parties from outside this negotiation network; sec-
ondly, that the negotiations were to be lead in the bilateral groups; thirdly, that
the Palestinian question was to be addressed in talks between a Jordanian-Pales-
tinian and an Israeli Delegation; fourthly, that the Palestinian representatives be
allowed to participate as a part of the Jordanian-Palestinian delegation; fifthly,
that participation in the conference required the acceptance of the UN Security
Resolutions 242 and 338 and also the rejection of violence and terrorism; sixthly,
that each multilateral group was to negotiate independently; and finally, the
London Document stressed the multilateral character of this power-neutralized
international conference. Other matters were to be determined within the frame-
work of an agreement between Jordan and Israel.>”

The London Paper was based on the Jordanian Option insofar as the Palestin-
ian Option, meaning the creation of a Palestinian state and the recognition of the
PLO as a dialogue partner, was categorically excluded. Instead, the Palestinian
question was to be treated exclusively in connection with Jordan. Another pecu-
liarity was that although the framework for the conference was provided by an
international sponsorship, the UN was not allowed to influence the negotiations
or their results when it came to their specific content, with the regulations having
to be worked out in bilateral negotiations between the respective delegations.

As for content, the London Document made barely any statements about the
core points of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. These, too, were to be clarified in
bilateral negotiations. What prospects the London Document might have had,
had its realization not been frustrated by the coalition partner Likud, we can only
speculate. Peres exhibited extreme indignation towards his political rivals who
stood in the way of his peace mission of 1987. He was firmly convinced that his
initiative would have had realistic chances of success, had it been implemented.>®

But history did grant Israel’s Zionist Left another opportunity. Since the
change of government in June 1992, Peres was once more in a position to influence
the political process, namely as foreign minister in the so-called “Second Rabin
Government.” At that time the bilateral talks conducted in Washington in 1991
between the Israeli and the Jordanian-Palestinian delegation within the context
of the Madrid Conference quickly turned out to be fruitless. The differences
between the parties on the autonomy question remained unbridgeable. While the
Palestinians wanted to negotiate based on a Palestinian state, the Israelis cleaved

57 Ibid.
58 Peres 1995: 385. (Ger.)
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TpeTbsa YacTb cojepKana cornalleHne o ToM, YTo, BO-MepBbIX, HUKaKoe peLleHne 1 HUKakoe
npaBo BETO He MOryT 6bITb HaBsi3aHbl CTOPOHaM M3BHE 3TOW NeperoBOpHOIA CeTH; BO-BTOPBIX,
UTO NeperoBopbl A0SIKHbI BECTUCL B PaMKax ABYCTOPOHHWX rPyrm; B-TPETbUX, YTO
NanecTUHCKNM BONPOC JO/KEH bbITb PaCCMOTPEH Ha NeperoBopax Mexay NopAaHCKo-
NanecTUHCKOM 1 N3PannbCKON AeneraunsmMu; B-4eTBepThIX, YTO NaNeCTUHCKUM
npeAcTaBUTENM AOKHO ObITb Pa3peLLeHo y4acTBOBaTb B COCTaBe MOPAAHCKO-
nanecTUHCKON Aenerauuu; B-NATbIX, YTO y4acTe B KOHPepeHLMn TpebyeT NpUHATUA
pe3ontoumini OOH o 6e3onacHocTy 242 1 338, a Takxe 0TKasa OT HaCUANS 1 TepPOPU3Ma; B-
LLECTbIX, YTO Kaxast MHOFOCTOPOHHSASA rpynna Ao/KHa BeCTV NeperoBopbl HeE3aBUCUMO; 1,
HakoHeL, JIOHAOHCKWIA AOKYMEHT noAvepKnBas MHOrOCTOPOHHUIA XapakTep 3Toi
MeXAYHapOAHON KOHpepeHUM, HelnTpanusytoLein cuay. pyrie Bonpockl AO/MKHbI 6b1An
6bITb peLLeHbl B paMKax corialleHus mexay iopgaHueri n Mspannem.57

JTOHAOHCKUIA JOKYMEHT OCHOBbIBaJICA Ha MOPAAHCKOM BapuaHTe B TOli Mepe, B KaKoii
nanecTVHCKNA BapnaHT, NoApasymeBatoLLnii co3jaHre NanecTMHCKOro rocyAapcTea v npusHaHmne
OO B kayvecTBe NapTHepa Mo guanory, 6bli KaTeropnyeckn NckatoUeH. Bmecto storo
nanecTMHCKMIA BOMPOC A0/KeH BbiN paccMaTpUBaTLCA UCKNIOUNTENBHO B CBA3M ¢ MlopgaHueli. Elle
O/HO 0COBEHHOCTBLIO BbIIO TO, UTO, XOTH PAMKU KOHPepeHLMn bbinn obecneyeHbl
MeXayHapoAHoli noaaepxkori, OOH He umena npaBa BAVATL Ha NMePEroBopbl UM UX pesynbTaTbl B
OTHOLLIEHUW UX KOHKPETHOrO CoZlepXXaHus, a NpaBuia A0/KHbI 6binn 6bITb pa3paboTaHbl B Xo4e
[\BYCTOPOHHMX NeperoBopoB Mexy COOTBETCTBYIOLLMMY Aeferaumusamm.

YTo KacaeTca cojep>xxaHus, ﬂOHAOHCKI/IM AOKYMEHT NpakTU4eckn He cogep>kan HUKakmnx 3anBNeHNN
No KNK4YeBbIM MOMEHTaM 13pan/ibCKO-NanecTUHCKOro KOHq)ﬂVIKTa. o1 BOMPOCHI Tak>Xe AOJ/IXHbI 611 6bITb
YTOYHEHbI B X0/e ABYCTOPOHHMX NeperoBopoB. Kakune nepcnekTnsbl MOr 6bl UMeTb JTOHAOHCKNIA AOKYMEHT,
ecnu 6bl ero peannsayna He 6bina CcopBaHa nNapTHepom rno KoaﬂVILlVIVI?ﬂMKy,quI MOXeM NnNLlb
npeanonaratb. I'Iepec ncnbiTblBan Kpal?’lHee HerogoBaHue No OTHOLWEHWNO K CBOMM MONNTUNYECKM
conepHMKaM, KOTopble NPensTCTBOBaAM ero MUpHOM Muccumn 1987 roga. OH 6bin TBEPAO Y6eXAeH, YT ero
nHMUmMaTnBa nMmena 6bl peanbHble WaHCbl Ha ycnex, ecnn 6bl 6bINa peanmsoBaHa.SS

OAHaKO ncropua npejocrtaBuia UspanibCkmM CUOHUCTCKNM J1IeBbIM eLLie OAHY BO3MOXHOCTb. Mocne
CMeHbI NpaBuUTeNbLCTBa B MoHe 1992 roga lNepec BHOBL OKa3asics B NMOMIOXEHUN, NO3BONAIOLLEM BNVATL Ha
NONNTUYECKUIA npouecc, a UMeHHO B KayecTBe MUHUCTPa MHOCTPaHHbIX AeN B TaK Ha3biBa€MOM «BTOPOM
npasuTenbCcTBe PabuHa». B To Bpems A4BYCTOPOHHME NeperoBopsbl, NpoBeAeHHble B BalinHrtToHe B 1991
rozly Mexay n3pavnabCKol 1 NopAaHCKO-NanecTUHCKON AgeneraumsmMm B pamkax Maapuackoi
KOHdepeHLMK, bbICTPO oKasanucb 6e3pesynbTaTHbIMU. PazHornacus Mexay CTopoHaMu no Bornpocy
aBTOHOMUNUN OCTaBa/INCb HEMPEOA0NNMbIMU. B 1O BpeMs KaK nanecTnHUbl XOTeNN BECTV NeperoBopbl Ha

OCHOBE NanecTUHCKOro rocyAapcTBa, M3panibTaHe NPUAEPXNBANCHL MPOTUBOMOIOXKHON TOUKM 3peHNS.

57Tam xe.
58[Mepec 1995: 385. (Hem.)
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to a vague concept of interim agreements with the goal of maintaining their mili-
tary dominance in the Palestinian territories.>®

The futility of the Washington talks gradually increased public pressure on
the new prime minister to make good on his pre-election promises of peace. Ulti-
mately, the Israeli leadership under Rabin, Peres and Vice Foreign Minister Yossi
Beilin (1948-) made the historic decision to take up direct negotiations with the
PLO, which had always been considered a terrorist organization. This made the
breakthrough possible.

The “Declaration of Principles on Interim Self-Government Arrangements,”
also called Oslo I, which was signed by Israel and the PLO on September 13, 1993,
was pre-eminently a mutual recognition of the rights of both peoples, a decla-
ration of intent for the cessation of the conflict and for a historic reconciliation,
and thus for a life in peace, dignity and security. In addition, the creation of a
Palestinian Authority (PA), which was to be appointed in free elections and was to
gradually take over the tasks of Israeli civil and military administration, was pro-
vided by Oslo I within the period of five years. For this purpose, this new author-
ity was also to negotiate with Israel about permanent solutions based on UN Res-
olutions 242 and 338. This included core questions that had been excluded from
the declaration of principles for the time being, such as the borders, Jerusalem,
refugees, settlements and security regulations.

According to Oslo I, the negotiations about permanent regulations, which
were to be brought into force five years after Oslo I, were to be taken up as early
as December 3, 1995. The declaration of principles defined the West Bank and the
Gaza Strip as a territorial unit over which the PA was to be given responsibility,
with the exception of matters regarding security regulations and foreign affairs,
which were to be Israel’s domain. Israel was directed to withdraw its troops from
Gaza and Jericho, namely as part of a treaty that was to be signed by December
13, 1993 and implemented by April 13, 1994. Provided within nine months of Oslo
I - in July 1994 — were free elections for a legislative council in Gaza and the West
Bank. They were to take place under international supervision and with the help
of the Palestinian police.®°

The “Agreement on the Autonomy of the West Bank,” also referred to as Oslo II,
was signed on September 28, 1995. Oslo Il marked the conclusion of the first phase
of negotiations between Israel and the PLO. The agreement foresaw, among other
things, the election of a Palestinian council and transfer of legislative authority to

59 Ibid. 509.
60 Grinberg 2007: 78; Shlaim 2000: 516-517.
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K pacnnibiBYaToON KOHLEMNUUN BPEMEHHbIX COralleHWIi C Liefblo COXpaHeHNs CBOEro
BOEHHOIO roCno/ACTBa Ha NanecTUHCKNX TeppuTopmax.59

becnnoHOCTb BaLLMHITOHCKMX MeperoBopoB NOCTeNeHHO yCunmaa obLecTBeHHoe AaBneHne Ha
HOBOrO NPeMbep-MUHNCTPA, TPebys OT Hero BbINOAHEHWUS NPeABbI6GOPHbIX 0beLlaHnii Mupa. B KoHeuyHom
nTore N3paunnbCkoe pykoBOACTBO NMoj PyKOBOACTBOM PabuHa, MNepeca 1 3amecTuTens MUHUCTPa
MHOCTpaHHBIX Aen Moccn BeiinvHa (1948-) NpUHANO UCTOPUYECKOe peLlieHre HauaTkb NpsiMble Neperosopsl

¢ OO, koTopas BcerAa cumTanacs TEPPOPUCTAYECKO OpraHn3aumet. 3To 1 CAeNano NpopbIB BO3MOXHBIM.

«/leknapauus NPUHLMMNOB BPEMEHHOro caMoyrnpasB/ieHUs», TakxXke n3BecTHas kak Ocno I,
nognuncanHHas Mspavnem n OO 13 ceHT6pst 1993 roa, B NepByto ovepesb NpeAcTaBasna
coboli B3anMHOe Npu3HaHve npas 060VX HAPOAOB, 3asiB/IeHe O HaMepeHUN NpeKkpaTUTb
KOHGANKT 1 AOCTUYb NCTOPUYECKOrO MPUMUPEHNS, @ CIe0BaTE/IbHO, 1 XV3HN B MUpeE,
AocTovHcTBe 1 6esonacHocTu. Kpome Toro, Ocnio I npegycmatpusano cosganue
ManectnHcko asToHoMUM (MA), KoTopas Ao/KHa bbina 6bITb chopMMpOBaHa MyTem
cBO6OAHBIX BbIGOPOB 1 MOCTEMNeHHO B35Th Ha Ceb5 3aAaun N3panibCKOM rpaxaaHCKol n
BOEHHOW afMUNHNCTPaLLM B TeyeHne NaTy feT. C 3Tol LeNibio HoBasi aBTOHOMUSA A0/MKHA
6blna TaKKe BeCTU NeperoBopbl € Vi3paniem 0 MOCTOSAHHbIX PeLleHnsaX Ha OCHOBe
pesontoumnin OOH 242 1 338. 310 BK/IOYANO B Cebs kKNtoUeBble BOMPOChI, KOTOPbIe Ha TOT
MOMEHT 6bl/IN NCK/YEHbI U3 Aeklapaunn NPUHLMMIOB, Takne Kak rpaHuubl, Nepycanum,
6exeHLibl, MocenieHNs 1 NpaBuia 6e3onacHoCTn.

CornacHo OCNOBCKMM COrnalleHunaM I, neperoBopbl 0 NOCTOAHHbIX MPaBUaax, KOTOpPbIe A0MKHbBI 6biAn
BCTYNUTb B CUJy Yepes NsATb NIeT Noc/ie NOANNCaHNSA CornaLlleHnii I, o/KHbBI 6bIIN HayaTbCs yxe 3 Aekabps
1995 ropa. leknapauus NpYHUMNOB onpejensana 3anaAHbI 6eper 1 cekTop Masa kak TepputopuansHyo
eanHuLYy, 3a KOTopyro ManecTnHckas aBTOHOMUSA AOJ/IKHa 6bina HeCTn OTBEeTCTBEHHOCTb, 3@ NCKNKOYeHeM
BOMPOCOB, KacaloLMXCa NpaBu/l 6@30MacHOCTY 1 BHeLLHel NOINTUKM, KOTOPbIe A0/KHbI 6bIIV HAXOAUTLCS
B BegeH1K M3paunna. Vispannto 66110 NpeanmcaHo BbIBECTV CBOM BOVicka 13 a3kl 1 MleprxoHa, a UMeHHO B
pamMKax JoroBopa, KOTopbI A0XeH 6bln 6bITh NoANMCaH K 13 agekabpsa 1993 roga v BBeAeH B AelicTBre K
13 anpenst 1994 roga. B TeueHe AeBATN MecsLeB Noc/e NOANUCaHNSA cornalleHunii I - B none 1994 roga -
6b111 NpeAyCcMOTPeHbI CBO60AHbIE BbIGOPLI B 3aKOHOAATeNbHbIV COBeT B Mase 1 Ha 3anagHom 6epery. OHK

AO/MKHbI BbIAN NPONTY NOA MEXAYHapPOAHbLIM HabnoAeHeM 1 NpY COAENCTBUMN NanecTUHCKOM noanummn.60

CornaweHne 06 aBToHOMMM 3anagHoro bepera, Takxke nssectHoe kak Ocso 11, 6110
nognmcaHo 28 ceHTA6psa 1995 roga. Ocnio II o3HameHOBaNo 3aBepLUeHVe MNepBoro 3Tana
neperosopos Mexay V3paunem 1 OOM. CornalleHne npegycMatpusano, Cpean npoyero,

|/|36paH|/|e nanecTHCKOro coBeTa 1 nepeaavy 3aKOHOAaTeﬂbHOIZ Bnactu NanectuHe.

59Tam xe, 509.
60 punH6epr 2007: 78; LLnaim 2000: 516-517.
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the same, the retreat of the Israeli army from “the Palestinian centers” and the divi-
sion of the West Bank into three control categories A, B and C.

Category A comprised the Palestinian cities and small towns that were in the
judicial district of the Palestinian Autonomy. Category B referred to the Palestin-
ian villages and sparsely populated areas of the West Bank considered non-mili-
tary judicial districts, with security control remaining with the Israeli army. Cat-
egory C covered the rest of the West Bank and included the land seized by Israel
that was designated for Jewish settlements and roads. Zone A comprised four
percent and Zone B twenty-five percent of the West Bank. In the Gaza Strip, Israel
would keep more than thirty-five percent of the land for settlement purposes, mil-
itary bases and road construction.®*

Oslo IT also passed only by a narrow majority of sixty-one to fifty-nine votes in
the Knesset on October 5, 1995. The Oslo Peace Process aroused massive protests
from the Zionist Right and national-religious opposition against the Labor Party
government. On November 4, 1995, an extremist named Yigal Amir murdered
Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin.

The sociologist Lev Grinberg points out three processes that were at work in
Israeli society, taking place in the military, the economic and the political areas,
which contributed to the Oslo Peace Process. The backdrop to this was partic-
ularly the Palestinian uprising against the Israeli occupation order that had
been persisting since late 1987. The Intifada made discontent within the Israeli
military leadership grow, as they were being faced with the frustrating task of
smashing Palestinian resistance. The security policy elite gradually recognized
the necessity of a political change. Grinberg interprets a statement made by Chief
of General Staff Dan Shomron (1937-2008), to the effect that there is no military
solution for the Intifada, as shaking up the constitutive security myth.

Shomron’s insight increasingly undermined the legitimation for deployment
of the military against the Palestinian uprising. The security myth lost persuasive
power in the sense that its basis — the fight and victory of the Jewish side as a pre-
condition for the existence as a national state — was weakened. It was the military
in its function as an important political security authority, says Grinberg, which
signalized to the political level that a political process was indeed a legitimate
approach. As Grinberg argues further, the former General and Prime Minister
Yitzhak Rabin did in fact fear the army would be worn out by having to perform
policing tasks related to the occupation.®?

61 Shlaim 2000: 528-529.
62 Grinberg 2007: 54.
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To e camoe KacaeTcsi OTCTYNNEHWS 3PanIbCKOV apMUN U3 «MaNeCTUHCKUX LIEHTPOB» 1
pasgenexus 3anagHoro 6epera Ha Tpy KOHTPO/bHbIe kaTeropum: A, B n C.

KaTeropus A Bk/touYana nanectTrHcKme ropoda v HebosbLUme NOCeNKU, HaXoAMBLUMECS B
cyAe6HOM okpyre ManecTMHCKo aBTOHOMMU. KaTeropusi B oTHOCMANACh K MaNeCTUHCKUM 4epeBHAM
1 MasnoHacesieHHbIM palioHam 3anagHoro 6epera, CHUTaBLUMMCA HEBOEHHbBIMU CyAe6HbIMU
OKpyramu, Npv 3TOM KOHTPO/Ib 33 6€30MacHOCTBLI0 OCTaBasICS 3a U3PaUIbCKOM apMueli. Kateropust
C oxBaTblBafia OCTa/lbHYH YacTb 3anagHoro 6epera 1 BkIYana 3eMu, 3axBayeHHble V3pannem un
npesHasHauYeHHble AN1s eBPECKMX NOCeNeHN 1 Aopor. 30Ha A COCTaBAsAa YeTbIpe NPOLIEHTa, a
30Ha B — zBajuaTh NATb NpoLeHToB 3anagHoro 6epera. B cekTope Masa W3pannb coxpaHsn 6onee

TPUALATY NSTU NPOLLEHTOB 3eMAN ANS Liefeli CTPOMTeNbCTBA NOCeNeHNIA, BOEHHbIX 6a3 1 gopor.61

BTopoii 3akoH Oc/10 Takxe 6bi1 MPUHAT JNLLL C He60bLLNM MePeBECOM FON0COB: LUECTbAECST OANH
NPOTUB NATUAECATY AeBATU.KHecceT5 okTbpsa 1995 roga. OCNOBCKMIA MUPHbIV NPOLLECC Bbi3Bas MacCcoBble
NPOTECTbI CO CTOPOHbI CUOHWCTCKMX MPaBbIX Y HALWMOHANbHO-PENNTNO3HO OMMNO3NLMN NPOTUB
npaeuTenbCTBa Jleribopuctckoli napTum. 4 HosIBPst 1995 roga aKCTPEMUCT Mo UMeHM Virane AMup yémn
npembep-muHucTpa Muxaka PabuHa.

Coumonor Jles I'pnHGepr ykasbiBaeT Ha TPY NpoLecca, AeNCTBOBaBLUNE B U3PaNIbCKOM
0o6LLecTBe B BOEHHOW, 3KOHOMUYECKO 1 NOANTUYECKON cdepax, KOTopble CnocobCcTBOBaM
OcCnoBCKOMY MUPHOMY nipouieccy. POHOM /1A 3STOrO NOC/YXWN0, B YAaCTHOCTW, NanecTuHCKoe
BOCCTaHMe NPOTMB N3PanibCKOW OKKynaLmu, npogoskaBLueecs ¢ KoHua 1987 roga.
NHTndaaa ycunmna He,0BONbCTBO B M3Pan/ibCKOM BOEHHOM PyKOBOACTBE, MOCKO/bKY OHO
CTO/IKHY/I0Ch C HEMPOCTOW 3aAadyeli MoAaBAeHNS NanecTMHCKOro CoNpoTMBAeHNS. Dn1Ta B
cpepe 6e30MacHOCTN NOCTENEHHO OCO3HaNa HEOBXOANMOCTb MONUTUYECKMX NepeMEH.
IpnHGepr nHTepnpeTupyeT 3asaBneHne HavanbHWKa MeHepanbHoro wraba JaHa LLlompoHa
(1937-2008) 0 TOM, 4YTO BOEHHOrO peLleHus NHTUAaAbI He CyLLLecTBYyeT, Kak mokonebaHmne
ycTosBLlerocs M1da o 6e3onacHoCTu.

