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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date June 29, 1982
to Harold Applebaum

from Martin Raffel
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subject News Conference -- Christian Leadership Responds to the Crisis in Lebanon

On Friday, June 25 we coordinated a very successful news conference dealing with the
crisis in Lebanon. A brief background report might be useful for other Chapters.

During the last several months, we have become more and more convinced of the
importance of getting a Christian response to controversial issues involving Israel.
To this end, we have been meeting periodically with a group of our Christian civic
and religious friends who have shown a generally supportive attitude toward Israel.
These are people who don't go along with everyt]’u.ng Israel does but yet are under-
standing of Israel's need to provide security for her people. The idea was to develop
an informal grouping which, from time to -t:.me, might make certain useful public
statements on Mlddle East issues.

Our last session came just several days after Israel began its attack on the PLO

in Lebanon. We suggested the possibility of making a public statement on that situation.
Stephen Board, editor of Etermity Magazine, volunteered to draft a statement (enclosed
herein) capturing the consensus opinion of the people at our meeting.

Once we had this short statement in hand, it was distributed to a number of other

people who we felt might be inclined to join us. The result was a total of 19 signators,
including the President of the Chamber of Commerce, the President of Temple University,
a City Councilman and a Maronite priest, both of Lebanese descent.

The statement, which was sent to President Reagan, the two U. S. Senators from
Pennsylvania and U. S. Representatives from Philadelphia, was released at a news
conference held in the law office of one of the signators. We intenticnally held it
outside the AJC office to minimize the Jewish association with this effort. Our
coverage was quite good -- two out of three T.V. stations (NBC and ABC affiliates, an
important radio station (CBS affiliate), the Philadelphia Inquirer, both Anglo-Jewish
papers and the UPI.

A word about this new public relations strategy vis a vis Israel. We have been
generating a highly visible and powerful Jewish response to many Israel-related issues.
Yet, in some ways, our success has itself been counterproductive. ' As the public :
increasingly tends to view us as part of a knee jerk "Jewish lobby", our credibility -
has diminished, regardless of how much merit there is to our many pronouncements.
Therefore, we have shifted our e.rrq)hasz.s to ‘gaining a Christian or Christian-Jewish
response to these issues even if it means some additional expendlture of time, a

lack of total control over the process and even a somewhat less visible role for AJC.
If this latest experience is a good indication of what can be accomplished, we may

be on the right track. _

con'd. . .



Once again, we had great cooperation from the Public Relations Department. Natalie
Flatow worked up a dynamite news release on only several hours notice.

I am sending you a copy of the Inguir-ef story —— more articles to follow later.
MR:r
encls.

cc: Murray Friedman
Gene DuBow
Karlikow
Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum
Natalie Flatow
Susie Schub
George M. Ross
Robert A. Fox
Dr. Seymour Piwoz

Myrna Asher
Mort Yarmon




i STATEMENT ON THE CRISIS IN LEBANON

s =

All sensitive people are troubled by the violence and bloodshed in Lebanon and
Northern Israel in recent days. As Christian and Jewish Americans, we share a special
concern for the Christian minorities, Muslims and Jews who have paid a great price in
conflicts that originated with armed intruders to the region. .

We believe the situation in Lebanon must be resolved within a framework that both
restores genuine sovereignty to the people and government of lebanon and provides
permanent security for people living near the Israeli-lebanon border.

Therefore, in order to be of lasting benefit; any Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon
must be related to firm guarantees for the withdrawal of Syrian and PLO military forces.
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Pnlladelphla Inquner /

Philadelphia’s Christian Lebanese community !‘eels a combmauon ofJOy, worry and anguish

EHAEL \I'

For Lebanese: J oy
undercut by worry

By Lmda Lcyd

lnqum:r S‘mﬂ' Writer

. The whirr of power saws and the
poundmg of hammers broke the
quiet in the heart of Phlladelphlus
Lebanese community yesierday, as'
Joseph Karam Sr. and his neighbors
erected platforms and strung color-
ful flags to bring a “tiny bit of Bei-

_rut” 1o the 1000 block of EIlsworth

Street,

All week, tHe 350 families who
make . up Philadelphia’s Ch_rnstwn
Lebanese community havé been
hammering and cooking in prepara-
tion for what is normally theip most
joyous celebration of the year — a
three-day block party, which began
yesterday and which brmgs together
the entire L.ebanese community here
for eating, dancing, rencwal of
friendships and rekindling of pride -
in homeland and heritage.

But this year, with fighting in
Lebanon, the joy normally associaled
with the festival is undercut by wor-
ry and anguish.

In their modest brick rowhouses,
in their small bakeries and restau-
rants, Lebanese families here have
watched with concern the mounting
casualty toll and destruction result-

mg rrom Israel’s :nvasmn or south
ern Lebanon 20daysago.. * - -

.."We cry to see what's happemng m 1
our country. We shed mdny a \ear
when we watch the news,” said Ka-
ram, §2, who finally learned two days
ago that his uncles, aunts and grand-
parents, who live in Northern Leba-
non, are safe.

Others have not beén so Iurlunam
“We waich. We feel hurt, We feel
sadness,” said one yguth, putling the.
finishing touches on.a platform for
belly dancers.

But even with the' sadness, Ihc
people of the Christian Lebanest
community, by and large, view the
invading Israelis as coming to their
rescue. ;

They, too, want the Palestine Liber-
ation Organization strongholds root--

ed out, and the Syrian troops pushed
back.

Although the pllght of the: Lebu
nese has not been in‘the limelight,
they say, the PLO has wreaked havoc
on their tiny country, occopying and
ravaging homes and murdering
innocent civilians. ' '

“It's the best thing that ever hap-
pencd to Lebanon, 1o chase the PLO

(Sec LEBANESE on 2B
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Lebanese
celebrate,
and worry

LEBANESE, from B :
and Syrians ‘out of Lebanon," smd
Karam, “because nobody remembers
what the PLOs and Syrians did to the
Christians and Moslems. They talk

about the genocide of the Second- .

World War, but what about the geno-
cide in Lebanon in the last six
ears?” L _

What the Lebanese want is a free
and sovereign Lebanon. And, they
say, if more bloodshed is the price of
peace, the end result, as long as :t is
freedom, will be worth it.

“Yes, it's worth fighting to get the
PLO out, not only the PLO but all ‘out-
siders,": said the Rev, Sharbel. Lis-
chaa, pastor of St. Maron's Roman
Catholic Church, Philadelphia’s only

Christian church in the Lebanese.

community.

“We don't care who does it — Rus-
sla, Cuba, Argentina, Mrs. Thatcher
— because we suffer. Nobody gives:
us his hand. Everybody plays games.
Israel Is not an aggressor, and Israel’
does not want to conquer Lebanon,”
said Father Sharbel, as his parishio-
ners call this priest of the Eastern
Rite of the Roman Catholic Church.

But Father Sharbel, 49, a passionate
spokesman for his homeland who
came to this country seven years ago,
said that Lebanon wants Israel out of
its country as soon as Israel liberates
Lebanon from the Syrian and Pa!es-
tinian troops.

“We:don't need any foreign troops
in Lebanon,” he said.’

To that.end, Father Sharbel and 18
other Philadelphia religious and
community leaders issued a joint
statement yesterday urging that all
armed forces, including lIsrael, the
PLO and Syrians, get out of Lebanon
and let Lebanon determine its na-
tional sovereignty.

In a news conference in a Center)
City law office, a group of Christian
and Jewish leaders said they were
speaking out as “moderate” voices 10
clarify confusion about what is golng
on now in the Middle East.

The statement, sent to President

Reagan and local members of Con-
gress, grew out of continuing.-meet-
ings between Christians and Jews in
Philadelphia to iron out their differ-
ences with regard to the Middle East.

~ Included among the list of promi-
nent civic leaders who supported the
effort were representatives of Polish-
American and Irish groups, Quakers,
Baptists and Episcopalians.

“This does not constitute any kind
of sgreement beyond these few
words," stressed Stephen Board,
executive editor of Eternity Maga-
zine, an independent Christian maga-
zine,

“We're not endorsing every mili-
tary venture that Israel or any of the
other warring factions are involved
in, nor are we members of the Begin
[Istaeli: Prime Minister Menachem
Begin] club,"” he said. Lt 4

The signers did urge, however,
that “any Israeli withdrawal from
Lebanon must be related to firm
guarantees for the withdrawal of

Syrian and PLD military forces.”
John M. Elliot, a lawyer with the
firm of Dilworth, Paxson, Kalish &
Kauffman, said: "1 think the only
type of firm guarantee that's going to
mean anything has to involve a
strong guarantee by President Rea-
,gan. backed up by American troops
“as part of a peace-keeping force.
Anything short of that is not going to
restore stability,” he said. .
Murray Friedman, regional direc-

“tor of the American Jewish Commit-

tee, one of the sponsors of the ecu-
menical statement, said, “The man in
the street really understands what is
happening in" Lebanon today,. the
effort to provide security for the
State of Israel and permanent peace
in the area. In-the somewhat more

. sophisticated and intellectual circles

this is less understood. I think there's
a split between the cosmopolitan
culture and the locals.

“It's no accident that representa-
tives of the Polish-American Affairs
Council and the Irish Soclety dl‘
Philadelphia signed this statement,”
Friedman'said. “There's a great deal
of concern in dll the communities;
the Jewish community- included, at
the violence and bloodshed that trag:

meph. lnqu!- 1 Mll:ltmil. vm

Joseph Karam Sr.: Preparmg for block party

ically is now Iaking plm:e in Leba- I

non.'

Meanwhile, ‘back on Ellsworth
Street, as the block party gets into
full swing today,-and continues to-
morrow, the Lebanese people will try

10 focus on happy’ lhought; not pOlI-_‘

“tics back home.

