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Note:	  In 1992, I interviewed retired Major General Mattie Peled of the Israeli Defense Forces. Three years later, 
in 1995, he died, yet his legacy of calls for peace still resonate. Peled was visiting the United States in 1992 to 
encourage a peace agreement between the Israelis and Palestinians. He spoke at the Temple in Atlanta in May 
1992 and the day after I was honored to interview him on WRFG-Atlanta. 
  
Matti Peled was born in Haifa in 1923 and became a high-ranking Israeli general.  He fought in the 1948 and 
1967 wars alongside Yitzhak Rabin and Moshe Dayan. 
  
As the Independent described him “Matti Peled was not the first Israeli public figure to seek peace with the 
Arabs, in particular the Palestinians, but he was the first army general with a fine combat record to devote his 
life to the vision of peace and to be ready to be the object of virulent attacks for doing so.”  (Independent)  
 
Below is a summary of some of Peled’s comments: 
  

 • He describes the corrupting influence of the U.S. government giving huge amounts of aid to Israel 
• He comments about the Israeli period prior to the 1967 “Six Day War” of which he is proud and how 
ashamed he is of Israel in its present state. 
 • He refers consistently to the oppression of the Palestinians by the Israelis 
• He predicts the circumstances of today in the Middle East of excessive violence and conflict because of 
the increased arms sales in the area after 1967, primarily from the U.S. 
• He states that there are virtually no concrete peace negotiations and that Israel seems incapable of 
producing a plan. 
• He stresses that the United Nations is the only vehicle that can effectively resolve the problems and 
bring peace to the Middle East. 

   
Relative to the recent actions by Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s acceptance of an invitation to 
address a joint session of the U.S. Congress in March and other recent pronouncements to, for example, 
undermine the International Criminal Court along with Israeli ongoing abuse of the Palestinians, it is important 
to hear from a different and powerful leader such as the late Matti Peled who, in essence, predicted these 
problems in general. 
  
 
 



Heather Gray interview with Matti Peled June 1992 
  
This is an interview with retired Major General Mattie Peled of the Israeli Defense Forces. He’s been traveling 
the United States primarily to talk about what’s happening in Israel today and about the peace process. 
  
And in this interview today we also have Naomi Bach who is with the New Jewish Agenda and Mike Shulman 
representing the American Friends Service Committee’s Middle East Program.  
 
The codes in the transcription are – Peled (Matti Peled); Bach (Naomi Bach); Gray (Heather Gray). 

___ 
 

Gray - You are a Retired Major General of the Israeli Defense Forces, but I am going to refer to you as Professor 
Peled, as that’s what you’ve been doing most recently - teaching. I would like to learn something about your 
academic history. I think it’s quite remarkable that a major general of a military anywhere has such an academic 
career. Could you tell us a little bit about that? 
  
Peled – Well, I studied Arabic since my school days but at some point I took some time off from my military 
duties and studied at the university for a degree and after my retirement from the military (in 1969) I went to 
the UCLA (University of California in Los Angeles) to get my PhD in Arabic literature and then came back to 
Israel to teach. Since then, which was in 1971, this is what I am doing  - researching and teaching Arabic 
literature. 
  
Gray - What about your military history? When did you become a part of the Israeli Defense Forces? 
  
Peled - From the very beginning – the first day the Israeli Army was formed – which was February 1948. The 
army was formed by integrating the paramilitary organizations – the Jewish paramilitary organizations - which 
were active in Palestine during the British mandate (1922-1948). And I began my service in Haganah, which was 
the most important paramilitary organization, when I was 15. So it’s quite a long military career. 
  
Gray – You’ve placed such a critical role in the peace process in Israel. What is the name of the organization you 
started some time ago? 
  
Peled – It is called the Israel Council for Israeli/Palestinian Peace. We try to enhance the idea of 
Israeli/Palestinian Peace by making proposals; by commenting on the affairs as they develop; by keeping in 
touch with the PLO (Palestine Liberation Organization); and trying altogether to educate our people on this 
issue. 
  
Bach – There’s an American branch of the Council? Could you tell us about that? 
  
Peled – It’s not branch. It’s a sister organization. It’s called the American/Israel Council for Israeli/Palestinian 
Peace and we cooperate very closely. The American group was formed a few years after the Israeli group but 



since then we have a long career (which) is very close and a very fruitful cooperation. 
  
Gray – Professor Peled in your military career, could you tell us something about the positions that you’ve held, 
and I’m really curious to know how someone who held these positions in the military ultimately now holds the 
views you do about the peace process. 
  