MpoHunuaTenbHocTb LLloMpoHa Bce 6obLue NojpbiBana NerMTUMHOCTb NMPUMEHEHNS apMnin
NPOTWB NanecTUHCKOro BoccTaHns. Mg o 6e3onacHoCcTV yTpaTu ybeanTeNbHyo CUy B TOM
CMbIC/Ie, YTO ero ocHoBa — 6opbba 1 Nobesa eBpeckolr CTOPOHbLI Kak HeObXoAMOe yCnoBMe
CyLLIeCTBOBAHMS HALMOHAaNbHOro rocyapctea — 6blaa ocnabneHa. VIMeHHO apMust, Kak BaXKHbIA
opraH NoanTHYecko 6e3onacHoCTy, No cnosam MprHbGepra, CUrHanM3npoBana NoANTNYECKOMY
YPOBHIO O TOM, YTO MONNTUYECKUIA NPOLLecC AeCTBUTENbHO ABASETCA 1EMMTUMHBIM NoaxoAoM. Kak
yTBepxzaeT FpuHbepr aanee, 6bIBLUNIA reHepan 1 npemMmbep-MUHAUCTP Vuxak PabuH AeACTBUTENIbHO
onacasncsi, 4To apmus byaeT U3MOTaHa HeObXOAMMOCTbIO BbINOMHATL NOMMLIEACKME 3a4a4n,

CBSA3aHHble C OKKynaLuuen.62

61LLnanm 2000: 528-529.
62l pnH6epr 2007: 54.
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Apart from the security-political motive, Grinberg identifies the economic
elite as another driving force for a reconciliation process. As the Intifada was
turning out to be an economic burden, the ideal scenario of a Palestinian market
as a source of cheap labor, well-controlled by Israel and aligned to the benefit
of its economy, and at the same time as a controlled importer of goods, failed to
materialize. With the transformation of international politics, the business elites
of Israel turned their attention to globalization processes. Eager to unlock global
markets, including those of the Middle East, to Israeli economy with its neolib-
eral orientation, the economic sector urged politics to solve the local conflict. In
Shimon Peres, Grinberg discerns the political sponsor of this line of thought.®®

Furthermore, Grinberg describes a party-political process initiated in the
early 1990s by which hopes for a reconciliation process with the Palestinians were
fueled. He speaks of a democratization or renewal process within the Israeli Labor
Party, which was an important mass party at that time. The party members got
more say in the selection of their representatives, with primary elections taking
place for the first time. Moreover, politically relevant content was included into
the party program. Under the slogan “Change in National Priorities,” the focus of
national interest was to be shifted away from the settlement of occupied territo-
ries, which had been massively sponsored during the 1980s, to social policy in the
core country of Israel. In general, after fifteen years under the leadership of Peres,
a new language and a new image for a new era seemed to be called for.

Grinberg interprets this democratization process as a first signal that the
Labor Party was turning away from the “old-style” paralyzing left-right debate
of the national myths. Now more emphasis was placed on addressing “normal”
everyday political issues faced by the average Israeli. The electoral campaign of
1992, in which Yitzhak Rabin challenged the old Prime Minister and Likud leader
Yitzhak Shamir, was conducted under the banner of these changed priorities. In
this political constellation, Grinberg also sees a political alternative to the main-
tenance of Israeli dominance over the occupied territories.®

But the question still remains whether the same leading personalities of the
1970s and 1980s, i.e., Rabin and Peres, who have decisively shaped the Israeli
political order with regard to security as well as settlement policy, were actually
able to point to a real alternative. Was the Israeli Zionist Left of the 1990s really
capable of ending the conflict over Palestine?

63 Ibid. 56.
64 Ibid. 57-59.
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MoMMMO NOANTUYECKMX MOTUBOB, CBSI3aHHbIX C 6e30nacHoCTbIo, [prH6Gepr BblgenseT
3KOHOMMYECKYIO 3NNTY Kak eLLie OAHY ABVXXYLLYHO CUy npoLecca npuMupeHus. MNockonbky
VHTUdaAa cTana SKOHOMUYECKUM BpeMeHeM, nAeanbHbIN CLeHapuiA NanecTUHCKOro pbiHKa Kak
VCTOUHWKA feLleBoil paboyeii Cuibl, XOPOLLO KOHTPOANPYEMOro V3paniem 1 oprueHTUPOBaHHOMO
Ha BbIroZy ero 3KOHOMVKW, 1 OJHOBPEMEHHO Kak KOHTPO/IMPYeMOro MnopTepa TOBapoB, He
mMaTepuanusosancs. C TpaHcpopmaLmein MexayHapoaHol NOANTUKK 61sHec-an1Ta Nspanns
obpaTuna cBoe BHMMaHWe Ha npoLecchbl rnobanmsaumm. CTpemsicb OTKPbITb r106anbHble PbIHKNA,
BKJItOYasA pbiHKM BavkHero Boctoka, Ans N3pannbCkon SKOHOMUKM € ee HeonnbepanbHOM
opueHTaLmeld, SKOHOMUYECKNIA CeKTOp NpU3Ba NOANTUKY K peLLeHMIo IOKaAbHOro KoH$AnKTa. B
LLInmoHe Mepece pnHGeEpPr BUANT NONNTUHECKOrO CMOHCOPA 3TOV IMHUN MblLLNEHNA.63

Kpome Toro, FpnH6epr onucbiBaeT NapTUNHO-NOANTNYECKNI NPOLIECC, HaYaTbI B Havane
1990-X rof0B, KOTOPbI MOANUTLIBAN HAAEXAbI HA NPUMKpPEHMe ¢ nanecTuHuamu. OH roBopuT o
npouecce AeMoKpaT3aLumn UM 06HOBNEHUS BHYTPUY M3pannbckoii paboyein napTum, KoTopasi B TO
BpemMs 6blna BaXKHOV MaccoBor NapTue. YneHbl napTum Nonyyumnnm 6onblue BANAHUS Ha BbI6op
CBOWX NpeAcTaBUTeNeil, Bnepsble 6bl1v NpoBeAeHbl NpejBapuTenbHble Bbibopbl. bonee Toro, B
napTURHYIO NporpaMmmy 6bi1 BKAHOYEH NOAUTUYECKI 3HAUMNMbIVE KOHTEHT. 0g N03yHrom
«M3MeHeHMe HauMOHaNbHbIX MPUOPUTETOB» aKLeHT HaLMOHabHbIX MHTePecoB A0/KeH Bbin
CMeCTUTBCA € 3aceNeHNs OKKYNUPOBaHHbIX TEPPUTOPUIA, KOTOPOe akTUBHO GUMHAHCMPOBaNoCh B
1980-x rogax, Ha coumanbHyHo MOANTUKY B CAMOM LieHTpe rocyaapctesa — M3paune. B uenom, nocne
naTHaALaTV neT pykoBoACTBa lNepeca, Ka3zanocb, HE0OXOANMbI HOBBIV A3bIK 1 HOBbIV 06pas A1
HOBOW 3MOXWN.

IprH6epr NHTepnpeTnpyeT 3TOT NPoLecc AeMoKpaT13aLmMmy Kak NepBbIii CUrHan Toro, YTo
NenbopucTckas NapTns OTXOANT OT «CTaPOMOAHbIX» NMapanun3yoLLuX 1eBo-NpaBblixX 4e6aToB, OCHOBaHHbIX
Ha HaUuMOHa/IbHbIX MI/Iq)aX. Tenepb 60nblUe BHUMaHUsA YAenanoch peweHno «0BbIYHbIX» noecegHeBHbIX
NoIMTUYECKNX NPO6IEM, C KOTOPLIMU CTa/IKMBAETCA CPeAHECTaTUCTUYECKWI N3PaVIbTAHWH,
MN36upaTenbHas kamnaHvsa 1992 roga, B koTopoli Muxak PabrnH 6pocin BbI30B CTapoOMy NpeMbep-MUHUCTPY
w/inkyalinaep Viuxak LLiamup aelicTBoBan nog 3HaMeHeM 3TVX M3MEHMUBLUMXCS NPUOpUTETOB. B 3aTol
NOIMTUYECKOR CUTyauun FpUHEEPr TakKe BUAUT NONUTUYECKYHO albTePHATMBY COXPaHEeHMHO
M3PannbCKOro rocnoAcTBa Haj OKKynMpoOBaHHbLIMY TEPPUTOPUAMN.64

OgzHaKo ocTaeTcst BONPOC, CMOMIN N Te Xe camble Begylime geatenn 1970-x n 1980-x rozos, a
NMeHHo PabuH 1 Mepec, KOTopble Okasanu peLuatoLiee BAVSHNE Ha U3paunbCKUi MONUTUYECKWI NOPSAOK
B OTHOLLIEHMN 6€30MacHOCTY 1 MoCeNneHUYeCKo MONNTUKN, AeCTBUTENBHO yKka3aTb Ha peasibHyto
anbTepHaTUBY. bbina I M3panbckas croHncTckas neBast 1990-x rogoB AelicTBUTEIbHO CNoco6Ha

NONOXMNTL KOHEL, KOHGINKTY BOKPYT ManectuHbI?

63Tam xe, 56.

64Tam xe, cTp. 57-59.
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The Oslo Peace Process: The Palestinian Option

In the Oslo Peace Process, Baruch Kimmerling detects a connection between the
“routinization of war and conflict” as it is reinforced in Israeli society and the
ideological-religious motivation of maintaining dominance over the Palestinian
territories:

In the course of the state’s crystallization, Israeli immigrant settlers developed war- and
conflict-oriented as well as compromise-oriented values and groups, with their accompa-
nying rhetoric. Owing to the routinization of war and conflict, however, an all-embracing
militaristic metacultural code developed to blur the distinctions between peace and war,
and between rational military and ideological religious ‘reasons’ for keeping the occupied
territories. The first ‘peace in exchange for territory’ agreement with Egypt was made in
order to increase control over the components of Eretz Israel dubbed ‘Judea and Samaria’
and was immediately followed by the 1982 war in Lebanon, fought for the same reason.
The Oslo Accords with the Palestinians were agreed to by Israel primarily in order to shed
responsibility for densely Arab-populated areas by establishing indirect control using Ara-
fat’s Palestinian Authority as subcontractor, but without giving up ‘overall security respon-
sibility’ for any part of Eretz Israel. This came about only after political and military elites
had reached the conclusion that there was no acceptable military solution to the Palestin-
ian problem (not all Israeli Jews were, however, in agreement). The making of de facto peace
with the Hashemite kingdom of Jordan was aimed at weakening Palestinian political and
military strength.®

Kimmerling explains the motives for the Oslo Peace Process as follows:

The existential anxiety built into Israeli collective identity and collective memory simulta-
neously fuels civilian militarism and reinforces ‘military militarism’ and the military-cul-
tural complex, creating a vicious circle that always leads to self-fulfilling ‘worst case’ proph-
ecies. Even the main motives for peace-making are driven either by xenophobic feelings of
separateness or instrumental manipulation of improved control over ‘the other side’ and
preservation of ‘our’ ultimate military might.®®

The recognition of the PLO as the representative of the Palestinian people was a
watershed in the history of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Up until 1993, Israel
and the PLO were at war. In Israel’s eyes the “Palestine Liberation Organization”
was nothing more than a terrorist organization pursuing the goal of dissolving
the Jewish state. The announcement of the PLO, founded in 1964, that they would
free the whole of Palestine — meaning the entire state territory under Israeli

65 Kimmerling 2001: 227-228.
66 Ibid. 228.
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OCNoOBCKMIA MMPHbIA NpoLecc: NanecTUHCKUA BapnaHT

bapyx KuMmepnunHr B KoHTekcTe OCN0OBCKOro MVUPHOrO NPOLEecca BbIABASET CBSA3b MeXy
«PYTUHM3aLMeR BOMHbI 1 KOHPIMKTa», KOTOPasi MOAKPENnIseTcs B U3panibCkoM 06LLecTBe, U
NAE0N0rNYeCKN-PeIrMo3HOM MOTUBaLMEN COXPaHEHWNS FOCMOACTBA Hag NanecTUHCKUMN

TeppuTOPUAMU:

B npouecce $opmMMpoBaHMA rocyAapcTea N3panibekie MUMMUTPaHTbI-MoCceeHLbl BbIpaboTanyi LLeHHOCTU 1
rpynnbl, OPUEHTVPOBAHHbIE Ha BOWHY 1 KOHGNUKTBI, @ TaKKe Ha KOMMPOMMCChI, CO BCEV COOTBETCTBYIOLLENA
puTopuKoi. OfHaKo 13-3a PYTMHU3ALMMN BONHBI U KOHGANKTOB BO3HMK BCEOOBEMIOLLNI MUANTAPUCTCKAIA
MeTaKyNbTYPHbIA KOZ, Pa3MblBaOLLMIA rpaHLbl MeXAy MUPOM 1 BOVIHOM, a Takxe MeXAay paLyioHanbHbIMU
BOEHHbLIMUN 1 NAEONOMNYECKUMU PENUTMO3HBIMUN «NPUUMHAMU» COXPAHEHWS OKKYMUPOBAaHHbIX TEPPUTOPUIA.
MepBoe cornalleHve «Mvp B 06MeH Ha TeppUTOPUIO» C EFMMTOM 6bI10 3aKN0HEHO C LieNblo YCUeHUs
KOHTPOANA Haj KOMMoHeHTaMu3pey M3pan/ibOCnoBCKmne CorNalleHns, NofyunsLuve HasgaHue «Myaea n
Camapuisi», cpasy Xe nocnezoBanv 3a BoliHol B JluBaHe 1982 roaa, koTopas Besack Mo TOM Xe Npu4mnHe.
M3pannk 3aknoumnn OCNoBCKMe CornalleHns ¢ NanecTUHLAMM raBHbIM 06pa3oM A1t TOro, YTO6bI CHATL C
cebs 0TBETCTBEHHOCTL 3a yCTOHaceNeHHble apabCkMMK CTPaHaMV PaioHbIl, yCTaHOBUB KOCBEHHbIV KOHTPObL
C nomolLLeHo ManecTnHcKon asToHoMun ApadaTa B KavecTse CybnoapsAUNKa, HO He 0TKa3blBasiCk NPy 3TOM OT
«0bLLeli 0OTBETCTBEHHOCTI 3a 6€30MacHOCTb» KakKol-1Mb0o YacTu 3TUX paioHoB.3pey M3pan/ib3To NPon3oLno
N NOC/IE TOro, KaK NONTUYECKas U BOEHHAsA 3/1Ta MPYLLAA K BbIBOAY, YTO NPMEMIEMOro BOEHHOMO
peLleHns NanecTUHCKOV Npobiembl He CyLLecTByeT (04HaKO He BCe N3pau/bCKre eBpen Bbiin € 3TUM
cornacHsbl).ge-¢akToMup ¢ XalWMMUTCKM KOpPoneBcTBOM MopaaHus 6bin HanpasieH Ha ocnabneHve

NOAWNTNYECKOV N BOBHHOM MOLLM NanecTuHLes.65

KVIMMepﬂI/IHI' 06BACHAET MOTUBbLI OCNOBCKOrO MWPHOro npouecca cneayrLlmm 06pa30M:

IK3MCTEHLMANbHAs TPEBOTa, 3a/10XKeHHast B M3pau/ibCKON KOIEKTUBHOV MAEHTUYHOCTY 1 KONMIEKTUBHOM NamsTu,
OAHOBPEMEHHO MOANUTLIBAET rPaXAAHCKNI MUANTAPY3M 1 YKPEMNISET «BOEHHbIA MANUTaPU3M» 1 BOEHHO-KYNbTYPHbI
KOMTI/IEKC, CO34aBast MOPOUHbINA KPYT, KOTOPbIA BCerga NPUBOANUT K CAMOCELIBAIOLLMMCS MPOPOYECTBAM O «XyALIEM
cLeHapui». [laxe 0CHOBHbIE MOTVBbI MVPOTBOPYECTBA 06YCI0BEHbI IGO0 KCEHOGOBCKUM HyBCTBOM 060CO61@HHOCTY,
NGO UHCTPYMEHTaNbHOM MaHUMYASLVel C Lie/ibio YCUNEHNS KOHTPONS Haj, «APYroil CTOPOHOM» U COXpaHeHUs «Haleii»

BbICLLUE BOEHHOI MOLL.66

Mpu3HaHue OOMM npeacTaBUTENEM NANECTUHCKOrO HAaPOAa CTao NMOBOPOTHBIM MOMEHTOM B UCTOPUM
MN3pannbCKo-nanecTMHckoro koHeamkra. o 1993 roga Mspannb 1 OOM HaxOAUNNCH B COCTOSHUW BOMHbI. B
rnasax Mspaunns «OpraHunsaums ocBoboxaeHus ManecTuHbl» 6bina He 6oiee YeM TeppopUCTMUecKoi
opraHusauueit, npecnegytoLen Lenb pocrnycka eBpenckoro rocygapcraa. 3assneHne OO, ocHoBaHHOU B
1964 roay, 0 TOM, UTO OHU 0CBO6OAAT BCHO ManecTrHy - To eCTb BCH FOCYAapCTBEHHYH TEPPUTOPUIO,

HaxoAALWyrca noj n3panibCkKUM KOHTPOJIEM, — CTalo MOBOPOTHLIM MOMEHTOM.

65Knmmepnunnr 2001: 227-228. 66
Tam xe, 228.
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supremacy — can hardly be reconciled with the Zionist claim to Eretz Israel for
the Jewish people.

Over the years, Peres used his position as vice president of the Socialist Inter-
national to deny the PLO recognition on the international stage. In doing so, he
repeatedly came into conflict with European leaders who increasingly saw an
inclusion of the PLO as the key to solving the Palestine question. In 1985, the
Knesset under the government Peres enacted a law prohibiting talks between
Israelis and representatives of terrorist organizations; annulled only in 1993 for
the Oslo Process. According to Peres’ biographer Michael Bar-Zohar, the weak-
ness of the PLO lay in the motif for its recognition. He assumes that the only
reason Peres opted to take up negotiations with the PLO is because it had lost
considerable political and financial influence in 1991 in the wake of the Second
Gulf War. It was an opportune time to “conclude a deal” with a weakened PLO.%”

But in how far did the new government politically stand behind the Palestin-
ian Option that provided the basis for the Oslo Peace Process? In the years 1992
to 1996, the Zionist Left was in a very precarious situation regarding the peace
process. Following a yearlong political stagnation brought about by the govern-
ing coalition with the Likud, it managed to achieve a breakthrough in 1993. The
Oslo Peace Process, which is regarded as a historic turning point, is for the most
part considered to be the merit of the Israeli Foreign Minister Shimon Peres and
his Vice Minister Yossi Beilin.

They convinced the hesitant Prime Minister and Minister of Defense Yitzhak
Rabin of the necessity to take up the difficult direct negotiations with the Pales-
tinians, which would include having to recognize the PLO. Thanks to their will-
ingness to accept the PLO under the leadership of Yasser Arafat as a dialogue
partner, Rabin and Peres paved the way for a historic breakthrough in Israeli-Pal-
estinian history. For this, all three political leaders were awarded the Nobel Peace
Prize in 1994.

But while the Jerusalem peace government scored a lot of praise interna-
tionally, in Israel itself it was confronted with a particularly tough political and
intellectual challenge as it had to defend the peace process against the highly
active and well organized political opposition of the Zionist Right, or religious
Zionism. But at the same time it was no less skeptical than its political rivals of a
solution to the Palestine question in terms of the Palestinian Option. At least the
specific concept of Oslo I would leave the political-military situation essentially
unchanged for the time being. A declaration of intent marked the beginning of

67 Bar-Zohar 2006: 616.
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NpeBOCXOACTBO — 3TO BPS/ W COrnacyeTcs C NpUTA3aHUAMN CUOHNCTOB Ha3pew V3pan/ibans
eBperickoro Hapoga.