» For that reason Father Sharbel
ﬂechned 1o host the news conference
yesterda
Philadelphia. “It's a happy event for

'the whole Lebanese community in

Philadelphia.  We dont want any-
thing to cover this happmeﬁ he
said.

Father Shnrbel said he. Jas e\ren
kept talk of the l:ghung out:of the
pulpit. On. Sundays. . he -asks,.for
“peace.in - Lebanon,” but “we'don't
use the pulpit for lhlﬁ stuff,” he said,
““If people have questipns, my.door;
is open. We believe in the govern-
ment of the United States. We believe
we have a good Presidenl of \he Unit-
ed. States,' that, ll}e{ rstnng! all
the problems thaf are golng on

: "So what we gsk, and what,we hiope,
is 1o have peage in Lebanon and see’
all 'the strangers out. 'Espéclally; tie.
strangers that have ammuuuiou and’

_bombs."

——

on his block. in- South"

Pace 9



From:
Date:
Subject:

ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE JSENIATS
OF B’NAI B'RITH

823 United Nations Plaza
New York, N.Y. 10017

MEMORANDUM

ADL National Commission
Abraham H. Foxman
September 29, 1982

Anti-Semitic Incidents in Europe Since June 6, 1982

The Israeli "Operation Peace for Galilee" in Lebanon, launched

on June 6, provided the pretext for a blurring of any significant:
differences between anti-Zionist and anti-Semitic calumnies in
the media, and for a rash of anti-Semitic incidents throughout
Western Europe.

Enclosed is a report prepared by Shimon Samuels, direetor of ADL's
European office, based on a broad spectrum of sources by no means
exhaustive. We presume that many incidents remain unreported.
However incomplete, the enormous volume of anti-Semitic assaults ==
whether unrelated spontanecus acts of grass roots prejudice or
preplanned terrorits atrocities -—- over a period of less than three
months is a disturbing indicator for European Jewry.

Not included in the report were two recent attacks directed against
an Israeli diplomat in France and the synagogue in Brussels. '

AHF:saj
Encl.

cc: CRC's and Federations
B'nai B'rith Board of Governors



Anti-Defamation League ' " of BhaiBrith

Une association contre la discrimination @ et pour la Iibe‘né

EUROFACTS: September 1, 1982

ANTI-SEMITIC INCIDENTS IN EUROPE SINCE 6 JUNE 1982

AUSTRIA

11 June, Vienna

25 June, Vienna

27 July, Ssalzburg

28 July, Vienna
1 August, Vienna
Week of 9 August,

Vienna

DENMARK

July, Copenhagen

FRANCE

Home of Simon Wiesenthal bombed. Extensive daﬁaée.
No injured.

Bomb exploded outside home of Alexander Giese
(a Director of Austrian Television and member of
the Austria-Israel Association).

Bomb outside a Jewish owned shop. Anti-Semitic
leaflets found nearby. . '

Bomb at a store owned by a Jewish industrialist.
A West German Right Extremist, Ekkehard Weil,
arrested. : '

Unexploded bomb found in a quarter of Vienna where
there are numerous Jewish businesses.

' Anti-Semitic grafitti at the Jewish Memorial.

(German and Austrian Neo-Nazi groups suspected).

Pig's blood smeared on the gate of the Israeli
Embassy.

Threatening telephone calls to Jewish institutions throughout the period.

13 June, Paris

20 June, Forbach

26 June, Paris

1 July, Nice

Bombs exploded outside two Jéwish cafés.
Passer-by injured.

Tombstones overturned in the Jewish cemetery.

Refusal of mail to Israel by a neighbourhood
Post Office clerk. E '

Nice University broke an exchange agreement with
Haifa University.



FRANCE cont.

9 July, Paris
20 July, Paris
20 July, Paris

26 July, Sanary

1 August, Paris

7 August, Paris

8 ‘August, Paris
9 August, Paris

10 August, Paris

13 August, Paris

21 August, Paris

GERMANY

Mayor Claude Lamblin, in the name of the municipal
council of Reims, objected to the holding of an
Israeli cultural evening in his city.

Bomb exploded outside Bank Leumi. Material damage.
"Palestine will conquer" flyers left on the scene.

Extensive damage caused by bomb at Ganco, a company
which imports Israeli electrical components.

Home of a Jewish family destroyed in an explosion.
House empty at the time. "Death to the Jews"
written on the gate.

Machine-gunning of the empty car of an Israeli
diplomat. Claimed by "Direct Action".

Bomb exploded outside Discount Bank (formerly
owned by the Rothschild Group). Material damage.
Claimed by "Direct Action”.

Bomb exploded outside a hardware shop owned by a
Jewish couple. Claimed by "Direct Action”.

Massacre at Rue des Rosiers. Six killed, 22
injured, initially claimed by "Direct Action™.

Bomb exploded at the building housing the "Citrus
Marketing Board of Israel”. One passer-by injured.
Claimed by "Direct Action”.

Arson at a prayer-hall. Extensive damage.

Car bomb exploded. One dead, two injured, one in

. c€ritical condition. Claimed by the "Lebanese

Armed Revelutionary Fraction" who also claimed
credit for attacks on diplomats Chapman, Ray and
Barsimantov.

Menacing telephone calls to members of the Jewish community throughout

the period.

1 August, Munich

Bomb exploded in the embarkation area for El Al.
The bomb was in a case ‘'in trdansit from Dusseldorf.
Six injured, three seriously.” Claimed on 23 August
by "Justice for the Palestinians" Organization.
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GREAT BRITAIN

July, Stoke-Mandeville

August, Manchester

GREECE
2 July, Athens

2 July, Athens

2 July, Athens

2 July, Kalimnos

2 July, Rhodes

7 July, Athens

8 July, Athens

25 July, Athens

Anti-Semitic remarks and placards against the
Israeli team at the opening ceremony for the annual
games for handicapped athletes.

A rash of swastika and anti-Semitic daubings on
community buildings.

/

Bomb attack on Israeli firm. No casualties.

Bomb defused outside a Jeﬁish owned travel agency.
Claimed by "Popular Revolutionary Struggle". .

- The population registry office refused to register
the birth certificate of a Jewish child. The father
being told: "Go to your homeland, you have no place
here”.

- A hairdresser refused to service a Jewish client,

- Verbal attacks in post offices to those wishing
to send mail to Israel.

- Marine radio operators boycott transmissions to
Israeli ships.

~ Stevedores refuse to service Israeli ships or
third-country ships bound for Israel. :

- Olympic Airways stewards demanded to cease flights
to Israel.

,pSemitic '
Crowd shouted antiﬁogans to an Israeli ship in
port.

Israeli ship refused a berth in port.

Radio use of "Israelitis" (Greek for "Jew") instead
of "Israeli" leading to confusion, resulting in
letters to the radio demanding the boycott of
Jewish shops. o

A 65 year old woman was thrown out of a taxi when
she had informed the driver that she was Jewish.

The Greek Athletics Association cancelled participation
of a womens' track and field tcam in a match against
Israel.




. HOLLAND

7 July, Amsterdam Molotov cocktails thrown at the home of a Dutch
Jewish journalist. Three men arrested belonging
to the "Dutch Red Action Front".

16 August, Amsterdam Anti-Semitic flyers distributed in several quarters
of Amsterdam by Dutch Extreme-Right groups.

IRELAND

7 August, Cork Two Molotov cocktails thrown into the synagogue early
‘Shabbat morning and three death-threat telephone calls
to the Jewish ex-mayor of Cork.

August, Dublin Menacing telephone calls to the Chief Rabpi.

ITALY

Threatening telephone calls to Jewish institutions throughout the period.

Grafitti on synagogues, community centres, university walls and subway
stations. Swastikas, "death to the Jews", "death to Zionism", "Begin Pig",
~ "Begin is like Hitler", "Isreali pogroms", "Jews get out of Europe”,
"Jewish scum", "Jews get out of the neighbourhood" ...

17 July, Venice Bomb exploded at the Isreali stand for the "Venice
Biannual”. Claimed by the "Communist Front",
18 July, Padua Arson at the American company Honeywell which makes

military calculators for Israel. Claimed by
"Communist Front".

July, Triest and Signs on shops stating that "Zionists are not served
Terni here”,

NORWAY

August, Oslo Threatening telephone calls made to Jewish leaders.
18 August, Oslo The Norwegian Servicemens' Association protested

a lecture by Israeli Professor Yaacov Choueka to
the Law Faculty of Oslo University,



SPAIN

Throughout this period the Spanish press, especially the two largest dailies
El Pais and Ya, in each attack on Israeli policy have replaced the word
"lsraeli” with the noun and adjective “"Judic" (Jew or Jewish) resulting in
unambiguous expressions of anti-Semitiem.

Innumerable anti-Semitic grafitti and swastika daubings in the streets of
Madrid and major provincial cities.

26 July, Aréta Israeli folk group boycotted by spectators. Called
"assassins and killers of Palestinians”. Flyers
condemning lsrael distributed by "“Herri Batasuna"
{(independent Basque coalition close to the ETA).

SWEDEN

17 July, Norrkoping Israeli flag burnt during soccer match against
Hapoel Tel-Aviv.

24 July, Norrkoping Israeli flag burnt and anti-Semitic insults

: screamed at a soccer match played against Hapoel

Kfar Sava.

SWITZERLAND

7 July, Zurich Menacing letters received by several Jewish

organizations. Signed by "Swiss Section of the
Anti-Zionist Militia”,

- MIGROS, the largest Swiss cooperative, received anti-Semitic insults
accusing it of selling tomatoes at below market price - despite the fact
that its director is not Jewish.