But could you first please tell us something about your military career. What positions you held. 
  
Peled – Well, after these long years I did practically everything a military officer is supposed to do. I was a field 
commander, staff officer, organizer – you name it – everything.  And training, of course. I did a lot of training. 
  
I don’t know why you find it strange that people with a military background would be anxious to see peace 
prevail. Maybe it is rather natural. Having experienced war so often I think the desire to see peace comes very 
naturally. 
 
Gray – So for you it was just a natural process? 
  
Peled – Well, it was not exactly like that. Some things happened in the meantime. After the “Six Day War of 
1967” there became a very big revolt in the Arabic world. We found ourselves responsible for the Palestinian 
people living in the West Bank of the Gaza strip. We were deployed on the Suez Canal. We were on the Golan 
Heights – which made us much more involved in the affairs of the Middle East and the affairs of the Arab world. 
And this caused many of us to start thinking much more seriously about the relationship between Israel and our 
neighbors. 
  
And this is the time that people formed their views on how to develop these relations and change them from 
hostility into peaceful relations. 
  
So I would say 1967 was, in a way, a turning point. 
  
Gray – Last night when you spoke at the Jewish Temple here in Atlanta, one of the things you referred to was 
the 20 years of relative peace and happiness in Israel and how that changed, I think, after 1967 when the United 
States started playing more of a critical role in sending weapons systems and money to Israel. 
  
I’d like to ask you something about that – how life in Israel changed? What was it like in those first 20 years? 
  
Peled – Well, I don’t think I said they were happy and peaceful. They were much better years than we’ve had 
since then. The fact that we were isolated in the Middle East - sort of a fort surrounded by enemies on all sides - 
made our interests directed more internally with our own affairs to look after. We knew that we could expect 
nothing from the people surrounding us because their hostility was firm and unchangeable. 
  
And in those days what we wanted to do was to develop a state, which had just come into being and make it a 



place where Jews could live in security. And develop their own culture, their own language, literature, arts. This 
was the main effort of Israel as a nation. 
  
And in those days we were economically quite independent in the sense that we had got a little bit of help from 
voluntary organizations – particularly Jewish organizations who contribute money – but very small sums by 
comparison to what we are getting now from the American treasury. 
  
And all this helped create a very great atmosphere of people working hard to achieve goals, which were very 
legitimate and very attractive. This changed after 1967. We became the oppressors of another people – the 
Palestinians. 
  
Gray – So after 1967, Israel became the oppressor of the Palestinians and the monies you received changed. 
  
Peled – What changed was that in addition to small contributions we were getting from various organizations 
we began to receive regular aid from the United States treasury of $3 billion dollars every year, which was 
meant, of course, to help Israel overcome the great difficulties it was facing since 1967. 
  
The greater part of that money was devoted to the purchase of arms. And the other part, which was 1.2 billion 
dollars, was used primarily to repay debt from foreign banks – mostly American banks – and to build 
settlements in the occupied territories with the purpose of eventually annexing these territories into Israel. 
  
This created an entirely different way of life in Israel. Nothing can be compared to what was before 1967. And 
this is what I meant, before 1967 we led a life of which we could be proud and which enabled us to develop 
rapidly in many way – economically, culturally, militarily – whereas since 1967 our economy stagnates. We fall 
back in many important projects. The army is employed to keep down the Palestinians. 
  
And I think that by comparison the first period of Israeli existence is really one we can be proud of. The second 
period is one that I personally feel ashamed of. 
  
Gray – Professor Peled, why did the United States take an interest in Israel at the time? Obviously, they had a 
vested interest in spending money in Israel. 
  
Peled – Yes, well this is the result I think of many considerations. First, (it was) to follow the competition 
between the two super powers (the U.S. and Russia). The United States felt that Israel could serve as a base for 
military and other activities in the Middle East. Also, Israel could be used in order to carry out all kinds of 
activities that the United States, as a major power, felt it could not carry out directly and openly. So for a variety 
of reasons the United States agreed or accepted that Israel was a strategic asset and for that reason it decided to 
provide all these funds on a regular basis beginning, actually, in 1974. 
  
Gray – And you’ve expressed concern that the monies from the United States have been primarily in terms of 
grants and not loans. 



  
Peled – Well, I think this has a corrupting effect if you get all this money knowing that you don’t have to repay 
it at any time. And you can do with it whatever you want because the same amount of money will be coming 
every year regularly. This does have a corrupting effect on a state as it would have a corrupting effect on an 
individual. 
  