Ha npoTtaxeHnn MHOrux et Nepec Ncnosib3oBan CBOE MoJIOXeHVe BULe-Npe3njeHTa
Coumanmcmuect(oro MHTepHauwnoHana, yTO6bI OTKa3aTb OOM B NpU3HaHWW Ha Me)KAyHapOAHOIZ apeHe.
Mpu 3TOM OH HEOAHOKPATHO BCTyMasa B KOHGIVKT C eBPONeNcKUMM nngepamu, KoTopble BCE Yallie BUAENN
B BK/IoUeHUn OOI KoY K peLLeHnio nanecTMHekoro sonpoca. B 1985 rogy KHeccerlpu npasutenscTee
Mepec NpUHAN 3aKOH, 3anpeLlaroLLMii NeperoBopbl MeXAy U3panibTaHaMu 1 NpeACTaBUTeNaMU
TepPOPUCTUYHECKIMX OPraHN3aLiA; OH Bbln OTMeHeH To/bko B 1993 rogy B cBA3M ¢ OCI0BCKMM NPOLLECCOM.
Mo cnoeam 6uorpada Mepeca, Mrnxasns bap-3oxapa, cnaboctb OOIM 3akntoyanacb B MOTMBAX ee
npvsHaHms. OH NpeAnonaraet, YTo eUHCTBEHHAs NPUYNHA, NO KOTOPOWA Mepec peluna BCTyNUTL B
neperosopbl ¢ OO, 3aKto4anack B TOM, UTO OPraHM3aLmsa NoTepsiaa 3HaunTeNlbHOe NONTUYECKoe U
durHaHcoBoe BAnsHMe B 1991 rogy nocne BTopoli BoiiHbI B MNepcrackom 3anmse. 3To 6b110 noaxoasiiee
BpeMs ANs «3ak/IloUYeHNs cAenkm» c ocnabneHHorn OOMM.67

Ho HackonbKo Aaneko NpoABNHYNOCL HOBOE MPaBUTENLCTBO? 10/IMTHUYECKMBBI
noajepxvBaeTe NanecTMHCKNIA BapnaHT, KOTOPbIN 1er B 0CHOBY MUpPHOro npouecca B Ocno?
B nepvog ¢ 1992 no 1996 ros CMOHNCTCKME JieBble HaXOAMUINCh B OYEHb LLaTKOM MOJIOXEHNN
B OTHOLLEHWW MUPHOro npouecca. lNocne roaAn4Hom NOANTUYECKON CTarHauumn, BbI3BaHHOM
npassLuel koannuuen c/Inky4B 1993 rogy yaanoce AobuTbca npopbiBa. OCNOBCKUI MUPHbIIA
npoLecc, KOTOPbI CYATAETCH NCTOPMYECKMM MOBOPOTHBIM MOMEHTOM, B OCHOBHOM
NPUNNCBIBAETCA 3ac/lyraM MUHUCTPaA MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen N3pannsa LnmoHa MNepeca v ero
3amectuTens Moccu BelinuHa.

OHWn ybeannn KonebntoLLerocs npemMmbep-MMHUCTPa U MUHUCTPa 060pOoHbI MLxaka
PabrHa B HEOB6XOAMMOCTM HayaTb C/IOXHbIE NMPAMble NeperoBopsb! C NanecTMHLaMu, KoTopble
BK/ItOYanu bl B cebs npusHaHne OOI. bnarogaps nx rotoBHOCTU NpuHATL OOI nog
pykoBOACTBOM Slcmpa ApadaTa B KavecTse napTHepa no gnanory, PabuH n MNepec
NPOJIOXMAN NYTb K NCTOPLNYECKOMY NPOPbIBY B N3PanbCKO-NanecTUHCKOM NUCTOpUK. 3a 3T0

BCE TPY NONNTUYECKUX ngepa bblan yaocToeHbl HobeneBckoli npemun mupa B 1994 roay.

OfHaKo, XOTst MMPHOE NPaBUTENLCTBO Vepycanuma nosyymno BbiCOKYO OLEHKY Ha MeXAyHapoAHOM
ypoBHe, B camoM VI3panine 0HO CTONKHY0Ch C 0CO6EHHO C0XHOWM NONNTUYECKON N MHTeNNeKTyaNbHOM
3a/a4eit, MOCKO/IbKY eMy NPULLAOCh 3alMLLAaTL MAPHBIA MPOLIECC OT BeCbMa akTUBHOW 1 XOPOLLIO
OpraHV30BaHHOM NOANTUYECKOA ONMO3NLMMN CUOHMCTCKOTO NPaBOro KPblia, UK PeIMIMo3HOro CUOHU3Ma.
Ho B T0 Xe Bpemsi OHO 6b1/10 He MeHee CKeNTNYECKN HAaCTPOEHO, YeM ero NonTUYecKmne ConepHNKK, K
peLLeHMto NanecTMHCKOro Bonpoca B pamkax nanecTMHCKOro BapuaHTa. o kpaiHeli Mepe, KOHKpeTHas
KoHuenumst Ocno I ocTaBmna 6bl BOEHHO-MONNTUYECKYHO CUTYaLMIO MO CyLLLeCTBY HEM3MeHHOI. B HacTosiLjee

B,DEMH3aﬂBI'IeHVIe 0 HaMepeHUsIX 03HaMeHOoBas10 Hayano

67bap-3oxap 2006: 616.
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a process of “small steps,” with further development hinged on the course the
negotiations would take.

But since Israel objected to arbitrators and, what is more, sought to defer
tackling the core questions until later, to a time when negotiations for a perma-
nent provision would take place, much was determined by the power relations
between the two parties. A hybrid situation arose that was characteristic for the
Oslo years, namely while negotiations were taking place the usual occupation
practices were continued with the necessary modifications. In accordance with
the preliminary assumption of Oslo that the core questions of the conflict would
be resolved only later anyway, Israel gained more maneuvering room to keep cre-
ating facts in its own interest.

This happened despite the fact that due to its recognition as negotiating
partner the PLO’s position was not as powerless as it had once been. The situation
in which civil competences and thus the responsibility for the Palestinian popu-
lation were conferred to the Palestinian Authority (Oslo II), while Israeli military
dominance still remained in place is characterized by a leftist Oslo critic’s hybrid
phrasing: “Oslo as continuation of occupation by peaceful means.”

The Labor Party government did not even dare start decolonializing the occu-
pied territories. To the contrary, it looked for ways to keep up and even expand the
settlement projects in spite of Oslo. On the one hand, the hybrid “Oslo Regime”
facilitated the separation of the two collectives with the help of the military. Here
it was especially the lockdown policy that considerably limited the Palestin-
ian’s freedom of movement and worsened their living conditions. On the other
hand, the continuation of the Jewish colonialization of Palestinian territories ran
counter to the separation of the two peoples that Oslo had been envisioning.

It is particularly under the pretext of this peace process that Israel brought its
Zionism-backed separation policy more strongly into accordance with the colo-
nialization, as the Oslo Regime parceled out the Palestinian territories and thus
segmented Palestinian society. Amira Hass draws attention to the fact that the
number of settlers in the occupied territories (excluding East Jerusalem) doubled
between 1991 and 2000, rising from 91,400 to 198,300. For East Jerusalem, 141,000
settlers is quoted for 1992, and 173,000 for 2000.%®

The Oslo concept created an open situation. On the one hand, the pressure of
the international community on Israel decreased perceivably and Israel’s image
was strongly improved after five years of Palestinian Intifada. Both of these factors
helped colonialization and occupation to continue without disturbance. On the

68 Cf. Hass, Amira, “Israeli Colonialism Under the Guise of the Peace Process (1993-2000),” in:
Hass 2006: 194-209, 208; Grinberg 2007: 129.



OCNOBCKNI MUPHBIV NPOLeCC: NanecTUHCKWI BapuaHT — 175

3TO NPOLLECC, COCTOALLMNI N3 «HEBONbLLMX LLAroB», AaNbHeliLllee pa3BuTre KOToporo byaeT
3aBUCETb OT XOZa NEPEroBOPOB.

Ho nockonbky M3pannb Bo3paxan npoTne apbuUTpoB 1, 6onee TOro, CTpeMuCcs
OT/IOXMUTb peLleHne K/toYeBbIX BONPOCOB Ha 6o/iee MO3AHWNI CPOK, 40 MOMEHTA
rneperoBopoB O MOCTOSAHHOM MOJIOXEHNM AeN, MHOroe ornpeAensinocb COOTHOLIEHNEM CUN
MeXAy ABYMSI CTOPOHaMU. BosHMkNa rmbpugHas cMTyaums, XxapakTepHas 41 0C/IOBCKMX NeT,
a VIMEHHO: MoKa LUV NeperoBopbl, MPOA0/KaNack 06bIYHAsA OKKyMNaLMOHHas NpakTunka ¢
Heo6X0ANMbIMUN N3MEHEHUAMU. B COOTBETCTBUM C NpejBapuTeNbHbIM NPeANoioXeHeM
Ocno 0 TOM, YTO K/toHeBble BOMPOChI KOHGMKTA B NH06OM Cilyyae byayT peLleHbl TONbKO
nosxe, 3pavnb nony4mn 6onbLle NPOCTPAHCTBA ANSt MaHeBpa, YTo6bl MPOAOIXKaTb
co3jaBaTb GaKTbl B CBOMX COBCTBEHHbIX MHTEpecax.

3TO NPOU3OLLIIO HECMOTPS Ha TO, UTO Bnarogapsi MPU3HaHWIO B kKayecTBe NapTHepa no
neperosopam nosuuus OOM yxe He 6bina Takoli 6eccunbHOM, Kak npexae. CUTyaums, B KOTOpoW
rpaxzaHckue NoAHOMOYMS U, ClefoBaTeNbHO, OTBETCTBEHHOCTL 3@ NaNecTUHCKOe HaceneHne bbinn
nepegaHbl NManectnHcko aBToHomMuu (Ocno II), B To BpeMs Kak U3pan/ibckoe BOeHHOe rocnoAcTBO
BCE eLLe COXPaHsN0oChb, XapakTepusyeTtcs rmbpuaHoi GpopmMynnpoBKoi neBoro kputmnka Ocno: «Ocno
KaK MpoAo/HKeHME OKKynaunm MNPHbIMK CPEACTBAMU».

MpaBnTeNbCTBO J1IeM60PUCTCKON NapTUN JaXKe He OCMeNNI0Ck HavaTb
[eKONOHM3aLMIo OKKYNMPOBAHHbIX TEPPUTOPUIA. HanpoTmB, OHO 1CKano Cnocobbl
COXPaHUTb 1 Jaxe PacLUMPUTL MPOeKTbI NoceneHns. HecmoTps HaOcno. C ogHow
CTOPOHBI, TMBPUAHBIN «pexxM Ocno» crnocobcTBoBas pasgeneHnio AByX HapoAo0B Npu
MOMOLLY BOEHHbIX. B 4acTHOCTU, NOANTUKA U30NALUN 3HAYNTENLHO OrpaHnymnia
CcBO6OAY NepesBUXeHNA NAaNeCTUHLEB N YXYALLWAA UX YCIOBUS XN3HW. C Apyron
CTOPOHbI, MPOAO/IKEHNE EBPENCKON KONOHM3aUNIM NanecTUHCKNX TEPPUTOPUIA
NPOTUBOPEUNNO Mjee pasfeneHns AByX HapoA0B, KOTOPYIo npegnonaran pexum Ocno.

VIMeHHO nog npeaJsioroM 3Toro MUPHOro npouecca Vi3pannb elle cuabHee NprBen CBO
NOANTNKY pasAeneHuns, NoAAEPXNBAEMYHO CUIOHN3MOM, B COOTBETCTBME C KOIOHM3aL e,
NOCKObKY pexunm OCno pasgenn nanecTMHCKme TeppuTopun 1 TeM CamblM Packoson
nanecTMHckoe o6LLecTBO. AMMpa Xacc obpaLlaeT BHUMaHMe Ha TO, YTO YMCN0 NOCeNEHLEB Ha
OKKYMVPOBaHHbIX TEPPUTOPUSAX (3a NCkNtoUeHeM BocTouHoro Nepycanvma) yaBomnock B Nepunoa c
1991 no 2000 rog, yseanumsLumnck ¢ 91 400 go 198 300. [ins BoctouHoro Mepycannma B 1992 rogy
6b110 3aperncTprpoBaHo 141 000 noceneHues, a B 2000 rogy — 173 000.68

KoHuenuus Ocno cosgana oTkpbITyto cutyaumio. C 0AHON CTOPOHBI, AaBaeHue
MeXZyHapOoAHOro coobLecTBa Ha V3pannb 3aMeTHO CHU3UAOCL, a UMUAX N3paunns
3HaUNTENbHO YAYYLLUICA MOCae NATU 1eT NanecTUHCKOM nHTudaabl. Oba aTnx dpakTopa
crnocobcTBOBaNN NPOAO/IKEHUNIO KONOHU3aUMKN 1 OKKYynaunnm 6e3 Kaknx-nmbo nomex.

68CM. Xacc, AMrpa, «/3panibCkinii KONOHMaNM3M Nog B1AOM MUPHOTo npouecca (1993-2000)», B: Xacc
2006: 194-209, 208; 'pnH6epr 2007: 129.
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other hand, the Zionist Right was fighting the progressing peace process, sup-
posedly heading towards a Palestinian state, while in actual fact the settlement
policy was still being actively pursued. For the Zionist Right also opposed the
option of a Palestinian pseudo-state controlled by Israel. It feared negotiations
that may lead to Israel having to yield up territories in Eretz Israel.

In contrast, the leadership of the Zionist Left was looking to find a middle
ground: negotiations and reconciliation in order that settlement and security may
be further ensured. Israel explicitly quoted the fight against terrorism, especially
against the religious Palestinian groups Hamas and Islamic Jihad, as a motivation
for the negotiations. At this, the Palestinian Authority was to serve as an auxiliary
power and relieve the Israeli army from this task.

As far as the Israeli government was concerned, the political goal as it pre-
sented itself from the perspective of the Palestinians, namely a Palestinian state
in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, was in no way a done deal in the years from 1993
to 1996. Thus Peres was in a political predicament. He was held responsible for
the peace process, which was associated exclusively with the political goal of a
Palestinian state. At least the Zionist Left desired that this goal be reached and
the world community expected it, even as the proponents of Eretz Israel battled
against it. But of all people, it was actually the leader of the peace government
who did not stand behind this aim.5°

The Zionist Left Trapped between Eretz Israel, Security and
Peace

As the architect of Oslo and leading politician, Peres had to support the peace
process before the domestic public even though he was against a Palestinian
state. Therefore, Peres’ own way of dealing with the ongoing peace process seems
absurd at times, especially when he came into a situation where he had to defend
it against the combative Right.”® It was problematic that the political goals of the
process were not transparent and thus could not be discussed.

So how exactly was Peres hoping to achieve peace? It is telling in this context
what aspects he chose to emphasize in a public talk about the Oslo Peace Process
on March 25, 1994 with the Jewish-religious Israeli philosopher Yeshayahu Lei-
bowitz — a fierce critic of the occupation policy since 1967. Leibowitz brought
the foreign minister face to face with the fact that “the violent Israeli occupying

69 Amar-Dahl 2010: 336-366.
70 Ibid. 366-370.
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C Apyroli CTOPOHBI, CUOHUCTCKME NpaBble 60POVCh MPOTUB NPOABUIatoLLErocsi MUPHOro npotecca, SKobbl
BejyLero K Co34aHnio NanecTMHCKOro rocy4apcTea, B TO BpeMs Kak Ha CaMmoM JeJie NoInTuka noceneHunii Bce eue
AKTVBHO npoBoAunachb. CnoHucTckme npaBble TakXe BbICTyNnaav NPoTUB BapMaHTa Co34aHNA NanecTMHCKOro
MCeBAOrocyAapcTBa, KOHTpoapyemoro M3paunem. OHY onacaanck NeperoBopoB, KOTOPbIe MOT/IW 6bl IPUBECTA K
TOMy, UTO V3pannio NpULLNOCL 6bl YCTYNWUTL Tepputopun.3pey Uspanss.

HanpoTtus, pyKoBOACTBO CMOHWCTCKMX /1EBbIX CTPEMUNOCH HATL 30/10TYI0 CepenHY: Neperosopbl 1
NPUMUNPEHNe.4/15 TOro 4To66IBO3MOXHO, byAyT 0becneyeHbl AONOAHUTENIbHbIE FapaHTUV NOCENEHUSA U
6e30nacHOCTU. M3pansb NpAMO ykasan Ha 60pb6by C Teppopr13MOM, 0CO6EHHO C NanecTUHCKUMMN
penurnosHbiMu rpynnpoekami XAMAC 1 «Mcnamcknii pknxag», Kak Ha MOTUBaLMIO /18 Meperosopos.
|_|pl/l 3ToM lNanecTnHckas aBTOHOMUSA AO/HKHA 6bina BbICTYMNaTb B Ka4yecTBe BCMOMOraTenbHON CUNbI
0CBO60ANTL N3Pan/IbCKYH apMUI0 OT 3TON 3aJauun.

C TOUKM 3peHnA N3PanIbCKOro NPaBUTebCTBA, NOANTUYECKas Lieb, Kak OHa NpeAcTaBnsnach
nanecTuHuaM, a UMeHHO CO3/aHne NanecTUHCKOro rocyAapcTea Ha 3anasHom 6epery 1 B cektope
[a3a, HMKOVM 06pa3oM He bblia cBepLUMBLUMMCA GakToM B nepurog ¢ 1993 no 1996 roa. Takmum
obpa3som, lMNepec okasancs B NOAUTUYECKOM 3aTPYAHUTENLHOM MONOXEHUW. Ha Hero Bo3noxunmn
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3@ MUPHBIA NPOLLECC, KOTOPbIV 6bla CBA3AH UCKAOUNTENBHO C MONNTUYECKOR
LieN1blo CO3AaHVIs ManeCTUHCKOro rocyaapcTea. Mo kpaiiHeli Mepe, CMOHUCTCKME NeBble Xenanu
AOCTVKEHUA 3TON LieIn, U M1POBOE COO6LLECTBO OXWAAN0 3TOTO, AaXe HECMOTPS Ha TO, UTO
CTOPOHHWKN3per M3pan/ibOHN 60poNnCL NPOTUB 3TOro. Ho, Kak HY CTPaHHO, UMEHHO Injep

MUPHOro NpaBUTENbCTBa He NojAepiKas 3Ty uenb.69

CUOHMCTCKUE NIeBble OKa3anuch B JIoBYLLKe MeXAy dpeu-Mcpasnb, 6e3onacHOCTbIO U

MUpOM.

Byayun apxmTeKkTopom cornatleHnii B 0o 1 BeAyLLMM NOANTUKOM, MNepec 6bin BbIHYXAeH
noAAep>X1BaTb MUPHBIA Npouecc nepes 06LLeCcTBEHHOCTLIO, HECMOTPSA Ha TO, YTO BbICTyNan NpoTuB
CO34aHNA NanecTUHCKOro rocygapcraa. Moatomy noaxog lMepeca K TekyLleMy MUPHOMY npoueccy
HOpOVI KaxxeTca a5cyp,ﬂ,HbIM, 0CO06EeHHO Korga emy npmxoaunniochb 3aliyaTtb ero ot BOMHCTBEHHO
HaCTPOEeHHbIX I‘IpaBbIX.70 [‘Ipo6nema 3aknkw4yanacb B TOM, YTO NonnTnyeckmne Leanm npoiecca He
6blnn npo3payHbIMA K, CejoBaTeIbHO, HE MOornn 06cy)Kp,aTbCﬂ.

Tak Kak xe nmeHHo lNepec Hageanca AoCTUYb M1pa? B 3ToM KOHTeKCTe nokasaTeNbHo,
Kakune acrnekTbl OH peLUuna NOAYEPKHYTb B MyBANYHOM BbICTYNAeHUN 06 OCIOBCKOM MUPHOM
npouecce 25 mapTa 1994 roga ¢ n3pannbckum punocopom-espeem Mewasry fleiibosumiem -
APOCTHBIM KPUTUKOM OKKYMNaLMOHHOM nonuTtukm ¢ 1967 roga. Slen6oBuL, NocTaBua MUHUCTPa

MNHOCTPAaHHbIX Aen nepej ¢aKTOM, UTO «HACUNBbCTBEHHAaA N3panibCkasa OokKKynauma

69Amap-flanb 2010: 336-366. 70Tam
Xe, cTp. 366-370.
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power has not been removed even following Oslo [I]; we have not retreated even
by a centimeter [from the territories in the Gaza Strip and Jericho, according to
Oslo I].” To which Peres replied, “I think, the Oslo Accords will be implemented
within a couple of weeks. We also intend to negotiate about other territories. [...]
But we have to proceed cautiously, as we always have to win over the majority
[of the Israeli-Jewish population] and at the same time have to fight [Palestinian]
terror.””*

Leibowitz countered the terror argument in reference to the Palestinians as
follows. “I know what terror means: two hundred and sixty children, the oldest
ones fifteen, were killed by Israeli soldiers. That is the meaning of occupation
policy.” As for Peres’ reasoning, it was meant to take into account the wishes of
the “Israeli broad center”: “This is why we want to get out of there. This is one of
the reasons why we do not want to be the policemen of the Palestinian people.”
But Leibowitz was skeptical of Peres’ statement of intent and confronted him
with political reality: “But we still are [the policemen of the Palestinian people].”
Peres responded that negotiations are in fact being conducted “in order to get out
of there.” Leibowitz, who stuck to his point of view that “we have not retreated
even by a centimeter,” had to put up with the following argumentation brought
forward by Peres: “But we can’t retreat like thieves in the middle of the night, can
we. After all, the Arabs [meaning the Palestinians] are killing their brothers over
there, sadly. Innocent Arabs are being killed by Arabs.””?