- The Swiss Labour Party attacked fund-raising for the Jewish Appeal
alleging that the money collected for Israel was directed against the
Swiss nation.

- Threatening letters and telephone calls to the President of the Swiss-
" "Israel Association.

- During a radio programme extracts of "Mein Kampf" were read. The words
"Jew" and "the Jews" were replaced by the words "Palestinian" and
"Palestinian nation”.



EMBASSY OF ISRAEL
WASHINGTON,D.C.

SR MY
nvaren

Policy Background | | ) ' _ Auaust 20, 1982

WEST BEIRUT: PLO OCCUPIED TERRITORY AT LONG LAST RELIEVED

The expuTéion of the PLO from Beirut resulted from the skillful diplomatic
efforts of U.S. envoy Philip Habib and the military pressure and operations
of the Israel Défense Forces.

This dramatic deve1opment has produced three major results:-
security for the population in the north of Israel (in Galilee); the
opportunity for the people of Lebanon to regain their independence and
restore their sgvereignty; a significant advance for U.S. and Western
interests in the Middle East.

1. Ever since the first ceaseffire of the war, on June 11,with the PLO
militarily defeated and the Israel Defense Forces on the outskirts of Beirut,
Israel has done all within its power to help bring about the removal of the

PLO from Beirut by political means and without bloddshed. Israel set no
deadlines and awaited progress in the diplomatic process. Indeed. Israel

made a number of ' unprecedentedly generous offers designed to allow the PLO
leaders and forces to honorably leave Beirut. Most importantly, Israel

agreed that the PLO could leave Lebanon by sea or by land and that they could
take their personal weapons with them. This - in the face of the Arab. countries'
cynical refusal to take in the’ terr0r1sts

2. The PLO, for 1ts part, took advantage of Israel's clearly demonstrated
patience and of its reluctance to sustain casualties or inflict casualties
on the civilian population of Beirut. It constantiy altered its position

and raised new demands, trying to gain time and sympathy in other quarters,

and to bring 1nternat1ona1 pressure to bear on Israel.

3. At the same time, its forces in West Beirut again and again harassed the
Israeli positions with small-arms and artillery fire, in flaarant violation
of repeated cease-fires and in an attempt to wear down Israel's forces in

a war of attrition.

4. 1Israel could not agree to this form of attrition warfare. Moreover,
with the diplomatic process stalled, and the prospect of arriving at a
suitable solution without bloodshed delayed, other means had to be employed,
from time to time, to accomplish the removal of the PLO from West Beirut -
an objective shared with the Lebanese, the United States and many other .
countr1es . _ _



5. The military pressures and the intensified m111tary operations carried
out by the IDF led to the collapse of the PLO forces in West Beirut -

" and to the conclusion, by the PLO leadership, that they were not in a
position to make demands or set conditions, and that their only remaining
cho1ce was to accept the proposal that they withdraw from the city -

or, risk the!IDF's. entry. .At.the same time, several of the Arab states
became convinced that they had to take in the un1t; of ‘the 'organization.
they themselves had created.

6. Harm to C1v111ans and their property was 1mpossib1e to EVOTd because
the PLO 1ntrans1gent1y clung to West Beirut. The responsibility for that
harm rests squarer with:-

*the PLO 1tse1f for having delibarately emplaced its m111tary machine

in the heart of a city with hospitals, embassies and similar institutions
from which, under international practice (if not simple humanity and
common decency), military arms and equipment should be kept far removed;
for forcibly holding the remainder of West Beirut's population hostage.
The IDF allowed all who wished to do so to leave Beirut to be out of
harm's way, and indeed well over 130,900 took advantage of that
opportunity.

*other countries which lent the PLO encourauement and comfort, thus
contributing to its intransigence in dragging out the diplomatic negotiations
for some two .months, utterly oblivious to the suffering this was causing

the civilian’ popu]at10n of Beirut.

On the other: hand the IDF spared no effort to avoid casualtles and with
great sacrifice succeeded in driving out Palestinian terrorists who

had de11berate1y placed .themselves and their weapons among the civilian |
population, thus expecting 1mmun1ty Now as they are getting out of Beirut,
MosTems and Christians alike voice a grow1nu sense of relief.

7. The Lebanese government has asked for the evacuation of all foreign
forces from Lebanese soil. Israel has consistently declared its
readiness to pull its forces out of Lebanon, as soon as circumstances
permit. The inhabitants of Lebanon, held hostage for so long by the PLO,
will now have the opportunity to recover from the traumatic experiences
of the past seven years. The world has a unique opportunity to help

the Lebanese .shape their own destiny and reestablish an 1ndependent

and peacefu] country. . :



TO: ‘"CRCs and AJC Arga Directors
. FROM: © Judith Banki

SUBJECT: Christian Attitudes Toward the Conflict in Lebanon

There éppears_ to be é_widespr_ead im;l:rr_'eslsioﬁ 1;; the"
- Jewish community that Christian leaders and bodies _hav‘e remain;e;i
silent on.the crisis in Lébancn._ In a_few'instanpgs, Améficah
‘Jewish éné-Israéli spdkesmen have taken Chfistiéﬁé to.tésk for
fallure to speak out v1gorously on behalf of their own co—"

rellgxonzsts

" In fact, much has been said and wrztten by'Cﬁr15t1ans
about the conflzct in chanon-—-Pope Paul VI, &rchbxshop
Bernard1n of the National Conference of Cathollc Blshops, and
the National Council of Ghurches have 1ssued statements  of
"profound concern and sorrow over the continuing loss of-lzfe,
and plgadea.er a peacéfu1 res01uti0n—-;but_theré has beenf
véfy little "side-takiﬁg.é Christiané knoWledgeabie about
the *iddle Bast have carefully refrained-from depicting the
confiict sblely as a religibus war,'pointihg out that'Chtistians“
and Moslems are involved on Eoth sides in the'fighting.- Tﬁe?'
tend to underscore the'sociOQecpnomiéland politicé;.rootS'ofl

the éonfliét, énd_many, particularly among the liberal Protestant

community,'aré sympathetic to the leftist claim that the practice ..

of reserving peolitical and military office to members of a



CRG/AJC Area Directors =~ . - =20 . o s

‘particular religibﬁs confession-disc}iminates‘agqiﬁst the

Ipoor and keeps'polifical and_econbmic yowér in the hands of

2 minority. Moreofer, they resent the as;pmption:thaf they.
'ﬁili autom&ticall}'side_with a particular ﬁarty-to the cosflict

simply because there are more Christians iﬁ it.

_Attitudes Toward Israel

It may be temptiﬁg for Jews to assume that the i;
tragic 5100&bath id chanén will‘éer?a és‘aﬁ-exémﬁlé 0f:t£;
destruct1VO effects of Palestlnlan mllltancy, and thus helghten
Christian sympathy for Israel's posit1on. There is: 11tt1e
eV1dence to suggest this is so. It is coﬁmon Rnowledge that
_thelpresenée of large nhmbérs.uf Palestinians in Lebanon has
exacerbateL———lf nothtrlggereb-—*the present cr1515 but
prior attltudes about how to rasolve the problems of the
:ﬁldale Fast tend to determlne the p051t10n of church oodlcs
and leaders. Thus pTO- Israel church officials w111 arguc, .
in effect: "If the Palestlnians are tearlrg Lebanon apart,
'1maglne what they would do to Israel ik Antl-lsrael church;

officidls w111 place the onus on Israel for having-displaced

the Palestinizns in the first place.. .-

Given the complexities of the Lehanese conflict, we

suggest that Jews be circumspect. in public statements ;aiiingl
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upon Christians to. align themselves with any particular faction
in the conflict, unless, of course, the fate of the Jewish
coémunity in Lebanon is directly involved. A recent memo from

our Paris office ‘indicates that the position of Jews in Lebanon

‘has seriously deteriorated in rscent months, due to the parti-

cipation of-forcés fromJQutside of Lebanon; but -that individual
Jews have been aided by .all Lebaneselfactions,_ihclu&ing Fatah.
(Attached are copies of the NCC Resolution and a =

press release summarizing Aréhbishop_Bernardin'sgStatement.)_
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PREFACE

The resolution proposed by radical Arab natiohs=and'

their allies that sought to stigmatize Zionism as "a form of

racism and racial discrimination'" was adopted by the United

Nations General Assembly.on November 10, 1975. This survey
of Christian responses to the UN's aﬁti—Zionism~resolution
document$ reactions from representative Christian leaders and
institutions during the severallmonths following the adoption
of that defamatory declaration. By normal expectations, this
study—even though it ié the most comprehensive and_weil—
documented of its kind——-shduid be regarded as an historic
record of-a-pas% event, perhaps mainly of interest to inter-

religious historians.

Unfortunatel}, the paiﬁful'réality is thaﬁ this study
recqrds not just a past-tense épisode, but. -an unhappy present
day reality, and more than 1ike1y anticipates a patte?n of
future threats and challenges to the Jewish community. Hardly
a single internétional assembly has taken place since last’
November without the efforts of the PLO,'the Arab stétes, the

Communist bloc, and a number of Third World nations joinint to

~introduce similar resolutions. The current meetings of the UN

Economic and Social Commission (May 1976) have in fact been
dominated by vicious harangues intended to caricature Zionism

as racism incarnate. Informed observers anticipate that this
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anti-Zionism and anti-Jewish campaign will continue unabated at
the forthcoming UNCTAD Conference, and that other international
meetings on environment, habitat, economic development-——no

matter how unrelated to Zionism.

What is behind this obsessive Arab drive, and what

relationship does that have for this document?