Gray – After 1967 you’ve said that this is a period that you’re ashamed of as far as Israeli history is concerned. 
Why do you say that? 
  
Peled – Well, as I said, we became oppressors of another people. And since the other people, the Palestinians, 
don’t accept this position or situation of being oppressed - being denied of their rights, all their rights, the most 
basic rights that they’re denied of - we are engaged now for some 25 years in brutally oppressing another people 
(and) fighting back every desire of their part to express their views, to try and develop anything which would be 
considered by them as expressive of their national identity. They are not allowed to wave their flag. For example, 
it is a very serious crime for Palestinians to wave the Palestinian flag. 
  
Students are not allowed to express their feelings. Whenever they do, universities are closed down for long 
periods of time – years even. 
  
We’ve done the ugliest things that oppressors can do. 
  
And that’s why I say, “this is a period of which we are to be ashamed”. 
  
Gray – This is a period now where the Arabs and the Israelis are talking with each other through this peace 
process, however. It seems that the international world is concerned that there’s not much that’s come out of 
these talks yet. You’ve also said that you think the Palestinians are not as involved in this peace process as they 
should be. Who should be involved in this peace process? How can peace come about in the area? Who should 
be the key players? 
  
Peled – Peace will come only if the 2 parties – the Israelis and Palestinians - can negotiate on an equal basis, 
which is not the case now. The Israeli government does not allow the Palestinians to select their representatives. 
The representatives are chosen for them by Israel. The Israelis have said for example, no Palestinians living in 
the East Jerusalem area -which is a fairly large area of the West Bank – would be allowed to participate in the 
talks and this is the area where the most important leadership of the Palestinian people live. No Palestinian 
living outside Israel and the occupied territories can participate, which means that all of the 2.5 million 
Palestinians refugees can play no role in the talks. 
  
The PLO is completely excluded and the PLO are the recognized leaders of the Palestinian people. So, obviously, 
this is not the kind of negotiation that can produce anything. 
  
Furthermore, whenever a delegation is about to leave the country for these meetings, Israel always finds one or 



two who are arrested and are not allowed to leave the country. (This is) to signal to everyone that “we” are the 
ones who allow them to go out and “we” decide who will go and who will stay. 
  
So this is really a farce. This is not the kind of negotiation that can lead anywhere. 
  
So the question, in my mind, is why does the United States participate in such a nonsensical effort? I don’t have 
an answer yet. 
  
Bach – You talked about the United States being motivated by Cold War situation to send a lot of money and 
military supplies to Israel. And the Cold War, I think, is over and what do you think are the United States 
motivating reasons now for their involvement in Israel? Or do you think it will change? 
  
Peled – Well my impression is that the United States is now in a period where they haven’t made up their minds 
how to behave after the Cold War. Some of the activities of the Cold War era still continue as if automatically. 
There seems to be a re-evaluation of the situation but no firm conclusion has been reached yet and therefore we 
see a lot of activities of the United States in the Middle East, which really raises questions, which are hard to 
answer. 
  
For example, I don’t know why the United States felt it so urgent to launch a military operation against Iraq (in 
1991). What was the urgency? They could have waited a year or two and allow the sanctions to achieve even 
more effective results. 
  
I don’t know why, after the war in Iraq, just as President Bush declared that they need to restrain the arms race, 
the United States doubled the export of arms into the Middle East. 
  
There seems to be a lack of coordination. A lack really of a central position which should guide the activities of 
the United States in the region. 
  
I suppose then within a few months – maybe after the presidential elections - the situation will clarify. The 
government will clarify its position and we will be better able to understand what the United States is aiming to 
achieve in the Middle East, but right now it seems the situation is very chaotic. There’s no way of explaining the 
contradictions in the American conduct in the Middle East. 
  
And just in the same manner, it’s impossible for me to explain why the United States is so eager to go on with 
the ridiculous kind of dialogue insisting that they should meet again and again. And they meet and they do 
nothing and there’s no progress and the only satisfaction that American officials can express is that Israelis and 
Palestinians meet and shake hands. Well, we’ve done that for years and didn’t need to come to Washington to 
meet and shake hands. 
  
The question is, what’s happening next and nothing is happening next. And I think the entire responsibility 
right now is on the United States because it allows this ridiculous process to go on. 



  
Gray – And in the meantime the Israelis continue to build on the occupied territories. Why are they doing that? 
Why do they continue to build on these territories that are in dispute? 
  