At this, Leibowitz objected that “this empathy with the Arabs is nothing but
hypocrisy.” And then he, a proponent of the two-state solution within the borders
of 1967, got to hear from the foreign minister what he really thinks about the Oslo
concept: “Just like you, I would be in favor of a permanent solution, but I just
don’t see any possibility of the two parties agreeing about the lines [...]. This is
why the Oslo concept is initially focused on creating a better climate [for negoti-
ations] in the hopes that it will be possible to draw a map which is acceptable to
both parties in the course of five years. [...] At this point in time, I cannot commit
to a permanent solution.” In Peres’ mind, the borders of 1967 were just no basis
for a solution. Instead he brought up his preferred confederation concept. Lei-
bowitz’ prediction from 1994 is telling here: “The things you say are not sincere.
Because what this factually means is the continuation of occupation of Pales-
tinian people. [...] We are going to continue pursuing [the occupation] in a sham
package of lies and hypocrisy. [...] This is sick hypocrisy.””?

71 Cf. “Thus Said the Angry Prophet to the Peace Architect,” Maariv, March 25, 1994.
72 Ibid.
73 Ibid.
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«BnacTb He 6bina oTHATa Aaxke nocne Ocno [I]; Mbl He OTCTYMWUAN HU Ha CAHTUMETP [C
TeppuTOpwUiA B cekTope Nasa 1 MepuxoHe, cornacHo Ocno I]». Ha uto Mepec otBetun: «4
Aymato, uto OcnoBCKMe cornalleHns byayT peann3oBaHbl B TeHeHue napbl Hegenb. Mbl Takoke
HamepeHbl BeCTU MeperosBopbl N0 APYrM TeppuTopusM. [...] Ho Mbl JOKHBI feicTBOBaTL
OCTOPOXHO, MOCKOIbKY HaM BCerja HYXHO 3aBOeBbIBaTb PacnonoXeHne 60bLLIVHCTBA
[M3pannbcko-eBpenickoro HaceneHns] n o 4HOBPEMEHHO 60pOThCA € [ManecTUHCKNM]
Teppopom».71

Jleii6oBuL, BO3pasna NPOTUB apryMeHTa O Teppope B OTHOLLEHUW NanecTuHLeB
cnepyoLWMM 06pasoM: «5 3Hato, UTO 3HAUUT TepPOP: N3paubCKue Conaatel younm ABectu
LecTbAecaT AeTel, CaMbiM CTapLUUM 13 KOTOPbIX NATHaALaTb. BOT UTo 3HaunT
OKKyMnaLmMoHHas NonnTuka». Yto kacaeTcs paccyxaeHunii MNepeca, To OHW 6bIAM NPU3BaHbI
yYeCcTb MoXeNnaHWs «LLIMPOKOro N3PanibCKOro LieHTpax»: «BoT nouemy Mbl XOTUM yinTu OTTyAa.
3T0 0fHa 13 NPUYMH, MOYEMY Mbl He XOTUM BbITb NONVLEACKMMUN ManecTUHCKOro Hapoaa».
Ho /leinboBuL, ckenTuyeckn OTHECCA K 3asB/ieHNt0 [epeca 0 HAMepPeHUsIX N CTONIKHYCA €
NONNTUYECKOW peanbHOCTbO: «<HO Mbl BCE eLLé [monmvueickue nanecTMHCKOro Hapoaal».
Mepec oTBETW/, YTO NEPEroBOPbLI Ha CaMOM Jefie BeAYTCS <A1 TOro, YTO6bI YATY OTTyAa».
Nein6oBKIL, KOTOPLIV YNOPHO NPUAEPKMBANCA CBOEN TOUKM 3PEHKS, YTO «Mbl HE OTCTYNNAN
HW Ha CaHTMMeTP», bbiN BbIHYX/AEH BbiCayLLaTb CegytoLme A0BoAbl Mepeca: «<Ho Mbl e He
MO>XeM OTCTynaTb, Kak BOPbl MOCPeAM HouW, He Tak n? B KOHLe KOHL0B, apabbl [umeeTcs B
BVAY NanecTUHLpI] ybrBatT TaM CBOVIX 6paTbeB, K coxaneHnto. Apabbl yb1BatOT HEBMHHbIX
apabos».72

Ha ato JleiiboBuL, BO3pasus, YTO «3Ta IMNATUA K apabam — He YTO MHOe, Kak
nnuemepue». VI Toraa oH, CTOPOHHMK peLleHns 0 Co34aHnu ABYyX rocyapcTs B npejenax
rpaHuy 1967 roaa, ycnsiwan oT MUMHUCTPa MHOCTPaHHbBIX AeN, YTO TOT Ha CaMOM Jefie JymaeTt
0 koHuenumn Ocno: «Kak v Bbl, 5 611 6bl 38 MOCTOSHHOE peLLeHKe, HO i MPOCTO He BUXY
HNKaKOW BO3MOXHOCTM 15 TOTO, YTO6bI 06€ CTOPOHbI A0r0BOPUANCE O INMHUAX [...]. IMeHHO
nosToMy KoHuenumsa Ocno n3HayalbHO CocpefoTOUeHa Ha Co3A4aHnK bonee 61aronpuSATHOro
KAMmarta [419 neperoBopoB] B HajeX /e, YTO B TedeHre NATU NeT yAacTCs COCTaBUTb KapTy,
npuemaemyto Ans obenx cTopoH. [...] Ha AaHHbI MOMEHT A He Mory rapaHTMpoBaTh
nocTosiHHOE peLleHne». o MHeHuto MNepeca, rpaHunubl 1967 roga NPoCcTo He ABNAINCH
OCHOBOVI 4191 peLleHnsi. BMecTo 3Toro oH NoAHsAM BOMPOC O NPeAnoYNTaeMolr UM KOHLeNUmun
KoHpegepauum. MpegckasaHue Jleribosrua 1994 roga 34ecb BeCbMa rnokasatesibHO: «Balum
C/10Ba HEUCKPEHHW. [TOTOMY UTO Ha CamMOM Jie/ie 3TO 03Ha4aeT NPOoAO/KEHNE OKKynaLmm
nanecTUHCKOro Hapoaa. [...] Mbl 6yaem npogonxkaTb [okkynaumio] B GUKTUBHOM GopMe /K 1

nvuemepus. [...] 3To oTBpaTUTENbHOE NnLemMepue».73

71CMm. «Tak ckasan pasrHeBaHHbI NPopok ApxutekTopy Mupa», Maapus25 mapTa 1994 roga. 72
Tam xe.

73Tam xe.
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But this “hypocrisy” does in fact follow its own logic if one keeps in mind
what a Palestinian state would mean for a Jewish nationalist and security politi-
cian of many years. Such a state had been a taboo topic for security-political and
political elites of the country since the founding of the state and the war of 1948.
In Peres’ eyes it is a danger for Zionist Israel, also in the mid-1990s.7*

Ultimately, even the Zionist Left “peace government” cannot relinquish mili-
tary dominance in the country, which would be dissolved by a Palestinian state in
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. Instead, by the mid-1990s, it was inefficiently
looking to close the abyss between the three maxims of security, Eretz Israel and
peace, as these proved to be mutually irreconcilable. An understanding of secu-
rity in which military dominance and the Zionist tenet of Eretz Israel as the land
of the Jewish people are assumed to be fundamental necessities renders peace
based on a two-state solution impossible.

Because Israel could not liberate itself from its two founding myths - the
security myth and the myth of the “promised land” — even under the leadership
of the Zionist Left, peace had to remain an unfulfilled dream. Nevertheless, the
Zionist Left keeps clinging to the peace process even years later because it is still
trapped in the peace ideology or the myth of peace and security. It is not able to
reflect on the contradictions between its Zionist goals and reality.

The actual difference between the two main camps of the Israeli political
spectrum is the belief in the compatibility of peace with one’s own conception
of the state. While the Zionist Right and religious Zionism do not aspire to peace
because they are not willing to pay its territorial and identity-political price, the
Zionist Left cleaves to the old Zionist ambition to normalize the relations between
Jews and non-Jews, founding myths notwithstanding. But this peace ideology
results in a depoliticization of peace: If the process of working towards peace
is perceived as something that takes place essentially in isolation from Israel’s
policy (which is seen as being in the interest of Zionist Israel, thus remaining
untouchable and unquestioned) and that hinges solely on the willingness of “the
Arabs” to recognize Israel, there really is little that can be done from the political
point of view. One can only keep hoping that the hostility of “the Arabs” will
disappear, while continuing to imagine peace and fight terrorism — by military
means, mind you.

74 Amar-Dahl 2010: 328-387.
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Ho 3To «inLemepue» Ha caMoM Jefle NOAUMNHSAETCS COBCTBEHHON N0T1Ke, eI yYeCTb, YTO 03Ha4ano
6bl NaNeCcTUHCKOe rocyAapCcTBO A eBPeckoro HauMoHanncTa 1 NonuTrka B cpepe 6€30nacHoCTU ¢
MHOroNneTHUM cTaxxeM. Takoe rocyAapcTBo 6bin0 TabympoBaHHOV TEMOW ANSt CUNOBBLIX U MONNTUYECKNX
3/INT CTPaHbl CO BPEMEHW OCHOBAaHWS rocyAapcTBa 1 BOMHbI 1948 roga. B rnasax Mepeca 370 onacHoOCTb Ans
cuoHuCTCKoro Mspanna., Takxe B cepeanHe 1990-x rogos.74

B KOHeuYHOM cueTe, faxke CMOHWCTCKOE J1IeBOE «MNPaBUTENILCTBO MUPa» HE MOXET 0TKasaTbCs OT
BOEHHOr0 roCrnoAcTBa B CTpaHe, KOTopoe 6b110 6bl pacnyLLeHo NanecTUHCKMM rocyAapcTBOM Ha
3anagHom bepery 1 B cektope asa. Bmecto aToro, k cepegunHe 1990-x rofos, OHO 6e3ycreLHo
NbITaNoCk NPeoAoNeTb NPONacTb Mexay Tpemsi MpuHUMnammn 6esonacHocTn.3pey V3panisin Mup,
MOCKOJ/IbKY OHUW OKa3anuncb B3aMMOMCKIYaoLWwmnMn. MoHMaHme 6e30nacHoCTY, B KOTOPOM
BOEHHOE rocrnoACTBO Y CUOHWUCTCKUIA NpUHLMNIper M3pan/islockoNbKy 3eMas eBpeiickoro Hapoaa
CYMTaeTCcs NepBoCTerneHHOM HEO6XOAMMOCTBIO, MUP, OCHOBaHHBIA Ha peLleHnn Npobaemsl nyTem
CO3JaHus ABYX rocyapcTs, CTaHOBUTCSA HEBO3MOXHbIM.

Mockonbky Mi3pannb He cMOr 0CBO60ANTLCA OT ABYX CBOVX OCHOBOMOAAraLwmx Mndos -
Mnda o 6e30nacHOCTN 1 MUda 0 «3eme 06eTOBaHHOI» — AaxKe Noj PYyKOBOACTBOM CUOHUCTCKNX
NeBbIX, MUP Tak 1 0CTanCcs HecobIBLLEKCA MeUTON. TeM He MeHee, CUOHUCTCKMNE NeBble NPOAOIXAoT
LennsTbCa 3a MUPHBI NpoLecc Aaxe CrycTa rogbl, NOTOMY UTO OHW BCé eLLé HaXOAATCSA B 1OBYLLKe
ngeonornm mupa nam mnéda o Mrpe 1 6esonacHocT. OHM He CMOCOBHbI OCMBICINTE MPOTUBOPEYUS
MeXAy CBOVIMWN CUOHUCTCKUMU LIeIAMU U PeasibHOCTbHO.

PeanbHoe pasnnuvie Mexay AByMS OCHOBHbIMU J1arepsiMn U3panibCkoro noJinTu4eckoro
cnekTpa 3ak/to4vaeTcs B Bepe B COBMECTVMMOCTb MMpa C COBCTBEHHbIM NpeAcTaBleHneM o
rocyAapcrse. B To Bpems kak CMOHUCTCKME NpaBble Y PeIMINO3HBIA CUOHU3M He CTPEeMSITCA K MUpY,
NOCKO/IbKY HE rOTOBbI MIaTUTh 3@ HErO TEPPUTOPUASIBHYHO N NAEHTUTAPHO-MONINTNYECKYHO LieHY,
CMOHUCTCKME NeBble NPUAEPXMBAIOTCA CTapOli CUOHWCTCKON Lieai HopMaiv3aLumm OTHOLLEHNIA
MeX/Ay eBpesMn N HeeBpesiMK, HeCMOTPS Ha OCHoBorMoaratLwme Muosl. Ho aTa naeonorns mmpa
NPVBOAUT K AeNOANTU3aLMM MMPA: eCIN NpoLecc paboTel Haj MUPOM BOCMPUHUMAETCS Kak HeyTo,
npovncxogsLLee rno cyTy N30/IMpoBaHHO OT MNOANTUKK V3pannsa (koTopas paccmaTpuBaeTcs Kak
oTBeuvaloLas NHTepecam CMOHUCTCKOro M3panns, octaBasicb, TakuM 06pasom, HeNnpUKOCHOBEHHOW
1 He NoABepraroLelicsi COMHEHMIO) 1 3aBUCsLLEee UCKTIUNTEIbHO OT FOTOBHOCTY «apaboB»
npusHaTb M3pannb, TO C NOANTNYECKON TOUKM 3PEHNS MaNo YTO MOXHO cAenatb. OCTaeTcs ToNbKO
HaJeATbCs, UTO BPaXAEBOHOCTb «apaboB» NCHE3HET, MPOAOIXKasA NPy 3TOM MeyTaTb O MUPE U

60pOTbCﬂ CTeppopn3MOM - 3aMeTbTe, BOEHHbIMW CpeACTBaMU.

74Avap-Jans 2010: 328-387.
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Exit of the Zionist Left

Peres’ depoliticized understanding of the Oslo Peace Process and his rejection of
the Palestinian Option proposed therein became obvious the moment he had to
take over the leadership of the state. Between the murder of Prime Minister and
Minister of Defense Yitzhak Rabin on November 4, 1995 and the voting out of the
Labor Party in late May 1996, it became clear in how far the Zionist Left under the
leadership of Peres really represented an alternative in the question of Palestine.

In October 1995, on occasion of the signing of Oslo II, the Minister of Foreign
Affairs Peres gave his assessment of the situation before the Knesset: “The perma-
nent solution will not result in a Palestinian state, but rather will be based on new
ideas.” He poses the rhetorical question:

Does autonomy [as stipulated in Oslo II] mean a Palestinian state? Not necessarily. It may
be a template for many things — for regulations, or demilitarized and even domination-free
[sic] territories. I believe that the permanent regulation will not be based on an existing
foundation [Oslo II], but on a series of completely new ideas.”

Even at this point in time, standing before the Israeli Parliament, the Foreign
Minister did not feel the need to elaborate on the actual content of his “new
ideas.” He also did not say which legal status he was planning to confer on the
Palestinian autonomy or the vacated Palestinian territories. Rather, he shifted the
focus to his actual objective: “Without Oslo II, Israel would have slipped into the
danger of a bi-national state which would not even have included coexistence.
Israel cannot and will not be an apartheid state.””®

Stressing Israel’s military and economic strength in this Knesset speech,
Peres went on to conclude that the decision for Oslo II was opportune at that
point in time. He points out that the Israeli army was the only one between Jordan
and the Mediterranean, and that the fight against terrorism was not only in the
interest of Israelis, but also of Palestinians: “The Palestinian Authority is well
aware of the fact that if it does not smash terror, it would be infiltrated by it.”””

Here, Peres makes his security-oriented understanding of the Oslo Process
very clear. On the one hand, the future of the Palestinian autonomy remains
vague, with no word being said about it. On the other hand, a clear task is given

75 Davar I, October 24, 1995.
76 Ibid.
77 Ibid.
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YXo/A CMOHUCTCKOro 1eBOro Kpbisia

[JlenonuTtnsnposaHHoe noHumMaHwme Nepecom OCNOBCKOro MYPHOIO NpoLiecca 1 ero HenpuaTue
npeasoXXeHHOro B HeM NnasecTnHCKOro BapmaHTa CTa/in o4eBrAHbl B TOT MOMEHT, KOrga eMy npuLinocb
B35Tb Ha cebsi pyKOBOACTBO rocyAapcTBOM. B nepuog mexay y6uiicTBoM npemMbep-MUHMCTPa U MUHUCTPA
060poHbI Mxaka PabuHa 4 Hosi6psa 1995 roga 1 nckaoyeHneM ns naptum «/fleibopucrckas napTus» B
KOHLie Masi 1996 rosa cTano sicHO, HaCKO/IbKO CUOHWCTCKME NeBbIe MOZ PYKOBOACTBOM Mepeca
AeCTBUTENbHO NPeACTaBAAAM cO60li anbTepHaTUBY B MasecTVHCKOM BoMpoce.

B oktsibpe 1995 roga, no ciyyato nognucaHuns cornaweHnin Ocno II, MuHMUCTp
MHOCTpaHHbIX Aen [Nepec Aan cBOK OLEeHKY cnTyaumn nepegkKHeccer«NocTosHHOe peLleHne
He npuBeAeT K CO34aHVI0 NanecTMHCKOro rocyAapcTBa, a byAeT OCHOBAaHO Ha HOBbIX MAEAX».

OH 3ajaeT pUTOPUYECKINiA BOMPOC:

O3HayvaeT /i1 aBTOHOMWSA [Kak 3To npeaycMoTpeHo B Ocnio II] co3gaHune nanecTMHCKOro rocyaapcrea? He obsizatensHo.
OHa moxeT CNY>XNTb 06pa3qOM ANA MHOTUX BeLL[eﬁ = ANA perynnpoBaHuvs, AeMUINTapnU30BaHHbIX U Aaxe CBOGO/_]HbIX oT
rocnoacTtea TEppI/ITOpVIVI. 5l cumTalo, UTO NOCTOsIHHOE perynmpoBaHmne 6yp,e'r 0OCHOBaHO He Ha cyLlecTByloLem

¢dyHaameHTe [Ocno II], a Ha psje coBepLUEHHO HOBbIX NAeA.75

Jaxe celiyac, BbICTynasi nepej nspavabCkum napaamMeHToM, MUHUCTP MHOCTPaHHbIX Jen He
CYes HyXXHbIM NOAPO6HO pacckasbiBaTb O COAEPXKaHUN CBOUX «HOBbIX nAeli». OH Takxe He
cKa3aJsl, Kakori MpaBoBOWA CTAaTyC NAaHMpPyeT NpUAaTe NanecTUHCKON aBTOHOMUN NN
0CBO6OXAEHHbIM ManecTMHCKUM TeppUTOpPUSM. BMecTo 3Toro oH nepex/oymni BHUMaHme Ha
CBOI UCTUHHYO Lenb: «be3 Ocno II M3pannb okasancs 6bl B 0NacHOCTU CTaTb
ABYHaUMOHaNbHbIM rocyAapCcTBOM, KOTOpOe Aaxe He npejronarano 6bl CoCyL|eCTBOBaHWS.
M3pannb He MOXeT 1 He ByaeT rocyAapcTBOM anaptenaa».76

MopyepkmnBas BOEHHYIO 11 3KOHOMUYECKYHO MOLLb /I3panns B 3ToM KOHTekcTe. KHecceTB
cBoeli peun lNepec 3ak/0UNI, YTO peLLeHre 0 3ak/IloYeHM BTOPOro cornatleHns B Ocno
6b1710 CBOEBPEMEHHBLIM B TOT MOMeHT. OH OTMETU, YTO M3paunsbekas apMus bbina
eiHCTBEeHHON Mexay NopaaHneli n CpeanseMHbIM MOpPeM, 1 YTO 60pbba C Teppopr3MOM
oTBeYasa HTepecam He TO/IbKO U3PauIbTsH, HO 1 NanecTuHUes: «ManecTuHckas asTOHOMUSA
npeKpacHo MOHNMAaET, YTO eC/I OHa He COKPYLLUT Teppop, TO cama byaeT UM NpoHnsaHa».77

3aecb ﬂepec O4YeHb YeTKO Bblpa>kaeT CBOE OpUEHTPOBaHHOE Ha 6e30MacHOCTb NOHVMaHWe
Ocnosckoro npokuecca. C O,CI,HOI‘/'I CTOPOHHbI, 6y,u,yu.lee NanecTMHCKO aBTOHOMMUIN OCTaeTcs

HeonpejeneHHbIM, 1 O HEM HAYEro He roBOpuUTCA. C ApyFOIZ CTOPOHbI, NOCTaB/ieHa 4eTKad 3ajava.

75/ asap 24 okTa6psa 1995 roga. 76
Tam xe.

77Tam xe.
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to the Palestinian Authority already in advance, namely to fight the Palestinian
terrorism directed against Israel so that it may not itself be destroyed by it.