Within large segments of the Jewish community, in
Israel the United States and elsewhere, there is a deeply-felt
conviction that welcome as have been some recent signs of modera-
tion on the part of some Arab leaders, radical Arabs appear
determined to undermind the existence of the Jewish State.
These sustained polemical assaults against Israel and the Jewish
people both inside and outside the United Nations are widely
perceived in the Jewish coﬁmunity as a calculated master stra-
tegy on the part of Arab leadership to isolate Israel and her

support system of world Jewry as ''pariahs" among the nations.

To insist that the world community recognize the
demonic and destructive character of this campaign is not
paranoia. Ample and frightening precedent is to be found in
the experiences of racism in our country, and on a more dia-
bolical level, in the Nazis' genocidal 6ampaign against the
Jews. In an effort to understand how the lynching of blackﬁ

became possible in the United States in the mid-20th century,
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Professor Gordon Allport of Harvard'University undertook a study
of racial prejudice and published his ‘findings .in the landmark

work, The Study of Prejudice. Every episode of lynching of -

black people in the South, ‘Dr. Allport noted, was preceded by
a period of '"verbal violence." Black people were verbally
assaulted as "'niggers," 'coons," and similar epithets. Thel
effects of fhat "verbal violence'" by bigots and racists, he

added, was to empty black people ofltheir human dignity, their

- very humanlty, and to reduce them to abstractlons on whom contempt

could be heaped w1th 1mpun1ty Once blacks ‘were dehumanlzed
by such "verbal v101ence,” 1t was relatlvely easy for rac1st
mobs to engage in lynchlng. An abstractlon———a dehumanlzed

abstractlon-——makes little claim on human-compass;on.

In a like bUtfinfintely_moieeextensive,way, theﬁNazisf
set about systemeticallytto'dehﬂmanize'Jews.” With the'enOrmouS
arsenal of Goebbel's propaganda machine;—-from the crude tari—
catures of Streicher's cartoons to sophisticated films and
"scientific" textbooks—at  their disposal, and a pre-existing
foundation of widespread anti-Semitism to support theirﬂefforts,
they sﬁcceeded in large measure. in reeding the Jewish:peeple
out. of the_human family,-and-therewith set the stete'for-the

planned murder of six million men, women and children.

The-anti¥iiohist propagandd campaign that fadical Arabs

- and their allies heve been waging with such tenacity and con-
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sistency is but an effort to repiicate fhe maee dehumaniZationl
of Israel and-the Jewish people as a preliminary state in their
determined program to liquidate Israel. How else can one explain
the inceesant speeches and resolutions of Arab spokesmen of
‘which this genocidal statement Ey the representative of Libya
delivered on March 24, 1976, at the 1897th meetiﬁg of the UN
Security -Council is characteristic: ‘ '

This racist entity in the Middle East must be
destroyed and 1t w111 be destroyed one day.

_ (S/PV/ISQ?. P- 92)

One of the prlmary messages of this document is that
the leadershlp and masses of the Christian world-——Roman Cathollc,
Protestant, Evangelical, Greek Or;hodox,-black churches——fhave
Iunderstodd the terrifying SeriousﬁeSS'ef this massive, eyStematic-
'campaign'ef;Afab leadership to try to &ehﬁmaniZe Israel and the
Jewish people. Christian condemnation of this Arab propaganda
assault.against'the legitimate aspirations of the Jewish-peopie.
has beea a heartening demons;ration of understanding and_human
solidarity. That does not mean, as this study indicates, thae "
_Christian ieaders, nor Jewish leaders_for'that matter;.approve
of evefy policy or'politicai action of the Israeli government.
At fhe very least, these heartening'ChristianIcondemnatiqﬁs;of-
anti-Zionism as veiled anti—Seaitism dolmean that the sense of
the Rabblnlc maxim has been taken serlously, namely, that in
the fact of such violence against the d1gn1ty and personhood of

the Jew1sh people———or any other people-——2511ence is tantamount.”



to assent."

Encouraging and welcome as have been these acts of
friendship by Christians for Jews, sobering reality compels
us to realize that such sympathy and solidarity will be needed
for months and years to come—until peace is finally established
in the Middle East and hatred is banished fromlthe face of the

earth.

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum
National Interreligious Affairs Director
American Jewish Committee
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THE UN'S ANTI-ZIONISM RESOLUTION: CHRISTIAN RESPONSES

On November 10, 1975 the United Nations General
Assembly adopted, by a vote of 72-35, with 32 abstentions, a
resolution defining Zionism as '"a form of racism and racial
discrimination." The adoption of the resolution, if not the
exact tally of the votes, had been foreshadowed some weeks -
earlier when the Third Committee of the United Nations General
Aésembly, at its 30th session.on October 17, adopted the same

declaration.

In the United States, and in many other parts of

the world, Christian leadership denounced both the substance
of the resolution and its adoption by the UN General Assembly
in forthright and powerful language. Much of this response was
immediate and spontaneous, and it came from every level of the
orgénized Christian church community: from the leadership of
national Catholic and Protestant institutions, from regional
and local church groups, from ecumenical associations, from ad
hoc communal groups, from campus ministries and from individual

clergy, academicians and religious journalists.

There have been differences—sometimes sharp differences
—between the Jewish community and various Christian church

groups and institutions in their respective understandings of
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threats to Israel's continued existence and on ways of resolving
Middle East tensions. The discovery by Jews after the 1967 Arab-
Israeli War (and to a lesser degree after the Yom Kippur War of
1973) that some Christian groups and leaders did not share their
overwhelming concern for the security and survival of Israel as
the number one priority in resolving the Middle East conflict

led to some angry tharges and counter charges and to some with-

drawal from interreligious dialogue.

The UN vote to brand Zionism as racism, however, evoked
a near unanimity of criticism from Christian spokesmen. Some
of it was cautious and diplomatic, more of it was outraged and
denunciatory, and it came not only from traditional friends of
Israel, but also from sources not hdrmally politically supportive

of Israel within the context of Middle East politics.

These responses are documented below, with a
concluding-Summafy and interpretation. This report, encompas-
sing reactions from October through the end of 19?5; is based
on material sent to the Amefican Jewish Committee from Christian
church gfoUps and ecumenical associations in the United.Stétes
and other parts of the world, from its own field staff and
-foreign offices, from newspaper repbrts, énd from Christign
and Jewish colleagues whose numbers prevent individual acknowledge-
ment but #hose cooperation is deeply appreciated. While com-
prehensive, it does not ;laim to be complete. The demands of

space have necessitated the condensation of much of the material.
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It is possible that some statements or actions by church groups
or leaders have escaped notice, but no public declaration on
the UN action has been knowingly omitted. Unless otherwise

noted, all dates cited are 1975.

Judith Hershkopf Banki
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ROMAN CATHOLIC

Vatican Sources

While Pope Paul VI made no comment on the UN action,
mild criticism of the resolution came from two Vatican sources.
Cardinal Jan Willebrands, president of the Vatican's Commission
for Religious Relations with Judaism, said in Rome that the reso-
lution served ''meither justice nor the well-being of peoples in
the Middle East.'" After a talk on the 10th anniversary of Vatican
Council II's Declaration on non-Christian religions, Cardinal
Willebrands, who s also president of the Vatican's Secretariat
for Promoting Christian Unity, voiced amazement that the UN-
passed the resolution without defining the meaning of''Zionism'or

"racism."

Vatican press spokesman Federico Alessandrini, writing

in a private capacity in the Vatican weekly L'Osservatore della

Domenica, questioned, "How could the United Nations permit them-
selves to abandon their institutional role, which is the search
to resolve the problem and bring peace? How could they make a

gesture which could further complicate the Mideast situation and

provoke bitter intransigency?"

Alessandrini, a veteran observer of international affairs,
defended a prior UN vote to admit the PLO on an equal footing with
others in Mideast discussions on the grounds that "all parties
should be able to express their views and participate,' but then
asked:

How do you logically accept this along
with the next resolution which seems

destined to rekindle in the other party
the complex of fear, siege, ostracism?



...This would certainly not be the way
to obtain greater Israeli willingness to
accept United Nations resolutions of the
Middle East.

Inside the United States

In the United States and in many other parts of

the world Roman Catholic reactions were more direct, more

critical and more responsive to the substance of the resolu-
tion. Archbishop Joseph L. Bernardin of Cincinnati, President of
the United States Catholic Conference, expressed his "profound
disagreement with, and great disappointment at" the UN vote. 'The
resolution is unjust,'" he declared, "...and opens the door to
harassment, discrimination and denial of basic rights to members

of the Jewish community throughout the world."

Touching a theme which was echoed by serveral other
Christian leaders, Archbishop Bernardin combined his vigorous
opposition to "this ill-conceived and ill-defined measure'" with

support for "essential United Nations activities."

Cardinal John Cody of Chicago strongly endorsed Archbishop
Bernardin's comments in a separate statement. Noting it had been
more than ten years since Vatican Council II had declared the
Church's opposition to "hatred, persecutions and displays of
anti-Semitism...at any time and from any source," Cardinal Cody
expressed "deep regret' at the UN actioni he also reiterated
Archbishop Bernardin's charge that the resolution was unjusf and

opened the door to persecution of Jews.



Archbishop Thomas A. Donnellan of Atlanta addressed
himself to the anti-Semitic implications of the resolution.
During the course of a two-day Vatican II Commemorative Conference
sponsored by thelAmerican Jewish Committee and the Archdiocese
of Atlanta, the Archbishop declared, '"Anti-Semitism is evil,
and should be denounced and repudiated wherever it rears its

head.™

Cardinal Terence Cooke of New York also touched on the
anti-Semitic aspect of the UN action. Recalling the Vatican
Council declaration, he declared:

We must reject anti-Semitism just
as much when clothed with seeming
legality at the United Nations as
when crudely exhibited on a neigh-
borhood street corner.