Peled – Well, they’ve been building on the territories since 1967. But now, this is done with an accelerated speed 
because there is a suspicion in the Israeli government that the United States, once it reconsiders its position and 
redefines its goals in the Middle East, might really try to stop the settlements. There is such a suspicion. How far 
it is feasible I cannot judge, but there is such a suspicion. And in order to make it impossible for anyone to force 
Israel to withdraw from the occupied territories the government is trying to create an irreversible situation, 
believing that instead of 100,000 Israeli settlers in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip there will be, say, half a 
million. Nobody then will be able to argue or expect Israel to withdraw from these territories and they will 
eventually become a part of Israel. 
  
This is the motive for the almost hysterical speed with which Israeli is now building houses and new settlements 
in the occupied territories. 
  
Gray – Are the people moving into the occupied territories generally more aggressive? I understand that is the 
case sometimes knowing they will likely have to face hostile Palestinians. 
  
Peled – No, not necessarily. There is a minority of very radical Israelis who really are motivated by an ideology, 
which claims the whole, of the so-called, Promised Land. But the majority go there because they think this is the 
right thing to do and they need housing. They want to be the proprietors of some property and in Israel itself it 
is very difficult to purchase a house or an apartment – it’s very expensive – and in the occupied territories you 
can get it for almost nothing. And many young couples simply find that this is the only solution they can really 
look for – go to the occupied territories and get an apartment for a very low price and establish a home. These 
are the majority. 
  
And, of course, there are the newcomers who are in a similar position. They come from Eastern Europe and the 
former Soviet Union – come penniless – they live off government money for a time but they know that this will 
not continue forever and they have no money of their own to do anything so the government is offering them 
free apartments in the occupied territories and they just accept it. 
  
Gray - The apartments are free? 
  
Peled – Actually, practically they are free. There are small sums of money that have to be paid. Some mortgages 
have to be taken but the terms are completely out of line with market requirements. So, in fact, it is a gift. And 
they go and take it because there is no alternative. This is a well-prepared policy of forcing people to go into the 
occupied territories whether they like it or not. 
  
Gray – There are a lot of people coming into Israel right now from the Soviet Union, from Ethiopia. Doesn’t 
Israel need additional space? 



  
Peled - Half of Israel is a desert today, which can be developed with very, very elaborate plans of settling people 
in the Negev (Desert). But all this belongs to the first period as we discussed – up to 1967 when indeed some 
villages and some settlements were set up in the Negev. This has been given up in favor of settling in the 
Occupied Territories. 
  
Of course we have enough space to settle all these newcomers within Israel proper. There is no need to send 
then into the densely populated areas of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip when the Negev is completely empty 
and potentially can become a very habitable place. 
  
But this is a major policy decision to neglect the empty spaces in Israel and push Jews into the densely populated 
areas of Palestine. 
  
Gray – Let’s talk about the Palestinians for a second. What in your opinion should ultimately be their 
homeland? 
  
Peled – Well, this has already been decided by them and I think it generally has international support – the 
West Bank including the so-called East Jerusalem and the Gaza Strip. These are the natural territories, which 
will constitute the Palestinian State. This is what they are asking for and I think this is what they should get. 
  
Gray – If Israel continues to build on the occupied territories and the conflict intensifies, do you have concerns 
about the State of Israel under these circumstances? 
  
Peled - Very much so, yes, of course, very much. If we continue the same policy for another 5 years or so we 
may reach a position where, in fact, Israel and the Occupied Territories will be one country with 4 million Jews, 
and 3 million Arabs deprived of rights and freedom. The Jews oppressing the Arabs, the Arabs fighting the Jews 
and this will be a situation I think similar to what we see for many years in North Ireland with two people hating 
each other and fighting each other. Nobody can bring a solution and fighting seems to be going on and maybe 
continue forever. 
  
Under the circumstances, of course, Israel as a Jewish state, will soon loose its characteristics. It will become a 
bi-national state with two nations living there and fighting each other; preventing each other from developing 
their own culture, their own society, and their own national aspirations. It will be a tragedy with no result. 
  
Gray – What your saying basically I think is that as long as Israel continues building in the occupied territories, 
threatening the Arabs like this, that Israel is really working against itself. 
  
Peled - I believe so yes. I think the so-called nationalistic policy of the present government will finally bring the 
destruction of the nation. 
  
Gray – What is your position now in the government? You have been in the Knesset. Are you there now? 