Shortly after Peres took office as acting Prime Minister in November 1995, he
declared which points he wanted to give weight to in the peace process.”® In the
beginning, Peres assumed Rabin’s former double position as head of state and
minister of defense. But instead of giving the Foreign Ministry to his Vice Foreign
Minister Yossi Beilin, the man so strongly committed to the work on Israeli-Pales-
tinian relations, he conferred it to the former Chief of General Staff Ehud Barak,
aman who had taken a critical stance towards the Oslo Peace Process in his posi-
tion as army commander.

Soon Peres announced his plan: a regional peace between Israel and the
entire Arab world. For this reason he wanted to turn to Syria in the next months,
since “it is not pressing for now with the Palestinians.” The approaching elections
also played a role in this change: “Another peace ceremony in Washington [like
the one on September 13, 1993] - so it is assumed — would make the election cam-
paign superfluous.””® Assuming that by turning to the Syrian-Israeli scene Peres
pursued the goal of bringing his New Middle East closer, he was not successful.
The Syrian-Israeli negotiations in Maryland (USA) in January 1996 soon hit a dead
end. On this front, too, the territorial question remained the main obstacle.

That Peres did not actually wish to achieve peace in the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict by making more territorial concessions is also suggested by his attempt
shortly after the assassination of Rabin, i.e., before the implementation of Oslo
11, to include no other than the national-religious party Mafdal into his coalition.
Due to its adherence to the ideology of the “promised land,” Mafdal took a very
hostile stance towards the Oslo Peace Process.

What was Peres’ motivation for such a “rightward shift”? Grinberg attributes
it to the fact that Peres construed the murder of Rabin as well as the peace process
itself as a danger to the “unity of Israeli-Jewish society.” He promised the leaders
of Mafdal to not vacate any settlements, but nevertheless failed to win it for his
coalition. From then on, up until he was voted out by a narrow margin in the end
of May 1996, his actions were determined by the struggle to appease the oppo-
nents of Oslo by dissolving the already vague political differences between the
proponents and critics of the peace process. Thus, the political debate was shifted
from the reconciliation process with the Palestinians to the question of “national
unity” and the risk of a “disintegration of Jewish-Israeli society.”

78 Haaretz, November 8, 1995.
79 “The Leader of the New Middle East,” Haaretz, December 5, 1995.
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ManecTnHcKoOM aBTOHOMMM 3apaHee, @ UIMeHHO A1 60pbObl C NasecTUHCKM TEPPOPM3MOM,
HanpaBneHHbIM NPOTUB M3panns, 4Tobbl 1 OHa cama He 6bl1a YHUUTOXEHA UM.

Bckope nocne Toro, Kak Mepec 3aHA NOCT UCMNONHSAIOLLIEro 0653aHHOCTN NpeMbep-MUHUCTPa B
Hosibpe 1995 roga, OH 3aABWUJI, KaKMM MyHKTaM OH XO4eT NpuaaTe 6onbluee 3HaYeHVe B MUPHOM
npouecce.78 BHauane Mepec 3aHAN NPeXHIOK ABOVIHYI0 J0/KHOCTL PabnHa — rnaBbl rocyaapcrsa v
MUWHWCTPa 060pOHbI. Ho BMeCTO TOro, 4Tobbl NepeAaTe MOCT MUHUCTPA MHOCTPaHHbIX Aen CBoemy
3aMeCTUTeN0 MUHUCTPa MHOCTPaHHBIX Aen Moccu BelinnHy, Yenoseky, CToNb NpeAaHHoOMy paboTe Hag
MN3paunibCKO-NanecTUHCKMMM OTHOLLEHUAMM, OH Nepejan ero bbiBLIeMy HauyanbHUKY FeHepanbHoro wraba
Sxyay Bapaky, yenoseky, KOTOPbI, 6YAyUr KOMaHAYOLLM apMUeld, 3aHUMan KPUTUYECKYo NO3MLMI0 No
OTHOLLEHWIO K MUPHOMY npouieccy B Ocno.

Bckope Mepec 06bABUA 0 CBOEM M/IaHe: PervoHanbHbIN MUP Mexay Vi3paniem 1 Bcem apabckm
MUpoM. Mo 3To NprYrHE OH XoTen B banxaiLune MecsLbl 06paTUTbCs K CPUK, NOCKO/BKY «Ceiyac 3To
He VMeeT 60/IbLLIOro 3Ha4YeHNs ANa nanecTuHues». MpubavxaroLmecs BoIbopbl Takxke Cbirpanu posb B
3TMX N3MeHeHusXx: «ELe ogHa M1pHas LiepeMoHMs B BallmHrtoHe [nogo6Has Told, Yto coctosnack 13
ceHT6pst 1993 roga] - Kak npejnonaraeTcs - caenana 6bl U36MpaTeNbHY0 KaMNaHMIo N3NULLHeR».79
Mpeanonaras, 4To, 06PaTMBLLUMCE K CUPUIACKO-M3panibCKoMy Bonpocy, Mepec npecnesyeT Lenb CoNukKeHns
cBoero «HoBoro bavkHero Boctoka», oH He fo6buncs ycnexa. CMpuincko-mspannbckrie neperosopsl B
MspuneHge (CLLUA) B AsHBape 1996 roga Bckope 3aLuan B Tynuk. W Ha 3Tom ppoHTe TeppuUTopmanbHbIii
BOMPOC 0CTaBa/Cs FNaBHbIM NPENATCTBUEM.

O Tom, uTo lNepec Ha camoM gesie He Xenan JoCTUYb MUPAa B N3Pan/IbCKO-MaNeCcTUHCKOM
KOHQIMKTE NyTeM JanbHenLnx TeppuTopmanbHbIX YCTYNokK, CBUAETENbCTBYeET TakXke ero nomnbITka
BCKOpe nocsie ybuiictea PabuHa, To ecTb A0 peannsaumm cornaweHnii Ocno II, BKNHOUNTb B nNpoLecc
He KOro MHOro, Kak HaLMoHaNbHO-pPenurno3snyto napTu.Maggasms ero koannuyuio. bnarogaps
cBOEli NPUBEPXEHHOCTU NAELONOTNIN «3eMIN 06eTOBaHHOM», Mag4a/maHan KpaiiHe BpaxaebHyo
rno3nLMIo NO OTHOLLEHWUIO K MUPHOMY npoLeccy B Ocrio.

KakoBa 6bln1a MoTuBauus MNepeca Ana Takoro «casura BrnpaBo»? [pnHbGepr o6bsacHseT
3T0 TeM, uTo lMepec nctonkosan ybuincteo PabuHa, a Takxke cam MUPHBIV NpoLecc, Kak yrposy
«eJVIHCTBY N3panbCKo-eBperickoro obLectsar. OH noobelan nngepamMaggasEmy He
YA3aNnocb 0CBO6OANTL HU OAHO NoceseHne, HO TeM He MeHee OH He CMor obecneunTb nobegy
cBoeli koanmumn. C Tex nop, BNaAoTb A0 €ro cMeLleHnsa ¢ He6oNbLLMM nepeBecoM rosocos B
KOHLe mas 1996 roga, ero AencTenst onpeaensnncb 60pL60li 3a yMMpoTBOpeHne
NPOTMBHMKOB OCNO NMyTeM yperynmpoBaHns 1 6e3 TOoro HessCHbIX MONTUYECKNX Pa3HOriacui
MeXay CTOPOHHUKaMM U KPUTUKaMN MUPHOrO npouecca. Taknmm 06pasom, NoamntTuyveckas
ANCKYCCUSA CMecTUNach C npouecca NPpUMUPeHnNs € NanecTrnHLUaMm Ha BOnpoc

«HalMOHa/IbHOro eaMHCTBa» N pUCK «pacnaja eBpe|7|CKo-|/|3pa|/|anKoro 06L1J,eCTBa>>.

78XaapeL8 Hoabps 1995 roaa.
79««Jlngep HoBoro bamxHero Boctoka». Xaapeys aexabpsa 1995 roga.
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Peres’ overtures to Mafdal so shortly after Rabin’s murder lead the Israeli
publicist Jacob Jona to ironically label this closing of ranks a “hysteric alliance”
— by which he alludes to the party-political so-called “historic alliance” between
Mapai and Mafdal in the first three decades of Israeli policy. In this context,
Jona criticized Peres’ lack of collegiality towards his “natural political allies” for
peace, such as the Zionist Left party Meretz, Reform Judaism and the Israeli Pales-
tinians.®® Whether Peres really saw these avowed supporters of the peace process
as his “natural allies,” and whether he sought the coalition with the national-re-
ligious camp out of “hysteria” and not due to an ideological closeness (possibly
in order to have an alibi to back down should it look like territorial compromises
were looming in the peace talks) can be deduced from his policy.

In December 1995, Peres withdrew Israeli troops from Palestinian cities in the
West Bank, as stipulated in the Oslo II Accord. Regions A and B, comprising the
twenty-seven percent of fragmented territorial dominions in the West Bank, were
transferred to the Palestinian authority, while Region C (seventy-three percent)
remained under Israeli dominance. The Jewish settlements remained in place
with the consent of the PA, and the Islamic resistance was neutralized by Arafat,
who even convinced its representatives in the Palestinian territories to accept the
Oslo Accords. As for Peres, he got moderate representatives of the Jewish settlers
to consent to Oslo II, promising to upgrade their bypass road network and expand
existing settlements in return.

Thus, Oslo IT was mostly realized by December 1995. In January 1996, Peres
admitted elections for the presidency and the Palestinian Counsel in the Pales-
tinian territories, which, although provided in Oslo I Accord, had been repeatedly
postponed. Thereby another important precondition for entering into the last
phase of the negotiations that was to bring about a permanent solution was met.

Peres also remained true to his concept of “soft borders” with regard to the
question of a boundary wall, and stopped the construction project that was
already underway.®' The idea of building a boundary wall had come up in reaction
to a deadly attack by the Islamic Jihad on Israeli soldiers within the “Green Line”
in January 1995. The pressure from the Israeli public to actually realize the sepa-
ration of both peoples, as it is aspired to in the Oslo Peace Process, was mount-
ing. In addition to the lockdown policy being pursued in the occupied territories,
the Rabin government was also considering the construction of a boundary wall
with the objective of increasing the consciousness for the borders that had been
fading since 1967. Despite considerable resistance from the settler leadership,

80 Jona, Jacob, “The Hysteric Alliance,” Maariv, December 11, 1995.
81 Davar 1, November 26, 1995.
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npegnoxeHuns NepecaMaggasBckope nocne youiictea PabnHa n3pannbckumii
ny6anumcT koo VioHa MPOHNYHO Ha3Baj 3TO CI0YeHNE «NCTEPUYECKNM COO30M».

- NOCPeACTBOM Yero OH HaMeKaeT Ha Tak Ha3biBaeMbI NAPTUAHO-MONNTUYECKIT «MCTOPUYECKUNIA CO3»
mexay Manam Mag4a/ms nepebie TpU AECATUNETUSA U3PaUIBbCKON MOANTVKM. B 3TOM KOHTeKcTe MoHa
KPWUTMKOBAaN OTCYTCTBME KONNEranbHOCTL y Mepeca Mo OTHOLLEHWIO K ero «eCTeCTBEHHbLIM MOANTUYECKUM
CO3HMKaM» B Aefie MMPa, TakUM KakK CUOHNCTCKas NeBas napTus. MepeyPepopMUCTCKNA nyaansm n
n3pannbckune nanecTHLpl.80 JeiicTBUTeNnbHO An Mepec cumtan 3TUX SPbIX CTOPOHHWUKOB MUPHOTO
NpoLIecca CBOVMIMM «eCTECTBEHHBIMUN COKO3HUKAMMU» U CTPEMINICS JIN OH K KOANULMM C HALMOHANBHO-
PeNUrnosHbIM Slarepem 13 «MCTeprn», a He 13-3a NAE0N0TrNYeckol 611M30CTY (BO3SMOXHO, UTO6bLI MeTb
annbu Ha cnyyaii, eciv Ha MUPHbIX MEePeroBopax BO3HVKHYT OnaceHs Mo NOBOJAY TePPUTOPUANbHbIX
KOMMPOMMCCOB), MOXHO MOHATH U3 €ro NOANTUKN.

B aekabpe 1995 roga Mepec BbiBeN U3pannbCkme BOMcKa U3 MNaneCcTUHCKMX FOPOA0B Ha
3anasHoMm 6epery, Kak 370 6b110 NpeAycMoTpeHo B OCN0BCKMX cornatleHnsx II. PeroHsl A n B,
cocTasnsitoLme 27% pasgpobneHHbIX TeppuTopUuanbHbIX BnajeHuli Ha 3anagHom bepery, 6bian
nepegaHbl ManecTMHCKOM aBTOHOMUK, B TO BpeMs Kak pervioH C (73%) ocTancs noj n3panabCknm
KOHTponeMm. EBpelickune noceneHns ocTanncb Ha CBOMX MecTax ¢ cornacus ManecTHCKom
aBTOHOMUW, & NCNAMCKOe CONPOTUB/IEHME bbIN0 HelTpan3oBaHo ApadaTom, KOTOPLIV gaxe
ybeaunn cBoux npeActaBuTeneli Ha NanecTUHCKNX TepPUTOPUAX MPUHATL OCNOBCKME cornatleHus.
Yro kacaetcsi Mepeca, OH A06WICA cOrnacus yMepeHHbIX NpejcTaBuTeNel eBpencknx noceseHues
Ha Ocnosckume cornatleHus II, noobelas B3aMeH MOAEPHN3NPOBATL UX CETb 06bEe3/AHbIX 40POr U
pacwmpuTb CyLLLeCTBYHOLLME NOCeNeHNS.

TakvMm obpasom, OcnoBckue cornatleHus Il 6b11M B OCHOBHOM peann3oBaHbl K gekabpto 1995 roga. B
AHBape 1996 roaa Mepec gonycTn NpoBejeHne BbI6OPOB Npe3naeHTa 1 MNanectnHCKoro coseta Ha
NanecTMHCKUX TeppUTOpPUAX, KOTOpPbIE, XOTA 1N 6b1nn npeaycMoTpeHbl B OcCnoBCKUX cornatleHmsax I,
HeOoAHOKPaTHO OTK/aAblBaANCh. TeM caMbiM 6bI/10 BLINMOHEHO €eLLie OAHO BaXHOe yCI0BYe 415 BCTYNeHUs
B 3aK/t0UNTeNIbHYIO a3y NeperoBopoBs, KOTOpas A0/KHa 6biaa NPUBECTN K OKOHYATEIbHOMY PeLLEeHNIo.

Mepec Takxe ocTancs BepeH CBOEM KOHLENUMN «MATKNX FPaHnLp B OTHOLLIEHWUI BOMpoOca O
NOrpaHNYHON CTeHe N OCTAaHOBWA YXKe HauaBLUNIACA CTPOUTENbHbIN NpoekT.81 Maea cTponTenscTa
NOrpaHNYHON CTeHbI BO3HMK/A B OTBET Ha CMEPTOHOCHOe HanajeHune «/lcnamckoro Axmxaga» Ha
M3pannbCKMX CONAAT B Npesenax «3eneHor NMHmm» B aHBape 1995 roga. [laBneHune co CTOPOHbI
M3pannbCKO 06LLECTBEHHOCTU C Liebio GpakTUUeCKoro pasjeieHns AByX HapojoB, KaK 3To
npegycMoTtpeHo B OC/I0BCKOM MVPHOM fipoLiecce, Hapactano. B gononHeHune K nonuTrke
N30M15LMM, MPOBOAVMOM Ha OKKYMMPOBaHHbIX TEPPUTOPUAX, MPaBUTENLCTBO PabuHa Takxe
paccmaTpuBano CTPOUTENLCTBO NMOrPaHNYHON CTEHbI C LIeNbI0 MOBbILLIEHWA 0CBEJOMIEHHOCTN O
rpaHuLax, KoTopas Hadana cTmpatbea ¢ 1967 roaa. HecMoTps Ha 3HauMTeIbHOe CONPOTMBAEHME CO

CTOPOHbI PYKOBOACTBA NOCENEHLIEB,

80/>xoHa, Ako6, «cTepunyeckunii anbsHc», Maapmrsl1 aekabps 1995 roga. 81
Aasaps, 26 Hosbps 1995 roga.
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Rabin increasingly endorsed the re-erection of the borders, even if they should
not correspond to the borders of 1967.%

However, there was a difference of opinion between Israel’s business elites,
who were adverse to any separation of the two economic areas (a position that
is reflected in Peres’ idea of “open economic borders of the New Middle East”),
and the “security elites” under Rabin’s leadership that gave priority to “defense
borders.”®3 How pronounced the dichotomy really was between these two elites
regarding the boundary wall question is debatable, though. For not only is it more
than doubtful whether the military leadership really shared Rabin’s position as
he increasingly promoted the separation solution and whether they really did
approve of the withdrawal from the territories, it is also unclear whether the “eco-
nomic factor” was really all Peres had in mind when he invoked the unity of the
country.

After all, as the business elites were anxious to hold on to their dominance
over the Palestinian market, military control over the entire country was indis-
pensable if the interests of that business elite were to be upheld.®* Accordingly,
Peres had to insist on military dominance, even if the economic aspects and inter-
ests of the Israeli business elites really were the only thing he was focused on.
And this point of view does not really allow for a dividing wall.

According to Grinberg, Rabin had resolved to build a boundary wall along the
“Green Line” of 1967 since any other location would have meant breaching the
agreement with the PLO. The re-establishment of the borders of 1967 would not
only have meant a premature regulation of the border issue, but would have made
the question of settlement even more explosive. Thus, a boundary wall would
frustrate the intended blurring of the borders, and as such go against Israeli dom-
inance in the Palestinian territories.

The new prime minister surely did not wish to determine the “permanent
borders” too early in the game, and he ordered the halting of preparations for the
construction of the separation wall as early as November 1995. Peres described
in flowery language the “creation of ‘industrial parks’ in the ‘areas around the
border lines’,” particularly for the purpose “of creating employment opportuni-
ties for the Palestinians, which would result in good neighborly relations.”®

Ultimately, Peres’ political decision to not recognize the borders of 1967 was
in the interests of both elites that were supposed to stand behind the Oslo Process

82 Grinberg 2007: 133-134.

83 Ibid. 135.

84 Grinberg 2007A: 38-45.

85 Davar I, November 26, 1995.
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PabuH Bce 60/bLLIE CKNOHSAICA K BOCCTAHOBNEHWIO FPaHNLL, AaXe eC/ivi OHU He JO/IKHbI 6bln
COOTBeTCTBOBATb rpaHunuam 1967 roga.82

OAHaKo CyLLecTBOBaNN Pa3HOrIacua MexXay U3panabCckol BU3HeC-311TO, koTopas
BbICTyNana NPoTMB NHO6Oro pasgeneHuns 4BYX SKOHOMUYECKNX PErMOHOB (Mo3nuus,
oTpaxeHHas B njee Nepeca 06 «OTKPbITbIX 3KOHOMUYECKMX FPaHNLLax HOBOro bavxHero
BocToka»), 1 «anuTon 6esonacHoOCT» Noj PyKOBOACTBOM PabuHa, koTopas oTgaBana
npuopuTeT «060POHUTENBHBIM rPaHNLAaM».83 HackonbKO BblpaXeHHbIM 6bL10 3TO
pacxoxXxAeHne B0 MHEHUSAX MeXy ABYMS 3MTaMM MO BOMPOCY O MOrpaHNYHOI CTeHe,
oCTaeTcsa CnopHbIM. bosiee ueM COMHUTENILHO, Pa3Aensano M BoeHHOoe PyKOBOACTBO
nosnuuio PabrHa, KOTopbIl BCe 60/bLUE NPOABUTan peLleHre 0 pas3geneHnu, 1
[eCTBUTENIbHO I OHO 0Z06PSA/I0 BbIBOJA BOWCK C TEPPUTOPWUIA, @ TaKKe HEeACHO,
AeViCTBUTENBHO NN «3KOHOMMNYECKNIA pakTop» bbla e AUHCTBEHHBIM, YTO UMmen B BUAY lepec,
KOrZia roBopusl 0 eJMHCTBE CTPaHbI.

B KOHLie KOHLIOB, MOCKOJIbKY 613HEC-3/1MTa CTPEMMIACk COXPaHNUTL CBOE rOCMOACTBO Haj
nanecTUHCKMM PbIHKOM, BO€HHbI KOHTPO/Ib Haj, BCE CTPaHO 6bl1 HEO6XOANM ANS 3aLLNThI
NHTepecoB 3To 6nsHec-311Tb1.84 COOTBETCTBEHHO, Mepec fo/XeH bbl1 HacTanBaTb Ha
BOEHHOM rOCMOACTBE, JaXKe eC/I SKOHOMUYeCcKMe acnekTbl U HTepeckl U3PansbCKomn
613HeC-311Tbl BbINN eNHCTBEHHbLIM, Ha YeM OH cocpeoToumBancs. M 31a Touka 3peHus Ha
camMOM Jenie He oMnycKaeT BO3BeAeHWSA Pa3jennTeNbHON CTeHbI.