Cardinal Cooke's remarks were delivered by Msgr. James
F. Rigney, rector of St. Patrick's Cathedral and chairman of
the Archdiocesan Ecumenical Committee, at a protest rally in

New York City onNovember 10.

Cardinal John J. Carberry of St. Louis said the vote
was "particularly diétressing" because the UN, an organization
"founded on the principles of peace and justice,.finds .itself in
the position of advocating divisian and discord....The reckless
statement of the General Assembly is a far cry from the high

ideals expected by John XXIII," he declared.



Archbisliop Peter L. Gerety of Newark called the vote an

"abhorrent action' and an "outrage."

"It is a grievous thought," Gerety said, '"that a people
who, in our lifetime, have been victims of the most terrifying
form of racism the world has ever seen, should now be

unjustly accused of racism themselves."

The archbishop also has issued a pastoral letter on the
brotherhood of Christians and Jews in which he urged Catholics to
reject any sentiments of hatred or any displays of anti-Semitism
at any time and from any source. He concluded:

A long history of suffering has made

Jews particularly apprehensive of the

threat of horrible things to come.

We ought to share that apprehension

and fight the slightest sign of hatred

or of contempt for Jews on the part

of others and most of all on the part

of ourselves.

Bishop James A. Hickey of Cleveland urged that the

United Nations resolution equating Zionism with racism '"be counter-

balanced immediately by the willing response of those who are

anxious to build rather than destroy."

Vatican II rejected anti-Semitism 10 years ago, the
bishop noted,.expressing his disappointment that the UN now takes
a position that '"polarizes rather than reconciles the differences
of society." Extending his "profoundlsympathy” to the Jewish’

community, Bishop Hickey also expressed hope that the UN resolution



would not undermine "our commitmeﬂt to that body, a consequence
that the natlons of the world whatever thelr p051t10n or

power, can 111 afford v

Father Edward H. Flannery, executive secretary of the
U.s. bishopé' Secretariat for Catholie-Jewish Relations, re-
acting to the vote, described Zionism as "that immemorial
1onging of the Jewish people for e,hOmeLand which runs like

a golden thread through the Jewish 5criptures and iiturgy."

"To label this longing 'racist,'" he continued, "is a
political ploy that perverts the clear meaning of Zionism

and insults. our common humanity."

- Father Flannery noted that the vote was taken on the
anniversary of "the Hitlerian bloodbath when fires were set
all over Germany,; synagogues burned to the ground and 30,000
Jews arrested and sent to cencentration.camps.". He continued:

The world'peace organization, designed-
for a noble purpose, has celebrated this
"ugly anniversary in grim fashion,.using.
its forum to publish a shocklng endorse-
ment of anti-Semitism.
I believe that in view of this and other
earlier actions by the United Nations it
is inevitable that our government reassess
the nature and conditions of its support
for the-world body.. -
Father Flannery condemned the UN éction'from other
podiums. In speaking engagements in Orlando Florida; Providence,

Rhode Island and Fairfield, Connecticut, he called for increased

Christian awareness of traditional anti-Semitism and said the UN



"eﬁuation of Zionism with racism is an atrocity and a terrorism."
He also urged the American Catholic Church, in the spirit of
collegiality, '"to teach the Church throughout the world about
Zionism. We.cannot wait for this information to seep down

from the Vatican,'" he said.

Bishop Walter F. Sullivan of the Richmond, Virginia
Diocese said that the UN vote was "another sad chapter in the
history of the ongoing oppression of the Jewish people.”" He
added, "We must identify with our Jewish brothers and sisters

in their continued struggle for survival and equality."”

Bishop Sullivan also criticized the UN resolution
during the course of his participation in a Hanukah service
at a Richmond synagogue — the first such participatioh in
that area for a bishop — and he_ﬁas also a signatory to a

statement issued by religious leaders in Richmond.

(Like Bishop Sullivan, a number of Roman Catholic
leaders were co-signers of statements issued under other
auspices — from local communities, or from ecumenical organi-
zations or associations. For example, Bishop Philip F. McNairy,
Roman Catholic bishop of Minnesota, criticized the UN'resolution

in his capacity as chairman of the Minnesota Council on

Religion and Race. Archbishops James V. Casey of.Denver and
Charles A. Buswell of Pueblo signed a statement of Colorado
religious leaders, as did Auxiliary Bishops George Evans and

Richard Hanifen. Providence Bishop Louis E. Gelinou's state-



ment appea}ed jointly with other Rhode-Isalnd religious and

civic leaders. Bishop David F. Cunningham of Syracuse signed a
joint statement of concern with others in his area. Bishops |
Vincent Leonard of Pittsburgh and William Connare of Greesburg
were signatories of a joint stetement_by Pittsburgh area Chfistian
leaders. Bishops Carroli_T; Doeief ofiMemphiéhand James D.
Niedergeses of Nashville were emong-GOIChristian leaders signing
a letter of protest to UN Secretary-General Kurt Waldeim, drafted
during the Second'National-Jewishéthristian‘Relations.ﬁorkf'

shop held OotOber 28-30 in Meﬁphis. For the mbstepart; these
joint declaraﬁions and their signatories are detailed in the
section of this docﬂment_dealihglyith jnterreligious and -

ecumenical responses.

Denunciations of the faoismfzionismﬂlihk_also came from
various ﬁatiohel.Cathdlic'orgenizations ahdofroﬁ'erchdiocesan
committees. deallng with human relatlons or ecumenical issues.
The Natlonal Cathollc Conference for Interrac1al Just1CE, a
federatlon of Cathollc groups and 1nd1v1duals concerned about
civil rights and soc1al ]ustlce, spoke out 1n unequlvocal terms.
In a statement 1ssued in Washlngton by 1ts board of dlrectors,
the NCCIJ declared:

- This resolutlon is 1ndeed an obscene one,
‘as the United States rightly termed it.
If it becomes official United Nations
policy, it will be the source of endless

anti-Semitic attacks on Israel and its

Jewish- supporters around the world.

_We recognlze racism when we see it. We
recognize anti-Semitism when we see it.

Zionism is not and never was racism.

This resolut1on is antl Semltlsm at its
worst. :



We will support our own government in
its efforts to reverse this vote and
urge those nations who supported the
resolution to reconsider their vote.

Similarly, the president of the Catholic League for Religious
and Civil Rights charged that the UN resolution was an expression
of anti-Semitism. Father Virgil C. Blum, S.J. said the UN

action constituted

.. .another demonstration of the highly
objectionable and divisive practice of
labelling social, political and civil
rights issues as ideological or reli-
gious as a means of dividing people,
creating hostilities and setting groups
against groups.

The Catholic League condemns this divisive
practice, not less when used in contro-
versies about the right to life of un-
born babies, the civil rights of North
Ireland Catholics and tax funds for the
education of children in church-related
schools than when used in controversies
about the right of the Jewish people to
have a homeland in Israel.

Archdiocesan organizations which issued statements
included Cardinal Krol's Commission on Human Relations (Phila-

delphia), the Ecumenical and Interrelicious Affairs Committee<

of the Archdioceses of Detroit, Baltimore and Albany, New York,
and the Catholic-Jewish Committee of the Archdiocese of Boston.

Cardnal Krol's commission declared:
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It is most distressing that the United
Nations, whose charter we affirm, whose

- operations we support and whose goals

- of peace, justice and unity, we applaud,
should by a policy. of numbers, by a ma-
jority vote, allow itself to be used as
an instrument of discord, injustice and
division.

We are confident that all reasonable

. people realize that facts are not de- :
termined by majority vote, and that un-

- supported charges discredit the majority
voting and not the target of their charges.
It is our fervent hope that the United '
Nations will take effective measures,
to preclude a repetition of being ex- ,
ploited by those ‘who are more interested
‘in promoting hostility than peace.

1« Thenpeffoit statement.took_thefform'of a-letterito¢UN
Secretafy—General Waldheim signed by members of the A:chdio-:
CESén.Committee foriEéumenicalzand Iﬁteireligipus Affairs.
Expressiqg“"dQEQ personél_ﬁisﬁéy“ gt_the'adbpéion of’tﬁe reso-

lution by the UN committee, they continued:

. The history of Zionism is clear and open
-to all to see. It arose not out of racial
~discrimination, but in reaction against
'racial discrimination. As a movement, it
grew only because anti-Semitism in coun-
tries throughout the world reached geno-

‘cidal proportions during the. period of
the Second World War. Zionism represents
one of humanity's noblest attempts to
free the world of the crimes of racism
and genocide, which is the logical out-
come of racism. Any attempt to equate
- Zionism as such with racial discrimina-

. tion is both historically absurd and . .
morally obscene. From last Friday's vote,
.one can only conclude that, sadly, we are
witnessing today a recrudescence of that
same horrifying racism against the Jewish
people which precipitated the Zionist
movement in the first instance. The irony.
is obvious and not a little frightening




when the racism stems from a world body
such as the United Nations.

Declaring the resolution was "steeped in falsehood and
apparent ill-will," they charged its passage would "seriously
threaten both world peace and the work of the United Nations,"

and urged to member states to "reconsider this rash and untimely

action."

The Baltimore Archdiocesan Commission for Ecumenical
and Interreligious Affairs, in a statement signed by its chaifman,
Fr. Brian M. Rafferty, expressed "horror at the recent action
of the majority™ in the UN General Assembly. First, said the
commission, the branding of Zionism as racism is an

utterly baseless assertion concerning
a decades old movement which has been
nurtured by a faith which has lasted
for millenia. While this faith sees

a close link between a people and its
land, and while it demands respect for
its own unique self-view, it, in no
way, disparages or demeans any other
people or group.