  
Peled - No 
  
Gray - Do you talk frequently with PLO representatives? 
  
Peled – Well, I’ll have to plead the Fifth Amendment. 
  
Gray – But you do believe that the Israelis should be talking with the PLO? 
  
Peled - Certainly. I think this is the first condition for any progress. We should realize that we cannot appoint 
the Palestinian representatives. They will appoint their representatives whether we like those representatives or 
not. And I don’t see why we shouldn’t like them – but people are free for personal tastes or something that 
cannot be dictated. But these are the people that represent the Palestinians. We should talk with them and they 
are the only ones who really can make an agreement with us. No other Palestinian can assume the responsibility 
of reaching an agreement with Israel except the PLO. 
  
Gray - Professor Peled, do you think that if the Palestinians have the homeland that they’ve been demanding all 
these many years and Israel goes back to the territories designated from 1948 to 1967 that the Israelis and 
Palestinians can live in peace? 
  
Peled  - Of course, they can, like any two other people who can live in peace if they so desire.  There’s nothing in 
the Palestinian make-up that precludes them wanting peace. If we reach a reasonable agreement with well 
defined terms of co-existence. I am sure this can work. 
  
Gray - I want to ask you a question about what happened after the war in Iraq. At the Temple last night you said 
that after the war the U.S. has sent in additional weapons systems in the entire area were sent to Israel and to 
many of the Arab countries as well. 
  
Could you expound on that? To what extent have the weapons been coming in to the area? 
  
Peled – In the last years the weapons coming in have almost doubled. It is now estimated the overall sum for 
which the weapons are being sold is over $15 billion dollars in one year and there are contracts that will have to 
be carried out in the next few years amounting to some $300 billion dollars. And this is only from the United 
States. Western Europe also has a very great share of the export of arms. And the former Soviet Union is selling 
a lot of its arms in the Middle East because they need money and they sell it very cheap. So the Middle East is 
inundated now with arms. Practically without any restrictions. No one can even say where the limit would be – 
as much as can be sold is being sold. There are, all the time, exhibitions of new weapons in Europe and in the 
Middle East. In the United States representatives of the countries are invited to come and see the wonders that 
are being offered at very reasonable prices and so on. 
  
It looks like a festival of madness. But this is what is going on. And the United States is playing a major role in 



that. 
  
Why is all this done? Well it’s done because it brings in a lot of money and these industrial countries depend on 
that money in order to keep up their own standard of living. That this could bring a catastrophe to the Middle 
East probably doesn’t bother them very much. 
  
Gray - Does Israel have nuclear capabilities? This is something that has been discussed with some revelations in 
recent years. 
  
Peled – Well, I like everybody else has read the reports and they seem to be quite reliable that Israel does have 
nuclear capability. 
  
Gray - And this nuclear capability seems to be increasing in other countries as well in the Middle East. What 
should be done about that Professor Peled? 
  
Peled – Well, it goes back to the same thing – real efforts should be made in order to stop the hostilities and 
reach peace. This is the major task, I think, of the world with regard to the Middle East for the next 10 years. 
Nothing else should take priority. 
  
Iran is arming itself at a tremendous pace, including nuclear development. Turkey’s arming itself. Syria’s arming 
itself, Saudi Arabia the Gulf States - Israel, Jordan, Egypt. It’s a madhouse. 
  
What should be done is to call a halt to all that, get these people together and start in earnest to search a peaceful 
solution to all these conflicts. 
  
And the only place all this can be done is with the United Nations, which is why the United Nations was set up 
in the first place. 
  
So, for various reasons, every concerned party tries to avoid the United Nations. Obviously, because they know 
if the negotiations are taking place in the United Nations the results would be much more effective. 
  
Right now there are separate talks in various places – ineffective. 
  
When the United States called a disarmament/arms limitation conference in Moscow a few weeks ago – Turkey 
wasn’t invited, Iran wasn’t invited, Pakistan wasn’t invited - so with whom do they hope to reach an agreement? 
  
So the whole thing seems either madness or calculated measures to avoid reaching a solution. So I think in the 
next 5, 6, 10 years - who knows – the whole Middle East will go up in flames. 
  
Gray - What percentage of people in Israel support your views? 
  



Peled – I don’t know - I think the number is growing but in any case we are waiting for others in the world to 
step in and set things in order. We are so divided among ourselves on these issues, no decision can really be 
reached regardless of who forms the government. 
 
So there is an expectation of foreign interference. This has been the case for many years. 
  