Mo cnosam prHGepra, PabyH NPUHAN peLLeHne NOCTPOUTL NOrPaHNYHYO CTeHy BAO/b
«3eneHon AnHUM» 1967 roaa, NOCKoNbKY Ntoboe Apyroe MecTornonoxeHne o3Ha4ano 6ol
HapyleHuve cornaleHus ¢ OOTM. BocctaHoBneHMe rpaHunL, 1967 roga o3Havano bbl He TONbKO
npexzeBpeMeHHOoe yperynmpoBaHvie NorpaHNyHoro Bonpoca, Ho 1 cAenano 6bl Bonpoc o
noceneHusx ellle 60nee B3pPbIBOONACHLIM. TakM 06pa3oMm, MOrpaHNYHas cTeHa noMellana 6bl
3annaHMpPOBaHHOMY pa3MbIBaHWIO FPaHUL, 1, CejoBaTe/IbHO, MPOTMBOPEeUMNaa bbl N3pPanabCKOMY
rocnoACTBY Ha NanecTUHCKNX TePPUTOPUSAX.

HoBbI NpeMbep-MUHNUCTP, 6e3yC/IOBHO, He XOTeN onpeaensiTb «MOCTOSIHHbIe
rpaHnLbl» CIVLLKOM paHo, 1 yxe B Hos6pe 1995 roga oH pacnopsanics
OCTAaHOBUTb NOATOTOBKY K CTPOUTENBCTBY pa3,u,er||/|Tean0|7| CTeHbI. I'Iepec
BUTMEBATbIMW CIOBaMU onncan «co3gaHme ,MpoMbILLUNEHHbIX I'IapKOB" B ,,pa|7|0Hax
BAONb IMHNIN I'paHVILI,bI"», B YaCTHOCTW, C Lle/Iblo «COo34aHNA pa60tw|x MecT Anqa
nanecTMHLEeB, YTO NPMBeO bbl K O6POCOCEACKMM OTHOLLEHUAM».85

B KoHe4HOM cyeTe, NonUTUYeCKOe peLleHve MNepeca He Npu3HaBaTk rpaHuLbl 1967 roga 6b110

B MHTepecax obeunx anuT, KOTOpble AO/IKHbI 6b11n nojgaep>xueaTtb OcnoBcKkuin npovecc.

82lpuH6bepr 2007: 133-134. 83
Tam xe, 135.

84l pnH6epr 2007A: 38-45. 85
Aasap 126 Hoabps 1995 roaa.
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in 1993. The business elites were eager for the closure of the borders between the
Palestinian autonomy and Egypt and Jordan in order to avoid the import of cheap
goods. This in turn conformed to the goals of the military leadership that saw the
control over the Palestinians and the isolation of their territories from all sides as
a security-political priority in facilitating the fight against Palestinian terrorism.%¢

This overlaps with the interests of the settler movement that had tradition-
ally been supported by Peres. And with the political level under the leadership
of Peres likewise rejecting a Palestinian state in the West Bank, the Palestinian
Option did not really stand a chance. Already in the turbulent days after Rabin’s
assassination, Peres offered the following comment:

I have always said that peace with Jordan would arrive — and that is indeed the case. I have
always said ‘Gaza First’ — and that, too, has come to pass. Also, I have always said, a ‘func-
tional confederation solution’ should be realized in the West Bank. You have to believe me
that this will ultimately happen as well.*”

In any case, in his short time in office as the head of government Peres took
several measures to push through his solution concept for the West Bank, even if
neither “industrial parks” were created in the process, nor could there be any talk
of “good neighborly relations.” By the end of 1995, the political reality increas-
ingly started to resemble the well known “old security order” — and that despite
the implementation of Oslo I1.%88

The acting prime minister quickly took a “security-political position” and
made two central military decisions that would soon dominate the less than
peaceful atmosphere in the country in the first half of 1996. In January 1996, Peres
ordered the killing of the Palestinian terrorist Yahya Ayyash, triggering a wave of
terror that swept over Israel in the months of February and March. Then, in April
1996, the Prime Minister and Minister of Defense authorized a military operation
in Lebanon.

Grinberg interprets Peres’ war policy as a failed attempt to imitate the ultimate
“man of security,” former General Rabin, who had forced through a similar opera-
tion in Lebanon in the summer of 1993, and under whose power of command the
leader of the Islamic Jihad was liquidated in October 1995, shortly before Rabin
himself was assassinated. In how far Peres actually stood behind this strategy
of distinguishing himself as a “man of security” with a view to the approaching

86 Grinberg 2007: 139.

87 Galili, Orit, “Beilin in Search for Bonds, Peres Walking Backwards — Words One Cannot Say
Before the Elections,” Haaretz, November 29, 1995.

88 Grinberg 2007: 161-162.
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B 1993 rogy 613Hec-311Ta CTPEMUIACh K 3aKPbITUIO FPaHL, MeXAyY NanecTUHCKON aBTOHOMUEN 1
ErvnTom 1 MopaaHueii, 4tobbl n3bexaTts MMMNopTa AelleBbix TOBapoOB. 3TO, B CBOO 0Yepesp,
COOTBETCTBOBAJIO Lie/IsIM BOEHHOI0 PYKOBOACTBA, KOTOPOE PaccMaTpUBaso KOHTPOJb Haj
nanecTyHUaMn 1 N30/5SLMI0 UX TEPPUTOPUIA CO BCEX CTOPOH KakK NpropuTeT B chepe 6e30MacHOCTN
1 MONNTKKM, CMOCOBCTBYHOLWMNIA 6opbbe ¢ NanecTUHCKNUM Teppopu3Mom.86

3To coBrajaeT C MHTepecamMu MoceeHYecKoro AB/XKeHWNs, KOTOpPoe TPagNLIMOHHO
nogaepxwsan MNepec. A NOCKOIbKY NOANTUYECKUI YPOBEHb MOoJ PyKOBOACTBOM epeca
TakKXke OTBepras co3jaHne NanecTUHCKOro rocyapcrea Ha 3anagHom 6epery, NanecTMHCKNIA
BapVaHT NpakTUYeCcKy He MMeN LLIAHCOB Ha ycrex. Yxe B 6ypHble AHV nocie youiicTea

PabuHa lMNepec Bbickaszan cnegyloLlee 3ameyaHume:

51 Bcerga roBopu, YTo Mup ¢ MlopgaHuerli HacTynuT - 11 3To AeicTBUTeNbHO Tak. 51 Bcerga roopun: «fasa
npexge BCero» - 1 370 Toxe c6blNock. Kpome TOro, s BcerAa roBopw, UTo Ha 3anagHoM 6epery A0/MKHO 6biTh
peanun3oBaHO «pyHKLMOHaNbHOEe KoHdeepaTBHOe peLleHne». MoxeTe MHe NOBepPUTb, YTO B KOHEYHOM

nTore 3To ToXe nNpounsonaert.87

B ntobom ciiyuae, 3a KOpoTkoe BpeMsi MpebbiBaHMs Mepec Ha NOCTy rnaBbl NPaBUTENLCTBA
NpeAnpyHAA PsA Mep ANS NPOABUKEHVS CBOel KOHLENLMMN peLleHns npobnembl 3anagHoro
bepera, XOTA NPV 3TOM He bbINN CO34aHbl HN «MPOMBbILLIEHHbIE NapKM», HX AaXe 3aroBopbl O
«A06POCOCEACKNX OTHOLLEHUAX» CTanN HeBO3MOXHbI. K KoHLYy 1995 roga nonvtunyeckas
peanbHOCTb BCe 60/bLLe CTana HanoMMHaTb XOPOLLIO U3BECTHbIN «CTapblii NOPAA0K 6e30MnacHOCTU»
- 1 3TO HECMOTPS Ha BbINOHeHWe cornatueHnin Ocno I1.88.

McnonHsowmii 0693aHHOCTY NPeMbep-MUHUCTPA BbICTPO 3aHAN «MONNTUYECKYHO NO3ULMI0 B
cdepe 6€30MacHOCTV» 1 MPUHAN ABa KNIOYEBbIX BOEHHbIX PeLLeHNs], KOTopble BCKOpe CTanu
LOMVHMPOBAaTb B HECMOKOHOW aTMocepe cTpaHbl B NepBoii nonosrHe 1996 roga. B sHBape 1996
roga Mepec oTAan nNpukas 06 ybuiictBe NanecTMHCKOro Teppopucta Axoeun AisiLLa, YTO BbI3BaNO
BOJIHY Teppopa, NpokaTueLlytocs no Mspaunto B pespane n mapte. 3aTem, B anpene 1996 roga,

npeMmbep-MMHUCTP N MUHUCTP OGOpOHbI CaHKLUMOHMPOBann BOEHHYH onepauuto B Nneaxe.

TPUHGBEpPr NHTEPMPETMPYET BOEHHYIO NOAWNTMKY Mepeca kak HeyAauHyto NomnbITKy NoApaxaTb
obpasy «4enoBeka 6e30MacHOCTU» — 6biBLLUEro reHepana PabuHa, koTopeblii neTom 1993 roga
NpoBe/ aHaNorNYHyto onepauuio B /lnBaHe, 1 NOA YbMM KOMaHAOBaHVeM B oKTsi6pe 1995 roga 6bin
NVKBUANPOBaH Nnaep «Mcnamckoro Axmxaga», Hesagonro 4o yéuiictea camoro PabuHa. Hackonbko
Mepec AeNCTBUTENBHO NPUAEPXMBACS STOW CTpaTerm, nsobpaxas cebs «4enoBekom

6e30MacHOCTM» B NpesABepUM HaABUTatoLLENCs BOMHbI.

86l pnH6epr 2007: 139.
87Tannnn, OpuT, «beinnH B nomckax obnurauyuia, Mepec naeT Hasag - C/10Ba, KOTOpble Heb3A
NPOV3HOCUTL Nepej Bbibopamu», Xaaper29 Hosbpsa 1995 roga. 88MpuHbepr 2007: 161-162.
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elections, and whether he possibly agreed to it under the influence of bad advis-
ers, it is hard to say.

However, the fight against terrorism by means of targeted killings and mil-
itary operations is no exception in Israel’s security policy, and is instrumental-
ized also for the purposes of electoral campaign. What is striking here is that the
leader of the peace camp did not want to pin his re-election on the continuation
of the peace process, but rather on his military stance. These two security-politi-
cal decisions — which ultimately led to an electoral defeat — are the flipside of the
depoliticization of the peace process.

In his election campaign, Peres focused on covering up the political debate
between the peace camp and the Oslo opponents while quietly discontinuing
the Israeli-Palestinian talks. He led a depoliticized electoral campaign in which
neither the Israeli-Palestinian relations nor the political assassination of Rabin
that was directly related to it were addressed.®® Confident about his re-election,
Peres even chose to see the electoral campaign itself as a depoliticized matter. Not
only did he avoid discussing the position of the Labor Party concerning peace, he
also pursued his “strategy of ignoring” in a televised debate with his challenger
Benjamin Netanyahu (1949-) on the eve of the election. He simply dodged polit-
ical confrontation.®®

Peres’ tactics included a decisive political move in the peace process. He
refused to begin negotiations with the Palestinians about a permanent solution
before the election. At this point in time, Peres could not take up the agreement
in principle for a permanent solution that had been secretly negotiated by Yossi
Beilin and the Palestinian representative Mahmud Abbas (1935-) in Stockholm,
let alone make it the basis of his peace policy.

In a nutshell, the Beilin/Abu-Masen Paper provided for a demilitarized Pales-
tinian state that was supposed to comprise ninety-four percent of the West Bank,
wherein the remaining six percent (seventy-five percent of which were Jewish set-
tlements) were to be compensated for by a region in southern Gaza. The Muslim
holy sites in East Jerusalem would get an exterritorial status, and the Palestinian
capital would have been allowed outside the city limits of Jerusalem as deter-
mined by Israel. According to Shlaim, this paper, called the “coup of the century”
by the Palestinian negotiating partner Hussein Agha, was rejected because “Peres
could not be persuaded to endorse the plan, for three main reasons: he wanted

89 Peres’ closest advisor Uri Savir even stresses that the discussion of the differences with the
Palestinians regarding the pending permanent solution involve the danger of the Labor Party not
being re-elected. This is why the talks were shifted to Syria. Cf. Galili 1995.

90 Bar-Zohar 2006: 666.
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prAHO CKa3aTb, cornawuanca 1M oH Ha 3ToO Noj BAAHMEM N10Xmnx
COBETHUKOB.

OpHako 6opbba € TeppopU3MOM NOCPEACTBOM LiesieHarnpaBieHHbIX YOUIACTB 1 BOEHHbIX
onepauuni He SBASETCA UCK/IOYEHVEM B MOANTMKe 6e30MacHOCTM M3panns 1 cnonb3yeTcs
TaKxe B LiefsiX NpeABbl6opHON KamnaHuw. MprmMeyaTtenbHO, YTO INAEP MUPHOTO areps He
X0Tes1 060CHOBLIBATL CBOE Nepen3bpaHne NPoAO/KEHIEM MUPHOrO NpoLecca, a ckopee
CBOeV BOeHHOW nosuuueid. 3Tn ABa peLleHns B chepe 6e30MacHOCTM U MONUTUKN, KOTOpble B
KOHEeYHOM UTOre NPUBeN K MOPaXeHWto Ha Bblibopax, ABNSOTCA 06paTHON CTOPOHO
AenonanTnsaumm MMPHOro npotiecca.

B cBoeli n3bmpaTenbHol kaMnaHum MNepec cocpesoToOUNICS Ha 3aManyMBaHNN MOAUTUYECKNX
[1e6aToB MeXy CTOPOHHMKaMMN MVpa 1 NPOTUBHUKaMn OCNo, 0AHOBPEMEHHO TUXO NpeKpaTuns
13panbCKo-MNanecTMHCKe neperoBopbl. OH NPoBe A4enoNNTU3MPOBAHHYIO0 N3bMpaTe/bHYHO
KamnaHuio, B KOTOPOU He 3aTparnBaancb HU N3panibCKo-NanecTUHCKNe OTHOLLEHNS, HU
nonnTMyeckoe youiictBo PabrHa, HenocpeACTBEHHO CBSi3aHHOE C HUMI.89 YBepeHHbIli B CBOeM
nepens6paHuy, Nepec gaxe peLuna paccMaTprBaTh CaMy M36MpaTebHYH KaMMaHMIo Kak
AEenonnTn3npoBaHHbIV Bornpoc. OH He TONbKO mn3beran o06cyxaeHNs No3numnmn JleinbopunctTckor
napT1n No BOMPOCY MMPa, HO 1 NPOAOJIXKaN CBOK «CTPATErMo UTHOPMPOBAHUA» B TENEBU3NOHHbIX
febaTax co CBOVM COMepHUKOM BrHbAMMHOM HeTaHbsXy (1949-) HakaHyHe BbI6opoB. OH NpocTo
YKJIOHSANCS OT NOANTUYECKOV KOHGPOHTaLMK.90

TakTuka MNepeca BKAOYana B ceba peLlaroLLmii NOANTUYECKUI XO4 B MMPHOM MpoLiecce.
OH OTKa3ancs HaunHaTb rneperoBopbl € NasecTUHLAMM O NOCTOSSHHOM YperyanpoBaHnu 40
BbI6OPOB. Ha TOT MOMeHT lNepec He MOT NPUHATL BCepbe3 CoralleHne o NoCToOSHHOM
yperynmpoBaHuu, koTopoe 6b10 TaliHo cornacosaHo Moccy BeinMHOM 1 NanecTUHCKUM
npegcrasutenem Maxmyaom A6bacom (1935-) B CTOKrofibMe, He roBopst y>Ke 0 TOM, YTO6bI
cAenatb ero 0CHOBOV CBOE MUPHOM NOUTUKM.

BkpaTue, fokyMeHT BelinnHa/Aby-MaceHa npegycmaTpuBan co3jaHune 4eMUINTapu30BaHHOIo
nanecTMHCKOro rocyfapcrea, KOTopoe A0/KHO 6b110 3aHMMaTb AEBAHOCTO YeTblpe NpoLeHTa Tepputopun
3anap,Horo 6epera, a OCTaBLUMeCs WecCTb NPOLEeHTOB (ceMbgecaT NATb MPOLEHTOB U3 KOTOPbIX COCTaBNANN
eBpelickme NoceneHns) A0KHbI bl BbITb KOMNEHCUPOBaHbI PErMOHOM Ha tore [asbl. MycyibMaHckme
CBATbIHM B BocTOUHOM Vepycanume nonyyunnm 6bl 3KCTEPPUTOPUANbHbIV CTaTyC, a NasnecTUHCKas cToanua
AO/DKHa 6bina 6bl pacnonaratbCa 3a npejenamMmm ropoacknx rpaHnL I/Iepycanl/lma, onpegeneHHbIX
V|3pa|/|ﬂeM. Mo cnosam Wnanma, aToT AOKYMEHT, Ha3BaHHbI NaNeCcTUHCKUM napTHepoOM no neperosopam
XyceiiHOM Aroli «nepeBopoTOM BeKax, 6bla1 OTK/IOHEH, MOTOMY UTo «epeca He yaanock y6eanTb 0406pnTh

naaH No TpeM OCHOBHbLIM MPUYNHAM: OH XOoTen

—
89bnmxalilunii coBeTHUK Mepeca, Ypu CaBump, Aaxe Nnoj4vepkrBaeT, YTo 06CyXXAeHre pasHornacuii ¢ nanecTHLamm rno noeogy
rOTOBSLLEroCst OKOHYATE/IbHOrO PEeLLEHWs COMPSXXEHO C OMACcHOCTbLIO TOro, UTo JleliGopuctckast NapTus He byeT nepensbpaHa.
VIMeHHO No3TOMY NeperoBopbl 6binu nepeHeceHbl B Crputo. CM. Fanunan, 1995.

90bap-3oxap 2006: 666.
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future relations between Palestine and Jordan spelled out, he regarded the ideas
on Jerusalem as inadequate, and he wanted to retain the Jordan Valley as Israel’s
strategic border.”*!

Conclusion: Israel’s Founding Myths and the Question of
Palestine

For the first time in the history of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the peace
process of the 1990s opened up a time window that could have led to a political
settlement of the Palestine question. The domestic-political development that
took place in Israel in 1992, i.e., the changeover of power in Jerusalem and the
formation of a government willing to negotiate peace, was one of the reasons for
this historic moment. Without the readiness of political Israel to face up to the
question of Palestinians and of Palestine, the breakthrough of 1993 would not
have been possible.

The electoral defeat of the Labor Party in 1996 is generally seen as a harsh
setback for the peace process between Israel and the Palestinians. It was hoped
that as a main instigator for the breakthrough that had been achieved in Oslo, the
candidate of the Labor Party and thus of the Zionist Left was a “man of peace” —
in contrast to his challenger, Likud leader Benjamin Netanyahu. Hence, Peres was
also seen as the man who could have brought to a close what had already been
started, namely a solution entailing the creation of two states.

Accordingly, Oslo advocates regretted the narrow poll defeat. Whereas Oslo
opponents saw the duo of Peres and Beilin as the chief culprits for the so-called
“Oslo catastrophe,” above all because it carried the possibility that a resolution
might take the form of the country being divided between the two peoples. Given
the extremely unstable security situation on the eve of the election, great hopes
were set on the Nobel Peace Prize laureate that he might steer the ship safely to
shore.

Yet as a diehard security politician and figure who is representative of Israel’s
conflict-laden political order, Peres was simply not the right man. It would turn
out that Peres advanced the peace process only very hesitantly at a time when
the conditions for completing it were most favorable. In the end, he even chose
to quietly discontinue it. As of November 1995, “the man of peace” found himself
in a unique situation: After Rabin’s assassination, Peres held an unparalleled
amount of power and authority within a broad range of political and social circles

91 Shlaim 2000: 555-556.



3aktoyeHve: OcHoBononaratowme Mudbl M3panns n nanecTMHCKnii Bonpoc. — 185

OH M3710XKNN CBOW M/1aHbl OTHOCUTENBHO BYAYLLNX OTHOLLEHW Mexay ManecTuHoi 1 ViopgaHueid, nocuntan naen
06 Mepycannme HeAOCTaTOUHBLIMMN U XOTe/ COXPaHUTL VIOpAaHCKYHO AONVHY B KauecTBe CTpaTernyeckoi rpaHmnLibl

M3panna.91

3akntoyeHue: OcHoBonoJsiarawowme MI/Iq)bI N3panna n nanecTUHCKnA

Bonpoc.

BrnepBsble B MCTOPUN N3PanNbCKO-NaNecTUHCKOro KOHGANKTa MUPHbIA npouecc 1990-x
roAl0B OTKPbI/1 BPEMEHHYIO PaMKy, KOTOpasi Mor/ia 6bl MpMBECTU K MOANTUYECKOMY
yperyampoBaHu1io NanecTuHCKOro Bonpoca. BHyTpunoantuyeckme cobbitns,
npowusowegiune B N3pawnne B 1992 rogy, a UMeHHO CMeHa BnacTu B Mlepycanume un
dopMMpoBaHMe NpaBUTENbCTBA, FTOTOBOrO K MUPHBLIM NeperoBopam, CTaaun oAHoM 13
NPUYNH 3TOr0 NCTOPUYECKOrO MOMeHTa. be3 roToBHOCTY noanTmuyeckoro Mspanns K
peLleH1Io NanecTUHCKOro 1 NanecTUHCKOro BoNpocos nNpopbis 1993 roga 6bia 6bl
HEeBO3MOXeH.