Secondly, the statement continued,

with this action the UN has debased
itself into a senseless, mindless
throng forsaking any pretense of
being a forum for wise and cool
discussion of the world-wide
problems which plague our human
family.

The Commission on Ecumenical and Interreligious Affairs

of the Diocese of Albany reiterated Archbishop Bernardin's
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"profound disagreement oith, aod'disappointment‘et"ethe UN action.
In letters to'Secretary—Genefel Waldheiﬁ} Ambassadb? Moynihan,
Senators Javitz and Buckley and Albeny'congressionai representa-~
tives, Fr. Howard Hobbard, chairman of the commission, supported
the staﬁd of the U.S. delegation; urged'“vigorous opposition" to
the implementation of the resolution, and said that the "lamentable

action" of the UN had placed the world today in “serlous Jeopardy L

The Catholic-Jewish Committee-of the Archdiocese of Boston,
in a statement supporfing the U:S; position on the resolution,
noted “the obscenitf“ of’equatihg'zioﬁiSm with racism.’ Pointing
to "the natural rigﬁﬁs that all peoples heve ﬁo a national-home-
laﬁd,h the statemehﬁ warned that the UN,-Whioﬁ "has givénEVOioe
in the past to some of the mosf deceot‘and‘huﬁane instincts of
mankind," jeoperdized its.wofld stapdihg and credibility by

adopting the resolution.

‘The Catholic_Inter#aciallCoﬁncil of New York called the
initial adoptioo of the reeolution 53 the UNFThird Committee
"a shameful and appalllng act, which ﬁfhreatens to make a
mockery of the UN's avowed and noble effort to ellmlnate |
racism." In a statement-lssued by 1ts_Execut1ve Dlrector;
John Garra, the CIC pointed to its long record of opposition
to racial and religious bigotry. _Of the attempt to link

Zionism and racism, ‘Mr. Garra said:..
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We recognize Zionism itself as part of
the long fight against racism. For more
than a century it has been a movement of
the Jewish people to save themselves from
discrimination by establishing, through
peaceful means, a nation in the Middle
East ready to live at peace with its
neighbors.

To seek to enlist the U.N. in a global
campaign against Zionism as a form of
racism is not only to distort the truth,
but it is a means likely to incite
racist hatred and anti-semitism against
Jews and other groups whose sympathies
lie with the State of Israel.

In addition, various Catholic scholars and priests spoke
out as individuals. Father John T. Pawlikowski, OSM, President
of the Catholic Theological Union in Chicago, expressed his

"very deep concern" in a letter to Secretary General Waldheim.

Father Pawlikowskli stated:

The resolution is most unjust and will
only further erode the credibility of
the United Nations. Israel is not a

perfect society. But neither is any

other member. Such a politically moti-
vated resolution as this undercuts the
Committee's ability to deal with racism
where it really exists such as in South
Africa. It likewise will seriously weaken
support for the United Nations here in

the United States.

The dean of the Seton Hall University Law School, John
F; X. Irving, called the resolution "a facade which cloaks
its question of Israel's right to exist," and said the United
Nations action "has created enormous disappointment in free
men everywhere." Dean Irving made his remarks at a rally

protesting the resolution in West Orange, New Jersey.
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Msgr. John M. Oesterreicher, director of the Institute
of Judeo-Christian Studies at Seton Hall, described the reso-

lution as "slanderous." In an article in the Morning Star

Le&gér (November 14) he pointed to the declaration of Israel's
founding fathers that the state will maintain "complete equality
of social and political rights for all its citizens, without
distinction of creed, race or sex," and that the founding
fathers had extended the hand of peace and good neighborliness
to all states and peoples around them. "No sooner had these
words been spoken," wrote Msgr. Oesterreicher, "than the Arab
governments, so appealed to, tried to have théir armies wipe
out the newborn state." Noting the technical, medical and
agricultural assistance given by Israel to 62 countries in
Africa, Asia and Latin America, he asked, "what has happened
to some of the beneficiaries of Israeli friendship that they

now see in -that unique service a form of racism?"

"Anyone who thinks that the condemnation of Zionism
concerns Jews alone is a fool," he added. "It is an attack
on the moral code of the universe, and thus an attack on

anyone who wears a human face."

As quoted in the Sunday News of Queens (November 16)

Msgr. Archibald V. McLees called the resolution an "obscene

trick" which must be condemned.

In a telegram to Secretary General Waldheim, Sister
Ann Gillen of the National Coalition of American Nuns, declared
that the equating of Zionism and racism would "crumble the
very foundations" of the UN. "As a Christian, I protest the

anti-Semitic terrorism polluting the UN," she wrote.



-,y -

Father James S. Conlan, in a radio commentary made on
New York Station WINS November 16, said that the United Nations
vote focused on "a moral iniquity" which was the root of most
Middle Eastern problems:

To deny the right of a free and viable
homeland for the Jews of the world is to
close one's eyes and ears to the vicious
cruelty heaped upon the Jews over the
centuries. Anti-Semitism is a curse upon
the entire human race. It deforms us. It
cripples us. It demonizes us...The six
million Jews heartlessly murdered in our
time are six million witnesses to the fact
that as long as humans inhabit this earth
the disease of anti-Semitism can turn us
into beasts.

Father Conlan also drew attention to the explosion of a
bomb in Jerusalem as an indication of widespread support of the
Palestinian cause and noted that ''there are many indeed who
feel that the Palestinian Arabs are victims of an enduring and

unendurable injustice."

In a letter published in the Catholic Universe Bulletin

of Cleveland (November 21), Sisters Jane Pank, H.M. and Ruth Anne
Bruner, H.M. and Patricia R. Lange declared that "this obvious
game of political manipulation' had violated '"the rights of
human beings to build their own futufe — theologically speaking,

to work out their own salvation in freedom...™



- RESPONSES IN THE CATHOLIC PRESS

Editorials in ﬁationai and dioceéan publications, énd_in
the writings of syndicated columnists, ranged from coolly analy-
tical to passionately angry. Overwhelming;y, howéver, the UN
action was denounced and viewed as aﬁ incitement to anti-Jewish
hatred. -

Describing. the vote "a perﬁersiqn of logic," Commonweal,

the national biweekly published by Catholic laypersons;;probed

the consequences of the resolution in dépth. (December 5)

While in one sense the UN-acfion "was-meéﬁingless,-—
sheer theatre," wrote the editor,,ip'another sense it ”haslthe
profoundest implications,'for'it bfingé into doubt thé,iﬁtellectual
and political integrity of the world body, just as surely as it
brings Zionism under unfalr onus wherever in the world people are

disposed to take the UN seriously."

Exploring the relationship between anti-Zionism and anti-

Semitism, Commonweal noted-that'the terms are ''not pfecisdly

synonomous' but that to see a connection between them "is not
irrational phobia,"'since anti-Zionism may be seen as . the newest -

ievelopment in the hatred of- the Jew1sh people as prlmeval myth:
In the Mlddle Ages, it was religious
bigotry; in the nineteenth century, economic -
ills; in the earlier part of this century, _
- pseudo-scientific racism. In this analysis, -
the "war® against Zionism is only the '
latest metamorphosis of the myth, this time
. directed against the great enterprise of the
- ‘modern Jewish people concretized in the
. State of Israel. -
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The editorial stressed the urgency of an educational
campaign '"to acquaint people generally with the true meaning of
Zionism and the theological and psychological identification of
Jews the world over with Israel as the Land sacred to Jewish

history and vital to Jewish safety and survival as a people."

At the same time, temptations to reprisal and vindictiveness
against the UN should be resisted; despite its flaws, the UN
"remains the most important forum for international debate and

opinion in the world."

In a later (December 19) article in Commonweal, Thomas

Powers thoughtfully exposed the American press reaction to the
UN resolution, describing most of it as ''rhetorical excess."
While '"no people has suffered more from racism than Jews, it

is the history of the Jews in fact which gives the word its most
horrific connotation...tha£ still does not fully explain the

heated reaction to the UN anti-Zionism resolution."

It is the displacement of the Palestinians which is
at the heart of the issue, Mr. Powers wrote. "The proper way
to answer a charge of racism is not to ignore the facts behind
the charge—in this case, the fact of Palestinian displacement

—but to explain why they do not constitute racism."
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América, the national weekly pubiication of the”Jeéuit
Fathers, maintained a more detached tone.  1In a quemberJzz editorial,
America noted that the resolution had.met "st:onger_opgqéition :
than the Arab lobby usually encounters on UN votes on the Middle
East" particially because "rather-thah being simply pro—Palestinian,
the resolution was exclusively anti-Israel—an important distinction
for thbse many countries whose firét-devotion is to national
llberatlon.“ | |

While declarlng that the resolutlon was "rhetorical flourish
rathern than a program of action," America pointed £o potentially
serious consequences: ‘ |

{

Some might argue that rhetoric' is better than
bloodshed, but in this instance, if one takes

the terms of the rhetoric seriously, an essential
condition for peace in the Middle East——the
recognition of Israel's right to exist-—has

been denied.

Our Sunday Visitor, a conservatively-oriented national

Catholic weekly, comﬁented (November 23) that the adoption of
the resolution "is far more tragic for the UN than it is for
Israel." Pointing to "the irony that the Soviet Unioﬁ practices
real racism and racial discrimination in,its-treatment of the
Jews and that there is no real freedom in most of the countriés
that support this terrible resolution," the editors acknowledge

that the resolution might portend some danger to Israel:

But the real danger is to the United Nations. Control of

the General Assembly was seized for po11t1ca1 purposes of

the worst kind. The United Nations can survive only with .
the trust of free people in the world. A wound has been
inflicted on the Jewish people but a far more dangerous wound
was suffered by those who inflicted it and by the UN that
was used as their political instrument.