I remember, when in 1977 I think it was, that Mendes-France (former French Prime Minister) came to Israel 
and he, of course, spoke with the leaders – the government was then a labor government. He had close personal 
relations with them. And after the meetings I met with him and he said he’d never seen anything like that. The 
Israeli government was just praying that someone would come and rape it. To force upon it a different policy. 
  
This is the startling situation where a government is waiting to be forced to do something which it cannot do 
itself. 
  
Bach – There’s small amount of talk here about withholding funding for Israel across the board or in terms 
based on stopping the development in the settlements. What would happen in Israel if for some reason the 
United States said “no more money until you get your act together and moving in the direction of peace?” 

  

Peled – Well, I think it would have a very sobering effect. If it were realized once and for all that we have to go 
back to work and look after our own affairs. And then they would find that the present policy is too expensive 
and can’t go on like that. And since most Israelis value very much the very close contact with the United States, 
they will not like it. I am sure they will accuse any government that would be seen as responsible for really 
bringing a crisis to the relations between Israel and the United States will be condemned by the people. They 
know we need the United States for many reasons - not only money, for political reasons, for scientific reasons. 
There are plenty of reasons why they have close cooperation between the two states is important. And I don’t 
think the people would take it kindly if the government will bring about a break in this kind of relationship. 
  

So, contrary to what some Israelis would argue to frighten off the Americans, I say if America would come in 
with a decided policy to establish peace and force Israel to accept it, I think it would be a welcome development 
which many Israelis would be glad to see taking place. 
  
Gray – Thank you Professor Peled. 

____ 
 

To listen to the General at his 1992 presentation in San Francisco please go to this link 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0Xbh9hhskzg. Hear “Major-General Matti Peled talks about the American 
aid to Israel, the American policy in the Middle-East, the Palestinian anger and resentment and about the nuclear 
dangers”. 
  
HEATHER GRAY produces “Just Peace” on WRFG-Atlanta 89.3 FM covering local, regional, national and 
international news. She lives in Atlanta, Georgia and can be reached at mailto:hmcgray@earthlink.net 
  



  
  
  

Born in Jerusalem in 1961, Peled grew up in Motza Illit to a prominent Zionist family; his grandfather, Avraham 
Katsnelson, signed Israel’s Declaration of Independence.[1][2] His father, Mattityahu Peled, fought in the 1948 war, 
and served as a general in the war of 1967; later, after the Israeli cabinet ignored his investigation of a 1967 alleged 
Israeli war crime, he became an advocate for an Israeli dialogue with the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). 
He condemned the Israeli military for seizing the West Bank, Gaza, Sinai and the Golan Heights, calling the war a 
"cynical campaign of territorial expansion".[3] Palestinian activist Susan Abulhawa has described Peled's father, who 
died in 1995, as "a man that many of us Palestinians could not figure out whether to love or hate" and whom "many 
notable Palestinians" nicknamed "Abu Salam" (Father of Peace).[4] 
Miko Peled followed his father’s footsteps at first, joining Israel’s Special Forces after high school and earning the 
red beret, but he soon grew to regret his decision. He surrendered his status as soon as he earned it, becoming a 
medic, and finally, disgusted by the 1982 Lebanon invasion, he buried his service pin in the dirt.[5] 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Miko_Peled	  
	  
	  
Born in Jerusalem in 1961, Peled grew up in Motza Illit to a prominent Zionist family; 
hisgrandfather,  Avraham Katsnelson, signed Israel’s Declaration of Independence. 
His father, Mattityahu Peled, fought in the 1948 war, and served as a general in the war of 1967; later, after the 
Israeli cabinet ignored his investigation of a 1967 alleged Israeli war crime, he became an advocate for an 
Israeli dialogue with the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). He condemned the Israeli military for seizing 
the West Bank, Gaza, Sinai and the Golan Heights, calling the war a "cynical campaign of territorial 
expansion". 
Palestinian activist Susan Abulhawa has described Peled's father, who died in 1995, as "a man that many of us 
Palestinians could not figure out whether to love or hate" and whom "many notable Palestinians" nicknamed 
"Abu Salam" (Father of Peace). 
Miko Peled followed his father’s footsteps at first, joining Israel’s Special Forces after high school and earning 
the red beret, but he soon grew to regret his decision. He surrendered his status as soon as he earned it, 
becoming a medic, and finally, disgusted by the 1982 Lebanon invasion, he buried his service pin in the dirt. 
	  