MopaxeHwe J1eiibopuncTcKor NapTnm Ha Bblbopax 1996 roga obbIYHO paccmaTpmBaeTcs
Kak cepbe3sHbIi yaap Mo MUPHOMY npoLieccy mexay Vi3paviem 1 nanectrHuamm.
Bblpaxxanacb Hajexaa, YTo kaHAMAaT oT J/lelibopuCTCKoi NapTK, a cieAoBaTesbHO, 1 OT
CYOHMCTCKMX NeBbIX, Kak raBHbIA MHMLMATOP NPOpPbIBAa, 4OCTUTHYTOro B Ocno, byaeT
«4es10BEKOM MUpa» - B OT/INYME OT CBOEro ConepHuKa./IMKyAnnaep BUHbAMUH HeTaHbsixy.
MoaTomy Mepec TakXe paccMaTprBaCa Kak YenoBeK, KOTOPbIA MOT Bbl MONOXUTL KOHeL, yXe
HayaToMy, a IMEHHO peLLeHNto, NpezronaratLlemMy co3gaHue 4ByX rocysapcTs.

Takum 06pa30M, CTOPOHHUKN Ocno coxanenn o HesHa4YnTeIbHOM nopaxeHnn Ha Bbl60an. B 10
BpeMs Kak MpOTUBHWKN Ocno BUAenn B fyaTe I'Iepeca 1 belinnHa rnaBHbIX BUHOBHWKOB Tak Ha3blBaeMOi
<<KaTaCTpO¢bI Ocno», npexze Bcero notomMy, YTo oHa Hed/la B ce6e BO3MOXHOCTb TOrO, UTO peweHne MmoxeTt
NPUHATL GOPMY pasAeneHns CTpaHbl MeXzay ABYMS HapoAaMU. YUnTbIBasi KpaiHe HecTabunbHyo
CUTyaLMto € 6€30MacHOCTbIO HakaHyHe BbI6OPOB, 60/1bLUNe HaAeXAbl Bbiv BO3M0XEHb! Ha naypeaTa

Ho6eneBcKoM NPemMnmn MUpa, YTo OH CMOXET 61aronoly4HO NPUBECTY CTPaHyY K 6epery.

OpHako, byayumn ybexaeHHbIM NoNTUKOM B chepe 6e30MacHOCTM 1 MpejcTaBuTeNem
KOHPANKTHOrO NOAMNTUYECKOro nopsgka Mspanns, NMepec NpocTo He 6bi1 NOAXOAALLMM YeI0BEKOM.
Okasanocb, 4Tto lNepec NpoAsuran MUpPHbLIV NpoLecc LWL € 601bLLION HEOXOTON B TO Bpems, Koraa
yCnoBus AN ero 3aBepLueHuns 6biam Hanbonee 6AaronpUATHLIMU. B KOHLLE KOHLIOB, OH Jaxe peLuuna
TNXO ero nNpekpaTunTb. Mo coCToAHMIO Ha HOA6PL 1995 rosa «4enoBek M1pa» okasancsa B
YHUKaNbHOWM cnTyaumn: nocne ybuiictea PabuHa Mepec obnagan 6ecnpeLeAeHTHOV BNaCcTbo 1

ABTOPUTETOM B LLUMPOKOM KPYry NOINTUYECKNX N COLManbHbIX KPYros.

91LLnanm 2000: 555-556.
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due to his influential double function as prime minister and minister of defense,
and also because of his position as “tribal elder.”

After Rabin’s death he could have mobilized the Israeli public for the peace
process. The Zionist Left as well as the so-called “broad center” would have
doubtless supported him. At that point, the right-wing opposition had been highly
weakened as the public held it responsible for the outrageous deed of one Jew
killing another. The preconditions for making headway in the peace process were
therefore extremely advantageous, and that not only with regard to the domes-
tic-political situation. For with the PLO there was a dialogue partner who was
recognized by Israel, the United Nations, as well as the Palestinians themselves,
and in cooperation with whom a lot had already been achieved by the end of 1995.
Not only had an interim agreement been reached and partially implemented, but
also a “permanent solution” had already been formulated. The Beilin/Abu-Masen
document, which was based on a division solution, had been negotiated shortly
before Rabin’s assassination and would have been welcomed by the Palestinian
leadership.

The factor of age is of no small importance here either. In 1996, Peres was
in his mid-eighties. Had he really wanted the two-state concept he should have
seized this chance. “There are such unique fate-changing moments in history,”
noted Israeli publicist and peace activist Uri Avneri (1923-) in late November
1995 with regard to the political situation of the acting prime minister, “when all
becomes possible that cannot be realized either shortly before or shortly after. [...]
The greatness of a historic leader is in recognizing such moments and seizing the
opportunity.”®?

Yet Peres did not seize the opportunity to complete the peace process with
the Palestinians by political means, because even in the mid-1990s the prominent
statesman did not see the two-state concept as a viable solution in the interests of
Zionist Israel. A peace with the Palestinians that was based on officially giving up
any Israeli claims to parts of Eretz Israel would also mean bringing up the ques-
tion of Palestine not only politically, but also ideologically, just like in the time
before the founding of the state. But for the Zionist Leftist Peres and for Zionist
Israel, Eretz Israel is not up for political debate. As the “land of the forefathers” it
remains the “promised land,” the country of the Jewish people. This is the foun-
dation of Zionism as it is being realized in Israel.

And it is just this realization of the Zionist project in Eretz Israel that Peres
has been fighting for throughout his entire political career. It is what he regards
as his life’s work: immigration, settlement and security as the first principles of

92 Avneri 1995.
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6narosaps ero BAMATEeNbHOW ABOWNHOM PONN NpeMbep-MUHNCTPA 1 MUHUCTPA 060POHBI, @ Takxke
6naro,qap;| ero nonoXXeHK «naemMeHHoro CTapeIZLUI/IHbI».

Mocne cmepTn PabrHa oH Mor 661 MOBMAN30BaTb U3Pan/IbCKyH 06LLECTBEHHOCTD
Ha MUPHBbIN npouecc. CNOHUCTCKME NeBble, a TakKe Tak Ha3blBaeMbliA «LLUMPOKNIA
LileHTp», HEeCOMHEHHO, NoAAep>Kanu 6bl ero. K ToMy MOMeHTY npaBas onno3sunums 6elia
CUNBHO 0CNnabneHa, MOCKOJbKY O6LLLeCTBEHHOCTb BO3/1arasa Ha Heé OTBeTCTBEHHOCTb
3a UyAoBYLLHOe YOUIACTBO eBpest. TakMm 06pa3oM, NPeAnoChbIIKN AN MPOABVXEHNS
MUPHOro npouecca 6bi11 Ype3BblYaliHO BbIFOAHBLIMU, 1 He TO/IbKO B OTHOLLEHWM
BHYTPUNonuTnyeckom cntyaumn. Beas B avue OOI nossmaca napTHépP no gnanory,
NpuU3HaHHbIN M3pannem, OpraHusaumein O6besnHeHHbIX Hauunii, a Takke cammumm
nanecTMHLUaMu, 1 B COTPYAHNYECTBE C KOTOPbIM K KOHLY 1995 roga yxe MHoroe 6b1710
AOCTUTHYTO. BbI10 He TONILKO AOCTUMHYTO U YaCTUYHO Peasin3oBaHo BpeMeHHoe
cornawueHue, Ho 1 cGOpMyINPOBAHO «MOCTOSTHHOE peLleHrex». JokymeHT beinvHa/
Aby-MaceHa, 0CHOBaHHbI Ha peLLeHn O pasaenieHnm, 6bl1 cornacoBaH He3a0ro Ao
ybuiictea PabuHa 1 6bin 661 0406peH NanecTUHCKUM PYKOBOACTBOM.

Bo3pacT 34ecb Toxe urpaeT HemanoBaxHyto posib. B 1996 roay Mepecy 6bi10 3a BoceMbgecaT. Ecin
6bl OH 1eICTBNTENILHO XOTEN peann3oBaTb KOHLEMNLMIO ABYX roCyAapcTs, eMy CieloBasno 6bl
BOCMO/1b30BaTbCS 3TVM LLUAHCOM. «B MCTOprKM 6bIBAIOT Takme yHMKaNbHbIE, CYAbOOHOCHbIE MOMEHTLI, —
OTMeTUN N3pannbCKUA Ny6AnLMCT 1 6opel, 3a My1p Ypu ABHepu (1923-) B KoHLe Hosi6ps 1995 roaa, roBopst
0 NOANTUYECKO CUTYaLMK UCTOHAIOLLLEro 0683aHHOCTY NpeMbep-MUHUCTPa, — KOrAa CTaHOBUTCS
BO3MOXHbIM BC& TO, UTO HE MOr/10 6bITb Peann30BaHO HU HE3aA0/ro A0 3TOro, HY Bckope nocne. [...]
Bennuve nctopnyeckoro nnaepa 3akaoyaeTcs B yMEHMM pacno3HaBaTb Takne MOMEHTbI U UCM0/1b30BaTb
npeAoCcTaBeHHY BO3MOXHOCTb».92

OpHako lNepec He BOCMONb30Ba/ICA BOSMOXXHOCTBIO 3aBEPLUNTE MVPHBIV MpoLecc ¢ nanecTvHuamm
NOANTUYECKMI CPeACTBaMM, MOCKONLKY Aaxe B cepeanHe 1990-x rooB 3TOT BUAHBIN rocyAapCTBEHHbI
JesiTeNb He cyYMTan KOHLENLMIO ABYX rOCYJapCTB XM3HECNOCOOHbIM peLleHeM B MHTepecax COHNCTCKOro
M3paunns. Mup ¢ nanecTMHLaMu, 0CHOBaHHbI Ha oduLManbHOM OTkase V3panns oT Ntobbix NPeTeH3nii Ha
yacTu Tepputopun ManecTnHbl, 6bi1 6bl HEBO3MOXEH. 3pew M3pan/ibaTo Takxke 03Hauano bbl NOAHATME
Bonpoca o ManectuHe He TONbKOTO/INTUHYECKU,HO NHM[E0S0rNYecky, TOYHO Tak Xe, Kak 1 BO BpemeHa 0
OCHOBaHWA rocyAapcTtaa. Ho Ana cnoHncTckoro ieBoro Mepeca n Ansa cmoHmcTckoro Nspauns...3pey
U3panbITO He NpeaMeT NoAnTnYecknx Aeb6atos. bygyun «3emneid oTLOB-0CHOBaTe/e», OHa ocTaeTcs
«3eMneii 06eToBaHHO», CTPaHON eBpelickoro Hapoa. B 3Tom 3ak/oyaeTcs 0CHOBa CMOHM3Ma B TOM BUje,
B KOTOPOM OH peanusyeTcs B Vspanne.

MmeHHO 3Ta peanunsaums CMOHUCTCKOro NpoekTa B3pey VM3pan/is3a 370 Mepec boponcs
Ha NPOTSXXEeHUN BCel CBOeN NONUTUYeCKON kapbepbl. OH cCHMTaeT 3TO Ae/IoM BCell cBoeli

XUSHU: UMMUTpauunsa, pacceneHme n 6e30nacHOCTb Kak ocHoBoOMoMarawwme npnHUnnbL.

92ABHepn 1995.
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Israeli policy. But since the land was and ultimately still is settled by another
collective, a conflict-laden political discourse emerged as the dominant mode
over the course of the years; a discourse that was not oriented towards peace, but
toward security.

A statement made by Peres in the days shortly before the onset of the Second
Intifada is revealing in this regard: “For me, crossing over from the domain of
defense to the domain of peace was like leaving the real world in exchange for
an unreal one.”® Even for a supposed proponent of peace and bearer of hope,
peace is hard to imagine. He, too, thinks of the historically grown political order
as absolutely essential.

The bottom line is that the political order of Zionist Israel is based on two
founding myths: the myth of Eretz Israel as the land of the Jewish people and on
the safety myth. These two lines of thought form the core of the Palestine ques-
tion, and therefore epitomize the key issues of the historically grown Middle East
conflict. Both myths stand in the way of a political resolution of the conflict with
the “Arabs of Eretz Israel.” After all, Israel’s insistence on the myth according
to which Eretz Israel is the land of the Jewish people also means that it cannot
acknowledge the self-determination rights of the Palestinians living in this ter-
ritory.

For this reason, Israel cannot allow the formation of a Palestinian state in any
part of the country. The alternative of naturalizing all Palestinians would equally
force Israel to revise its raison d’état as a predominantly Jewish state for the Jewish
people in Eretz Israel. Since Zionist Israel neither can/wants to split the land nor
sees a bi-national state as a real option, the status quo of the Palestinians remains
that of an “out-group,” in effect that of the displaced enemies of Zionist Israel.

Not only the Palestinians are considered to be the enemies in Israel’s polit-
ical culture, however. The neighboring Arab states are as well. Already in 1948
they intervened in the conflict over Palestine and have been involved in several
conflicts with the Jewish state since. From the Israeli perspective, the strife over
Eretz Israel is very closely linked to the conflict in the Middle East region. This
extremely sensitive question of the nation state is associated with the civilian
militarization of society that has occurred over the course of history, and thus
ultimately with the establishment of the second myth.

The safety myth is based on a perception that has sprung up from the history
of Jewish suffering and assumes that the hostile relations between Jews and Goyim
can never be fully resolved. This is accompanied by the notion that an invincible

93 Peres 1999: 61.



3akntoveHmne: OcHoBononaratoLme Mudbl N3panns n nanecTMHCKMI Bonpoc. — 1 87

M3paunnbckas nonmtuka. Ho mockosbky 3Ta 3eMAst 6bl1a 1 B KOHEYHOM MUTOre OCTaeTcs
3aceneHa ApyruM KONNeKTUBOM, Ha MPOTSXKEHUW MHOMX JIET JOMUHVPYHOLLUM CTan
KOHQAVKTHBIA NOAUTUNYECKNT ANCKYPC; ANCKYPC, OPUEHTUPOBAHHbIA He Ha MUP, a Ha
6e30mnacHOCTb.

B 3TOM OTHOLLEHMM NoKa3aTeNbHO 3asB/eHne MNepeca, caenaHHOe UM He3a40/ro
[0 Havana Bropoii nHTudaabl: «ns meHsa nepexog 13 chepbl 060poHbI B chepy Mmpa
6b11 NOA06EH yX04y N3 peanbHOro M1upa B HepeasnbHbI».93 axe Ans
npeAnonaraeMoro CTOPOHHWKA MUpa U HOCUTENS HagexX bl MUP TPYAHO NPeACTaBUTb.
OH TOXe CUMTaeT NUCTOPUYECKUN CIOXMBLLUNIACA MOAUTMYECKNT NOPALOK abCONOTHO
HeobXoANMBIM.

B KOHEYHOM nTOre, MOANTUYECKNIA nopaAoK CMOHUCTCKOTo V|3pal/|}'|ﬂ OCHOBaH Ha ABYyX
ocHoBononararwmx mudax: mube oIpey M3panisaen o Tom, Yto MNanecTrHa — 3TO 3eMIst eBPEiCKOro
Hapoja, n MVI¢ 0 6e30MacHoOCTU. DTN ABe TINHNN paCCy)Kﬂ,eHl/IVI COCTaBNAT A4P0 NaNecTUHCKOro Bonpoca
n, cnepaoBaTteibHO, O/IMLUETBOPAIOT K1KOYEBbIE ﬂpOGneMbl NCTOPUNYECKN CNoXMBLIErocs KOH¢ﬂMKTa Ha
BamxHem BocToke. O6a Muda NpenaTcTByoT NONUTNYECKOMY yperynnpoBaHuto KOHGANKTa € «<apabami».
Spewy M3pan/ibB KOHLEe KOHLIOB, HacTounBoe ciefoBaHune Vispannem Mudy, COrnacHo Kotopomy...3pel
U3panibTOT $akT, UTO 3TO 3eM/1A €BPENCKOro HapoAa, TakxKe 03HayYaeT, YTO OHa He MOXEeT Npu3HaTb NPaBo

Ha camoonpezeneHne naaectnHUeB, MPoOXuBakLWMX Ha 3TOM Tepputopun.

Mo atoin npuynHe Vlapavmb He MOXeT AoNnyCTUTb 06paBOBaHI/Iﬂ nanecTUHCKOro rocyjapcrea HU B OAHOIZ yactn
CTpaHbl. /-\J'IbTepHaTMBa B BUAe HaTypanunsauumny Bcex nanecTnHLUeB TakxXe BbiHyAWNa 6bl I/I3pa|/1nb nepecMoTpeTb
cBowvraison d'étatkak npevMyLLeCTBEHHO eBpelickoe rocyAapcTBo A/19 eBpeickoro Hapoaa B3pey M3pan/ib
ﬂOCKOﬂbe CUMOHUCTCKNIA I/I3pa|/|m> He MOXET 1 He XO4eT pa3fensdaTb 3eMJ/It0, a TakKXXe He pacCcMaTprBaeT
ABYHaLMOHaNbHOE rocyapcTBo Kak peaﬂbeIVI BapunaHT, CTaTyCc-KBO NanecTHLUEB OCTaeTCq TakoBbIM, ¢aKTVIHeCKI/I,
cTaTycom «L{y>KOVI rpynnel», TO €CTb NepemMeLleHHbIX BparoB CUOHNCTCKOro V|3paVIJ1ﬂ.

OgHako Bparamu B MOUTUYECKO KybType M3pannisa cumMTaroTcs He TONbKO
nanectnHupbl. CocegHre apabckme rocyaapcTBa Takxke siBAAOTCA BparaMu. Yxe B 1948 rogy
OHW BMeLLIannCb B KOHPAMKT 13-3a [NanecTrHbl 1 € TeX Mop HeEOAHOKPATHO BCTyMNanu B
KOHGANKTBI C eBpeiickM rocygapcteoM. C n3paunbCkoli ToUkK 3peHns, 6opbba 3a
ManecTnHy SpeLy M3paun/1bITOT BONPOC TECHO CBA3aH C KOHGANKTOM Ha BavxxHem BocToke.
KpaiiHe genvkaTHbI BONPOC HaLMOHabHOMO rocyAapcTBa accoummpyeTcs ¢
MUAUTapusaumer rpaxaaHckoro HaceneHms, MPONCXOANBLLEN Ha MPOTSXKEHNN NCTOPUN, 1,
cnepoBaTe/IbHO, B KOHEYHOM MTOre, ¢ opMUpPOBaHMEM BTOPOro Muda.

MI/I(b 0 6e30MacHOCTN OCHOBAH Ha npeacTaBNeHNN, BO3HUKLUEM B pe3ynibTaTe NcTtopumn CTpaAaHI/IVI
eBpees, U npejnonaraet, 4To Bpa)KAeﬁHbIe OTHOLUEHWA MeXAy eBpesamMu nloun3TOT BOMPOC HMUKOrja He

MOXET 6bITb MONHOCTLIO PeLLeH. TO CONMPOBOXAAETCA NPeACTaBleHNEM O HENO6eAVIMOM.

93MMepec 1999: 61.
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military power is absolutely essential, and it is justified time and time again in
domestic policy as a means of protecting the Jews against their ever-present foes.

For the Jewish state, “the Arabs” have taken over the function of the “great
opponent” at least from 1948 on, which is why military strength could be depicted
as the guarantor for the nation state’s existence as early as during the 1950s. So
it is that security became the central pillar of Israeli order, a social code of secu-
rity. And as the country was being shaped by a political security culture, security
forces were elevated to become one of the most powerful state elites. This civilian
militarization of Israeli society was accompanied by an increasingly prevalent
view that it is not so much through negotiations or compromises but rather thanks
to favorable power relations that peace would ultimately be brought about. In the
eyes of many Israelis, an advantageous balance of power is the prerequisite for
the existence of the nation state. After all, it was the Israeli army who conquered
the land in two wars (1948 and 1967) and now guarantees the protection of the
Jewish state.

Consequently, peace is deemed possible only if the existence of the nation
state is ensured. This in turn means that military control over Eretz Israel and its
“Arabs” must be maintained: The military administration before 1967 as well as
the occupation policy afterwards are examples of this attitude. But because of
this fixation on security and control stands in the way of reconciliation, a peace
ideology has established itself in the course of time alongside the myth of safety.

The peace ideology habitually points to the tension between the “peace-seek-
ing” Israel and its “unruly” Arab environment. It claims that despite Israel’s
unreserved wish for reconciliation, “the Arabs” are simply not up to the task of
making peace with the Jewish state. Based on this understanding, negotiations
seem pointless since there is “no dialogue partner” for peace. This serves to rein-
force Israel’s self-image as a peaceful and just state — an extremely important
domestic-political source of power for a political order that is based on violence.