-18-

Father Andrew M. Greeley, a columnist widely-syndicated in
both the Catholic and secular press, commented in two separate
columns on the UN action. 1In one, he chided Catholic radicals
for their silence in the face of the "recent anti-Semitic binge
at the UN," where

the gun-toting Arab terrorist Arafat gets

a standing ovation, the mad racist Amin

is widely applauded, Israel is thrown out

of UNESCO and now anti-Semitism is estab-
lished as the official policy of the "people
of the world." '

On this issue, Father Greeley wrote,

there is no escape. When the official body
allegedly representing the people of the world
announces that the existence of Israel is an
act of racism, you either loudly dissent or
you must be assumed to be going along with
what your official "representatives" have
endorsed.

In another column, he extended his criticism to the World
Council of Churches for passivity in the face of Jew-baiting.
"When the 'parliament of the world' goes on record as equating
Zionism with racism, the Christian parliament of the world should
not lose a second in issuing a condemnation in the strongest
language, " 'Father Grezsley wrote. But no such condemnation would
be forthcoming, he surmised, because no Christian body today
would run the risk of offending the Third World. Lashing out at
the World Council of Churches for its acceptance of political
double standards, Father Greeley wrote, "both the UN and the

World Council of Churches are the products of democratic liberal

optimism; both have failed because neither liberalism nor
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democracy mean much in most countries of the world." Father
Greeley also wondered why the Vatican—"where George Wallace
recently was not granted a papal audience but General Idi Amin
was"—was silent on this issue.

Father John B. Sheerin, CSP, devoted a syndicated column
to the UN and Zionism. Reviewing the letter to Kurt Waldheim
signed by 60 Christians at the Second Annual Workshop for Christian-
Jewish Relationships (documented elsewhere), Father Sheriﬁg
wrote that the Arab-African leaders who backed the resolution,
"must be challenged for the benefit of the UN itself. They
must not be allowed to put the world peace organization in
jeopardy bu calumnating all the Jews of the world as well as
Israel, a member of the state-of the UN in good standing."”
Father Sheerin concluded:

To allow anti-Semitism to run rampant in the UN
would be to pave the way for another Hitlerian

era in world history. We can make an act of contrition
for Christian sins against the Jews in the past but
we Christians would do better than that by trying
our best to prevent the Holocaust, the murder of the
six million Jews, from ever happening again. We can
urge our own government to warn the anti-Semites in
the General Assembly to stop their lying tactics.
The UN must not become a forum for genocide or a
platform for launching a new pogrom.

A roundup of reactions in the Catholic press around the
U.S. provided by the Religious News Service (November 17) illustrates

the range of critical response to the resolution. With some

additions, the following is taken from the RNS roundup:
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"Outrage...all time low and anti-Semitism...were among
the words used in editorials published by Catholic diocesan
weeklies immediately following the UN vote to condemn Zionism as
a form of racism.
"We had thought the United Nations had sunk to an all-
time low recently when it gave a standing ovation to President
Idi Amin of Uganda," said the Criterion of the Indianapolis arch-
diocese. "We were wrong. Accolades for a tyrannical buffoon are
small potatoes compared with the attack this wéek on Israel and
Jews everywhere who see Israel as their spiritwmal homeland."
Calling the date of the resolution's passage, November 10,
a "day of shame," the Monitor of the San Francisco archdiocese
said, "What the United Nations, in reality, has done is to condemn
the Jewish people in their homeland of Israel and to incite further
hatred of them all over theﬂworld." The editorial was writtén
by editor-manager Gerard E. Sherry.

The National Catholic Reporter, an independent, lay-edited

weekly published in Kansas City, Missouri, said, "By equating
Zionism with racism, the UN is transformed from an arena for
serious debate to a collection of nationally and ideologically
labeled soapboxes for declamation, not dialogue."

In an editorial headline “Anﬁi—Semitism'at UN" the Baltimore
Catholic Review declared, "The United Nations resolution on .Zionism
is so absurd, it is tempting to write it off as a clownish prank

of an adolescent mob. Unfortunately, anti-Semitism is too serious
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an-evil for'anyone;—%especially Chfistians——-to.ignofe-the
reeolution." | | |

The Voice, publication of the Miami archdiocese,:recounted
the diffieulty Jews haveekperienCedhisforically:in trfing to
find a piace where they would be aceepted. And the editorial
concluded, "ZioniSmlis simply a lasﬁ'ditch efﬁort'by altiny'
fraction of;the world}sspeople to'haﬁe-a place to survive‘in-a
world that has told them agaln and agaln that they must elther
stop belng Jews or be. kllled... It is those who voted 1n bad -
conscience’ for the resolutlon who  are the ra01sts.

The Cathollc Bulletln of the Archdlocese of St. Paul and

Minneapolis and the DiOcese-of New Ulm said that in labeling
Zionism aé.raciem the Uﬁ.had "put iﬁSelf;on record‘as:raeiet-
itself.“ ‘A signed editofial bf‘editOr:Bernard Casserly called
adoption of the resolution "the most dlsgraceful eplsode ‘in the
30-year hlstory of the 1nternat10na1 body. -

A call for Christians to’ "rlse_up against such an odious

attack" was issued by the Catholic Free Press, weekly‘paper of
the Diocese.of Worcester,'Massachusetts, .“Zionism and'Judaism'
are, of course, two_differeﬁt_things}" i£ said. "But in context
of the United Nations ﬁenﬁaiity‘today, a slur hpon zienism is-apl
-attack against Judaism.™" | |

"Bigotry dies a slow death, doesn't it?" observed the

Harrisburg;:Pennsylvania Catholic Witness. But while COndemning

the resolution for fostering anti-Semitism, it warned that Catholics
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should not express their righteous indignation at the UN too
quickly, noting that the phrase "perfidious Jews" was only a
short time ago dropped from the Catholic Good Friday liturgy.

Msgr. S.J. Adamo, editor of the Camden Star Herald, said

in a signed editorial that Catholic concern for the survival and
well-being of the Jewish people should be based on "a sense of
shared spirituality."

"The Jews are our people, our brothers, our forebéafs,“
he said. "Any injury inflicted on them is harm poured upon the
heads of our spiritual grandparents."

"Hopefully, the protests of decent people all over the
world will render the UN resolution a piece of meaningless rhe-
toric," Msgr. Adamo said. "Hopefully, all who abominate racism
will cry out against the obscenity of such a cowardly effort to
paint as racists the very péople who have suffered so much at the
hands of racists."

"One searches in vain for comforting signs in Monday's
vote in the United Nations General Assembly equating Zionism with
racism and racial discrimination," said the Paterson, New Jersey
Beacon. "The vote was a setback for Israel, for the U.S. and the
West, for the UN—and for peace."

Declaring that the Middle Easf issue was not one of absolute
right and absolute wrong, the Beacon said that "life for the Arab
in Israel is not the paradise painted by Israeli UN Ambassador

Chaim Herzog."
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“ﬁut that is not.the same as racism,“ it said, "aﬁd the
approach to addre351ng legltlmate Palestlnlan grlevances is not
the course which was charted this week by the General Assembly.

Desplte its cr1t1c1sm of the Zronlsm resolutlon; however,
the Beacon warned that scuttling the UN by withdrawing U;S.'
support would be "a case of one folly'surpaseing'another."

"Outrage" was thefsingle—word headline of an editorial

in the Long Island (New York) Catholic.

"A coalition of Arab and other Muslim nations,_Commﬁnist
and Third World countries voted Monday at the UN General Assembly .
to condemn Zionism as a form of racism and racial dlscrlmlnatlon,“
1tlsa1d. "This indeed is an outrager

"Zionism may be termed a form of nationalism, but it isl
a far cry.from racism and racial_discriﬁination,?_the-editorial -
said. | | | |

"Does Zionism smack of racism?" asked the. Newark Catholic
Advocate. '"Not even the sponsors of the UN resolution think so.
What they object to,-iS'nOt'the Zionist hope, but its réalizarioh;
the State of Israel, and its bearer'through the centuries, the

Jewish péople."

Deallng in forthrlght fashlon w1th the anc1ent Christian
assumptlon that Jews are condemned to wander the earth forever,

the’AdVocate.declared:

" Christian scholars have demonstrated
that the idea of the "wandering Jew"
rests on a misreading of Scripture.
The rejuvenation of the Jewish people
and establishment of the state of
Israel are rather signs of God's
providence, banners of His fidelity.
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Father James Gandrau, editor of the Catholic North West

Progress of Seattle (December 12), expressed sympathy for all
sides in the Middle East conflict, and concern for the Christian
exodus from the Holy Land. He noted that the Israeli government
could not be blamed for the weduction in the number of Christians,
since Christian Arabs have been leaving the Middle East for many

years.

Pointing to the complexity of the issues in the area,
Father Gandrau discounted the suggestion that Jerusalem should
be internationalized and said that '"Jews and Arabs must work
through the Jerusalem problem themselves.'" While "Catholic concern
in the Middle East...must extend equally to Jews and Arabs alike,"
he sharply criticized the UN action. '"The attempt to equate
Zionism and racism at the UN was no step forward for peace and

justice in the Middle East," he declared.

Perhaps the closest thing to a defense of the UN vote

came from Msgr. Charles Owen Rice, a columnist for the Pittsburgh

Catholic, whose article was reprinted elsewhere. '"There is some
of the pernigious znti-Zionism, which is anti-Semitism, in the
anti-Israel forces who are winning majorities in the UN General
Assembly,'" Msgr. Rice wrote, '"but there is another anti-Zionism
there which is not anti-Semitism and need not be. If you are a
Palestinian who's lost his land...you are not going to like

Zionism, and who could blame you?"