Moreover, the peace ideology also serves as a veil in pressing one’s own inter-
ests, which are understood as interests connected to the Jewish statehood and
therefore as indispensable. The fact that Zionism, which is construed as histori-
cally just, has ultimately been accomplished sword-in-hand must be duly blocked
out. It is this very contradiction present within the peace ideology — it draws on
the peaceful self-image of the Jewish people on the one hand while appealing to a
strong enemy image on the other — which has facilitated the continued existence
of the conflict-laden order on the domestic front for so many years.

In this order, the peace ideology and the myth of safety are resorted to as
crucial codes of the Israeli-Zionist discourse. To the same extent they are the
reason for and the expression of the inability to truly deal with the conflict,
including its political and historical origins. In other words, a fundamental



188 — - EBpelickasi rocyAapCTBEHHOCTb U PernoHanbHbI MUAP

BoeHHas MoLLb abcoNtoTHO HE06X0ANMA, 1 OHa HEOAHOKPATHO OMpaB/AbIBAeTCS BO BHYTPEHHEN
noNnTUKe Kak CpeAcTBO 3aLLMTbl eBpeeB OT MX MOCTOSHHO NPUCYTCTBYHOLLMX BParos.

s eBpelickoro rocyjapcrsa «apabbl» B3SM Ha cebs GpYHKLMIO «BENNKOro MPOTUBHUKA», MO
KpaliHein Mepe, ¢ 1948 roza, N03TOMy BOeHHas MoLLb yxe B 1950-x rogax Moraa paccMaTpvBaTbCs
KaK rapaHT CyLLecTBOBaHWNA HaLMOHaNbLHOro rocyaapcraa. Takum obpa3om, 6e30nacHoCTb cTana
LleHTpanbHOW OMopoii N3pannbCKoro NopsiAka, coumanbHbIM KoAekcoM 6esonacHocT. U no mepe
TOro, Kak cTpaHa ¢popmmpoBanack B pamMmkax MoANTNYECKOW KyNbTypbl 6€30MacHOCTH, CUAbI
6e30MacHOCTM 6blIM BO3BEAEHbI B PaHT OAHOW U3 CaMbIX BANSITE/IbHbIX FOCYAaPCTBEHHbIX 3AUT. 3Ta
rpaxgaHckas MUANTapu3aLmsa N3panabCckoro obLLecTBa CONpoBoXAanach Bce 6bonee
pacnpocTpaHeHHbIM MHEHMEM O TOM, YTO MUP B KOHEYHOM UTOre AOCTUraeTCs He CTObKO NyTem
neperosopoB AN KOMMPOMMCCOB, CKONBKO 6narogaps 61aronpusTHbIM BAACTHBIM OTHOLLEHUAM. B
rnasax MHOTUX N3panabTAH BbIFOAHbBIV 6anaHC CUN ABASETCA NPeANOChIIKON CyLLLeCTBOBaHNSA
HauMOHanbHOro rocyAapcraa. B KOHLe KOHLIOB, IMEHHO M3pan/ibCkas apMUs 3aBoeBasia 3eMt0 B

ABYX BOVHax (1948 n 1967 roapl) 1 Tenepb rapaHTUpyeT 3aLLMTy eBperickoro rocyaapcraa.

CnepoBaTeflbHO, MUP CHUTAETCS BO3MOXHbIM TO/IbKO NP YC/I0BUN CyLLIECTBOBaHNS
HaLMOHaNbHOrO rocyapcTBa. 370, B CBOIO 0Yepe/b, 03HaYaeT, YTO BOEHHbI KOHTPOb HaaIpey
U3pansibn ero «apaboB» HEO6XOAMMO COXPaHUTL: MPUMeEpPaMM TaKoro NoAXoAa SBASIOTCA Kak
BOEHHas agMUHUCTpaums g4o 1967 roaa, Tak U oKKynauMoHHas NoanTvka nocae Hero. Ho MMeHHO
3Ta ¢pukcaums Ha 6e30MacHOCTU 1 KOHTPO/e MPEnsSTCTBYET NPUMUPEHMIO, U CO BPEMEHEM Hapsay C
M1POM 0 6e30nacHOCTU yTBepAUNack NAeoNors Mupa.

Nzaeonorns Mvpa o6bI4HO yKasbIBaeT Ha HAMPSXKEHHOCTb MEXAY «CTPEMSLLMCS K MUPY»
M3pannem 1 ero «<HenokopHbIM» apabckmm okpyxeHreM. OHa yTBEPXAAeT, UTO, HECMOTPSA Ha
6€30roBOPOYHOE XeNaHune V3panns NpUMNPEHIs], «apabbl» MPOCTO He CMNOCO6HbI 3aKIUNTL MUP C
eBPeCKNM rocyapcTBoM. MIcxoas 13 3TOro MOHNMaHWS, MeperoBopbl KaXyTcs 6eCCMbICIEHHbIMY,
NOCKONbKY «HEeT MapTHepa Mo ANanory» Ans Mupa. 3To CYXUT YKpPenieHo CamoBOCIPUSTUS
M3pannsa Kak MMPHOro 1 cnpaBeAnnBOro rocyAapcTsa — YpesBblvaliHoO BaXHOro
BHYTPUNOANTNYECKOTO UCTOUHMKA BAACTW AN NOAUTUNYECKOrO NOPsAKa, OCHOBAHHOIO Ha HacuUavu.

Bonee TOro, NAEONOrMa MUPA TakXKe CAYXUT NPUKPLITUEM A NMPOABUXEHNS COBCTBEHHbIX
NHTEepeCoB, KOTOPbIe MOHUMAKTCA KaK CBA3aHHbIE C eBpef/'ICKOI‘/'I rocyAapCTBEHHOCTBIO U,
cnepoBaTesibHO, Kak HeobxoAnMble. TOT GpaKT, YTO CUOHM3M, KOTOPbI CHUTAETCS UCTOPUYECKM
cnpaBe/IMBbIM, B KOHEHYHOM MTOre 6bia OCYLLECTB/EH C MPYMEHEHVEM OPYXWS, AO/KEH BbITb
JOMKHBIM 06pa3oM 3a610KMPOBaH. VIMEHHO 3TO MpoTUBOpeYMe, NPUCYTCTBYOLLEE B UAEON0TNN
MMpa - C O4HOV CTOPOHbI, OHa OMMPAETCH Ha MUPHBIA 06pa3 eBpelickoro HapoAa, a € Apyroi - Ha
CUNBHbIV 06pas Bpara, - CNoCco6CTBOBANO COXPAaHEHWNIO KOHGAVKTHOMO NOpsiAka Ha BHYTPEHHEM
dpOHTE Ha NPOTHAXKEHUMN CTONBbKUX NET.

B 3TOM KOHTEKCTe naeonorvs Mvupa n M1 o 6e30nacHoOCTU NCNOJb3YHTCSA Kak BaxHenwme
KOZAb! N3PansibCKO-CUOHNCTCKOTO ANCKYPCa. B TON Xe cTeneHn oHM SBASOTCA NPUYNHON 1
BbIpaXKeHeM HeCnocobHOCTM NO-HACTOSALEMY CMPaBUTLCA C KOHGIVMKTOM, BK/ItOYas ero

nonnTnyeckne n NCTopmnyeckmne NCTokn. WHbIMK cnoBamu, ¢pr,ameHTam=Haﬂ np06nema.
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obstacle when it comes to facing up to the question of Palestine. Indeed, both the
peace ideology and the safety myth lead to a depoliticized understanding of the
conflict. It is conceived of as belonging to a sphere that lies beyond any concrete
political and historical development, and attributed to a hostility that is aimed at
Jews in general.

Arising from the notion that the concrete struggle over Eretz Israel is not really
about resources (such as the territory), but is rather to be understood within a
broader context of the history of the persecution of Jews, what evolved over time
is a political culture in which not politics but the military is seen as the party
which is ultimately responsible for handling the conflict. This depoliticization of
the conflict is the consequence of the two founding myths.

On the one hand, the sacralization of the country made sure that the “Holy
Land” was kept off the negotiating table for many years, thus making the “Juda-
ization of the country” possible. On the other hand, the myth of safety served
to promote an “ideologization” of security, thus leading to its depoliticization.
In this way, security could be retained in an exceptional position as the prime
principle — and that despite the fact that Israel’s actual security policy has repeat-
edly proven to be counterproductive, and at the end of the day is responsible
for maneuvering the conflict over Palestine/Eretz Israel into the dead end it is
currently locked.

Depoliticization of the conflict, however, inevitably leads to the depolitici-
zation of peace. An understanding of the conflict based on inexplicable hostility
does not permit reconciliation. A notion of peace that draws on the internalized
logic of the peace ideology remains conflict-laden because it assumes that the
core of the conflict lies somewhere else than politics. Consequently, it cannot pos-
sibly be one’s own policy or the order it is based on that needs to be subjected to
negotiation, but rather a motive that lies beyond (one’s own) political actions.

This view has eventually also taken root in the Zionist peace camp. Here,
peace turns into a compulsion to get rid of the Palestinian “enemy”; it becomes
a means for bringing about a separation from “the others” in order to finally
be able to make the desiderated Zionist vision come true. But since the Israeli
order (including the two founding myths) remained substantially intact during
the peace process of the 1990s, real peace could not prevail. Rather, it had to be
“imagined.”

Blocking out one’s own history is the reaction to the many key questions
remaining politically unsolvable, even for Israel’s Zionist Left. Lying at the very
core of the numerous entanglements of the regional Middle East conflict, Isra-
el’s fought-over state territory and the status of Palestinians in the Jewish state
remain the Achilles’ heel of Zionist Israel. In every compromise, in every retreat
from what has already been achieved, political Israel fearfully suspects a seed
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MpensaTcTBMEM Ha NYTW peLleHNs NanecTMHCKOro BONpoca ABASETCS TO, YTO Kak UAEON0rVst MMPa, Tak U
MU 0 6e30MacHOCTV NPUBOAAT K AeMNONNTU3MPOBAHHOMY NOHUMAaHWIO KOHGAMKTA. OH BOCMPUHMMAaeTCs
KaK NpuHaanexalynin K cpepe, HaxoAaLLencs 3a npeenamm 1l060ro KOHKPETHOro NOANTNYECKOrO 1

NCTOPUYECKOro pasBuUTnd, U NpUNncbIBaeTcsa Bpa)KAeGHOCTI/I, Hal'lpaB}'IeHHOI;I npoTVB eBpeeB B Lie/IOM.

Bo3HuKas 13 naen o Tom, YTO KOHKpeTHast bopbba 3a3pey M3panibPeub NAET He
CTO/IbKO O pecypcax (Takmx KaK TepleTopvm), CKONbKO 0 bonee LUNPOKOM KOHTEKCTE UCToOpUn
npecnegoBaHus eepeeB. Co BpeMeHeM chpopMMpoBanack NOAUTUYECKas KyabTypa, B
KOTOpOIZ He NoNNTUKa, a apMUA paccMaTpmBaeTCa Kak CTOPOHa, Hecylllasd OKOHYaTe/IbHYyH
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a yperynmpoBaHue KOH¢!1I/1KTa. JTa genonnTmsayms KOHCI)HI/IKTa ABNAeTCH
CNeACTBMEM [iByX OCHOBOMO/araloLwmx Mnepos.

C 0ZHOV CTOPOHbI, CaKpanM3aLms CTpaHbl rapaHTUpoBana, 4To «CBATas 3emns» Ha
JONTrVe rofpl 0CTaBanacb BHe CTO/1a NeperoBopoB, YTO CAeNiano BO3IMOXHOM
«nyfan3aumio ctpaHbl». C Apyroi CTOPOHbI, MG 0 6e30MacHOCTM crnocobcTBoBan
«MAeonormsaumnmn» 6e30nacHoCTH, YTo NpUBeNo K eé genoantmsaumm. Takum obpasom,
6e30MacHOCTb MOr/fla OCTaBaTbCA B UCKAHOUNTENIbHOW MNO3NLMN KakK NepBOCTeNeHHbI
NPUHLMM - 1 3TO HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO peanbHas NoAnTUKa 6esonacHocTn N3panns
HEeOo/HOKPAaTHO OKa3sblBasacb KOHTPMPOAYKTUBHON 1 B KOHEYHOM UTOre OTBETCTBEHHA
3a pa3xuraHve KoH$ANKTa BOKpYr MNanectuHbl.3pey V3panisB Tynuk, n ceiivac oH
3a6/10KMpPOBaH.

OzHako genonnTtmnsaums KOHPANKTa Hen3bexXHO NPUBOAUT K AeNOoANTU3aLnn
Mupa. lMoHMMaHWe KOHPMKTaA, OCHOBaHHOE Ha HEOOBACHNMOWM BpaXAebHOCTH, He
JornyckaeT npumupeHus. NpejcrasneHre o Mype, onvparoLLeecs Ha BHYTPEHHIOH0
NIOTVKY NAEONOTNIN MMNPA, OCTaeTCs KOHGANKTHBIM, MOCKOAbKY NPejnonaraeT, YTo cyTb
KOHGANKTa NeXUT rae-To BHe nonntukun. CnejosaTenibHO, NPeAMETOM NeperosopoB He
MOXeT 6bITb CO6CTBEHHAsA MOANTNKA UAN MOPSAAOK, Ha KOTOPOM OHa OCHOBaHa, a
CKopee MOTUB, SIeXallUnii B OCHOBe (COBCTBEHHbIX) MONMUTUYECKUX AeNCTBIIA.

JTa Touka 3peHnNA B KOHEYHOM UTOre ykopeHmnacb 1 B CUOHUCTCKOM narepe 3a Mmump. 3aecb
MUP NpeBpallaeTca B HaBA3YMBYHO NAEH 136aBUTbLCSA OT NaNeCTUHCKOro «Bpara»; OH CTaHOBUTCA
CPeACTBOM ANA OTAENEHUNSA OT «APYrnX», L-ITO6I::I, HakKOHeLl, BOMJIOTUTb B )XU3Hb XeJslaemoe
CMOHUCTCKOE BUgaeHwue. Ho NOCKONIbKY I/I3paVII1I:-CKl/IVI nopsAoK (BK/IHOYAA ABa OCHOBOMO/1AratoLLInX
Ml/ld)a) 0CTaBasICs B 3HAYNTENbHON CTENeHN HEM3MEHHbIM B Xo4e MMUPHOTo npotecca 1990-x roaos,

HaCTOSILLMIA MUP HEe MOT BOCTOPXECTBOBaTb. CKOpee, ero HY>XXHO 6bl10 «BOO6Pas3nTb».

3amanuvBaHve Co6CTBEHHOM NCTOPUN — 3TO PeakLsi Ha MHOXECTBO K/0UEBbIX BOMPOCOB,
OCTaOLLNXCS NONNTUYECKN HepaspeLLMbIMU Aaxe AN U3PanabCKMX CUOHUCTCKMX 1eBbIX. B camom
LieHTpe MHOFOYMCIEHHbIX NepenieTeHni permoHanbHoro KoH$AKTa Ha bavxHem BocToke,
criopHasi Tepputopus Mi3panns v ctaTyc nanecTHLEB B eBPECKOM rocyapcTBe OCTatoTCs
axunnecoBoli NATON CUMOHNCTCKOro U3pawnsi. B kaX40M KOMMpPOMMCCe, B KaXAOM OTCTYrIeHNN OT

yXe AOCTUrHyToro, noANTNYECKUIA I/I3pa|/|/1|= C onackow noAo3peBaeT 3apoablLu.
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that may contain the failure of the entire Zionist project. From its inception, this
project has been advanced “at the expense of the Arabs” in either one way or
another, no matter how vehemently this fact is repressed and denied. Now any
noteworthy concession may prepare the groundwork for the next one, any yield-
ing may be equated to weakness and could be the beginning of the end.

This kind of reasoning results in an existential angst and a sense of being
isolated. Since the outbreak of the Second Intifada in October 2000 and the esca-
lation of the conflict with the Palestinians that followed, the Jewish state has
entered a highly precarious historical phase. After more than half a century of
successful policy as seen from the vantage point of the Zionist reason of state,
Israelis were faced with the fact that history is no longer on their side. Despite
the regional-military hegemony Israel hinges its existence on, and a still consid-
erable amount of support from the West, it has become more and more obvious
during the last decade that the political order of Israel cannot be permanent.

The demography in Palestine defies the myth of Eretz Israel, and the continu-
ing state of war perceivably demoralizes Israeli civil society, increasingly weak-
ening the domestic political significance of the myth of safety. Military strength
cannot resolve the conflict over Palestine. Neither can the use of violence in the
name of Jewish statehood provide the desired security, not to mention any sort of
normalization or peace. And although international pressure on Israel is growing
daily, Israel keeps clinging to its founding myths and conflict-laden order. For
the deep-seated insecurity regarding one’s own future goes hand in hand with
a fear of facing the past. Based on its historical experience, political Israel has
developed the strategy of waiting things out, of entrenching itself and fighting,
at whatever front it deems necessary. And so the Middle East conflict remains the
inescapable price Israel has to pay for Jewish national statehood — or at least that
is what she has been conditioned to believe.



190 — . EBpeiickasi rocyAapCTBEHHOCTb W PernoHanbHbIA MUAP

ITO MOXeT 03HayaTb npoBaJs BCEro CMOHNCTCKOro NpoeKTa. C camoro Hauvana aToT
NPOEKT NpoABUraica «3a cHeT apa6os» TeM NN NHbIM CI'IOC060M, He3aBNCMMO OT
TOro, HaCKOMIbKO SPOCTHO 3TOT $akT NojaBnseTcs v oTpuuaeTcs. Tenepb ntobas
3aMeTHas yCTynka MOoXeT MoAroToBUTL NMOYBY ANt ChejytoLleld, ntobas ycTynka
MOXeT 6bITb npupaBHeEHa K cnaboCcTn 1 CcTaTb HAYaIoM KOHUa.

Mofo6HbIe pacCcy>XAeHUs MPUBOAAT K IK3UCTEHLNaNbHOMY BbIBOAY. TPEBOrau YyBCTBO
n3onsumn. C Havana BTopoli nHTUdaabl B okTabpe 2000 roga 1 nocnegyroLleri sckanaymnm
KOH®AMKTa C NanecTUHLaMM eBperickoe rocyAapCcTBo BCTYMNUIO B KpalriHe HeCTabuabHY
ncropuyeckyto gpasy. Mocne 6onee yeM nonyseka ycneLHo NOANTUKM, paccMaTpmBaemoli ¢
TOUKW 3PEHUNST CUOHUCTCKOrO roCyapCTBEHHOrO pasymMa, U3panibTsaHe CTONKHYANCh C TeM
$aKToM, UTO UCTOPUA 6OMbLLIE He Ha X CTOpOoHe. HecMoTps Ha perMoHanbHO-BOEHHYHO
rereMoHMI0, Ha KOTOPOW OCHOBAHO CyLLleCTBOBaHMe M3panns, v Bce eLe 3HaunTeIbHYo
NoAAEeP>XKKY CO CTOPOHbI 3anaja, B TeYeHne nocneHero AecaTuieTus Bce 6onee o4eBUAHbIM
CTano 1o, YTO NONNTMYECKMI MNOPSJOK M3pannsa He MOXeT 6bITb MOCTOSHHbIM.

Jemorpaduryeckasn cutyauus B ManectuHe onposepraet MU o3pey-Hcpasis,
MpogonxatoLLeecsi COCTOsHNE BOWHbI, O4eBUAHO, AEMOpPANN3YeT N3panibCkoe rpaxaaHckoe
06LLecTBO, BCE 60/bLLe 0CNabnsas BHYTPUNONUTUYeCKoe 3HaYeHe M1a o besonacHocTh. BoeHHas
CUNa He MOXET pa3peLlnTb KOHGANKT BOKPYT ManecTuHbl. [prMeHeHe Hacuamnsa Bo UMK
eBpelicKoli rocyJapCTBEHHOCTU Takxe He MOXeT obecneymnTb xenaemyto 6e30nacHoCTb, He roBopst
yXe 0 KakoW-nnmbo HopManmsaumnmn v mmpe. M xotsa MexayHapogHoe gaBneHune Ha Mspannb
PacTéT C KaxabIM AHEM, M3pannb NPOAOIXKAET LENAATLCS 3a CBOW OCHOBOMoNaratowme Mndbl n
KOHOAMKTHBIN Nopsigok. My6oKo YKOPEeHMBLLAsACS HeYBEPEHHOCTb B CO6CTBEHHOM byayLLeM NAET
pyka 06 pyKy CO CTPaxoM CTOKHYTLCS C NpoLnbiM. OCHOBbLIBAsACb Ha CBOEM NCTOPUYECKOM OnbITe,
noNNTUYeCKNin Mi3pannb paspaboTan cTpaTernio BbIXXUAAHWS, YKPenaeHns CBOUX NO3NLNIA 1
60pb6bI Ha O60M GPOHTE, KOTOPLINA OH COUTET HEOBXOANMBIM. I MO3TOMY KOHGANKT Ha BavkHem
BocToke oCcTaéTcs Hem36eXHO LieHO, KOTOopYHo V3pannb JOMXKEH 3ani1aTnTb 3a eBpelickyto

HauMOHaNnbHYyr rocyAapCcTBEHHOCTb - UK, NO Kpa|7|He|7| Mepe, TaK ero npuyynan BepuTb.
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