-25-

Suggesting th;t Ambassador Moynihan had overreacted
to the UN action, Msgr. Rice asserted "Israel's case belongs in
the UN," along with "the right of the Palestinian state to come
into existence and the right of Palestinians to engage in all
deliberations bearing upon their fate." Msgr. Rice was parti-
cularly exercised by United States military and financial com-

mitments in the Middle East.
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PROTESTANT, ORTHODOX AND EVANGELICAL REACTIONS

International Bodies

Dr. Philip A. Potter, Generai'Secretary of the World Council
of Churches, appealed to the UN General Assembly to "recﬁnsider
and rescind'" its action linking Zionism with racism and declared
the Council's "unequivocal Oppositiﬁn” to the equation. In a
statement made in Geneva on November il, Dr. Potter said “Zionism
has historically Been a hovément coﬁcefned with the liberation
of the Jewish people from oﬁpregsion, including racial oppression."
Further, he defined Zioﬁism as "a cémpiex Histofiéal process,
expressing many diffeféng dspirations oflthelJewish people over
the yeérs, and...subject to many misunderstandings and ihterpre-
tations. None of these couid appropriatély_be uséd.to condemn
Zionism as racism." . |

Dr. Potter declared that the resolution would exacerbate
tensions in the Middle East by diverting attention from the '"over-
‘riding task of regolving the conflict" by peaceful negotiations.

In urging the UN Assembly to consider and rescind the
resolution, he appealed to all parties involved in the Middle
East confliﬁt and to the UN to concentrate on implementiﬂg per-
tinent UN resolutions and "to find urgently ways to enable the
Palestinian people to achieve their legitiﬁate rights to nation-
hood and statehbod while recognizing the_right of the state of .

Isarel to exist peacefully'within internationally agreed boundaries.”
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In the United States

Various officials of the National Council of Churches,
the largest umbrella organization of Protestant and Orthodox
churches, spoke out against the resolution. After its adoption
by the UN Third Committee, but before its endorsement by the
General Assembly, Claire Randall, General Secretary of the Council,
urged the General Assembly to reject the resolution. Noting that
the NCC executive committee had called upon Israel and the.
Palestinians '"to recognize the right of the other party to the
same self-determination which they desire for themselves," she
declared that "mutual recriminations will not help solve Middle
East problems nor contribute to peace,'" and that the acceptance
of the resolution on the part of the UN "will undermine the
struggle against racism, and has the potential for reviving an
old form of racism, anti-Semitism, in many places in the world."
After the General Assembly vote, two top officials of
the NCC office on Christian-Jewish Relationships described the
UN action as an "act of political savagery,'" and urged that it
be rescinded. Dr. William L. Weiler, an Episcopal priest, execu-
tive director of the NCC agency, and the Rev. Isaac Rottenberg,
a Reformed Church in America clergyman, the agency's chairman,
wrote to Kurt Waldeim:
By this uninformed and irresponsible equating

of Zionism, the liberation movement of the Jewish

people, with racism, the world body devoted to bring-

ing peace among nations has succumbed to an act of

political savagery, and has sown further discord
among the member states.
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As Christians committed to promoting justice
and peace throughout the world, we affirm the
right of the Jewish people to pursue their own
national destiny, and we oppose those who would
deny this people of the rights which they cherish
for themselves.

They concluded with a call for the General Assembly '"to
acknowledge the error of this resolution, and speedily to rescind
it."»

A spontaneous response of "horror' was registered by the
Rev. Nathan H. VanderWerf, executive director of the NCC's Com-
mission on Regional and Local Ecumenism. In a telegram to pro-
fessional colleagues at the American Jewish Committee, he asked
"Will we never see the end of anti-Semitism" May God bless you
all and save Israel which in part saves us all and our humanity
and justice." Mrs. Martha Edens, general director of Church
Women United, a national ecumenical movement, described the
resolution as "an affront to Jewish people everywhere," and added,
"In our position as a non-governmental organization repreéented
at the UN we have protested this reprehensible act, by signature
and speech, and will continue to do so. We particularly deplore
the weakening of the United Nations resulting from this resolution,

and we fear its implications in regard to the cause of combatting

racism."
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YWCA
In a statement adopted on November 2, the national board
of the YWCA declared itself
..deeply disturbed that in the world political
arena the ancient and historic longing of a dis-
placed and persecuted people for a homeland has
been equated with racism. The international
.community cannot afford to be divided in the-
battle against racism...by political d1stort1ons
which confuse victims and perpetrators
The organ1zat10n called upon its own members "and other
Americans to play an informed and medlat1ng role in ‘the e11m1nat10n.
“of antl-Semltlsm." |
' The statement of tﬁé hétional board was eﬁdorsed in a
separate action by the board of leeCtOTS of the YWCA of Whlte

Plains, Mt. Vernon and Central Westchester on November 24 .

Greek Orthoddx

Archbishop Iakovos, primate of the Greek Orthodox Church
in North and South America, called the resolution '"deplorable
and offensive." He added:

We profoundly regret that the United Nations,
which was established to dedicate itself to
serving the cause of peace and justice, saw fit
to issue such an imprudent pronouncement that
has caused great pain and anguish to all, par-

ticularly at times when we all strive for peace
and justice in the world.

Other statements were issued by officers and boards of
several Protestant denominations and in some instances by state

or local judicatories of the same church groups.
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Episcopal

A statement issued by the presiding bishop of the
Episcopal church, John M. Allin, and Bishop John H. Burt, of
the Committee on Christian-Jewish Relations, decried the UN
action as '"an inexcusable offense against those legitimate
aspirations of the Jewish people for a homeland which the U.N.

itself certified back in 1947."

Expressing fear that the resolution might "unleash...
international bitterness and regional anti-sehitism," they
identified themselves "ﬁith our Jewish brothers and sisters"
and urged Christians not to forget the relative silence of
the church during the Nazi Holocaust. They concluded,

"Let us all now resolve that the Christian Church today will
.stand steadfast alongside those who profess the faith and
preserve the religious tradition in which Jesus of Nazareth

was raised."”

Other Episcopal leaders spoke out in different contexts.
Bishop Paul Moore of New York was a major speaker at a protest
rally held in New York City. Bishops Frederick Beldon of Rhode
Island, Robert Appleyard of Pittsburgh, William Frey of Colorado,
Lyman Ogelby of Pennsylvania, Robert C. Rusack of Los Angéles,
Ned Cole of Central New York and Jonathan Sherman of Long Island,
New York were signatories of joint declarations issuing from

their respective regions, documented elsewhere. The Committee
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on Jewish Relations of the Ecumenical Commission of the Episcopal
Diocese of New York issued a separate statement through its
chairman, the Rev. Dr. Lee A. Belford. 1In a letter to Kurt
Waldheim, Dr. Belford declared:

The attempt to equate Zionism with racial

discrimination is both historically absurd

and morally obscene, and actually leads to

a posture of hatred for Jews because they

are Jews.

The executive council of the Episcopal Diocese of Con-

necticut resolved (December 17) "that the equating of Zionism
with racism is offensive to our consciences as Christians. We

desire to express this response to our UN Delegation and to

leaders of the Jewish community in this state and to the press."

In addition, the Diocesan Council of the Episcopal

Diocese of Los Angeles, in a separate resolution adopted November
26, voted to join with Bishop Rusack "in expressing to the Jewish
community of Los Angeles through its leaders our distress over
[the UN] action; that we extend to them the hand of brotherly
love; and assure them of our desire to establish dialogue in all
matters of mutual concern." Moreover, the Diocesan Council also

voted to incorporate into its minutes a message of Holy Day
Greetings to the Jewish community which had been adopted by the
Executive Council of the Episcoﬁal,Church at its regular meeting
in Greenwich, Connecticut,September 16-18. (This message,
unrelated to the UN action, extended greetings to the Jewish

community upon the celebration of Rosh Hashanah and Yom Kippur,
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urged joint study between Episcopal and Jewish congregations,
expressed "indebtedness to Judaism for the rich heritage that we
Christians possess...'" and declared, in part:

We are aware that the history of Jewish-Christian
relations has been marked many times with bitter-
ness, pain, prejudice and persecution. We pray
that these days will never again be repeated and
pledge our efforts as elected leaders of the
Episcopal Church to be vigilant in standing
against every expressing of the sickness we call
anti-Semitism...)

United Methodist

The Council of Bishops of the United Methodist Church
issued a statement on November 12 deploring '"the one-sidedness
of the resolution and its possible impact on delicate negotiations
in the Middle East.'" The bishops' statement was more concerned
with potential loss of support for the UN, however, than with
the substance of the resolution itself. Thus, it made no
reference to Israel or the possible anti-Semitic consequences
of the resolution, but rather urged the President, the State
Department and Congress ''to continue to give full support to the
UN...and to refuse to initiate any form of punitive action that
will intensify the plight of desperate and hungry persons from
the Third World nations involved,'" pointing out that these "help—
less masses of people...had nothing to do with the intricate-power

politics of the UN General Asseﬁbly.”
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Bishops Roy C. Nichols of Pittsburgh, John B. Warman of
Harrisburg, and Melvin E. Wheatley, Jr., of Denver, voted against
the statement on the grounds that it was not strong enough in
condemning the UN action. Both bishops Nichols and Wheatley
endorsed stronger statements emanating from their local communities,
as did bishops Joseph Yeakel of Syracuse and James M. Ault of
Eastern Pennsylvania. Others issued remarks that went beyond
the Council of Bishops' statement, both in defense of Zionism
and in criticism of the UN. For example, Bishop W. Ralph Ward,
president of the Council of Bishops, declared that Zionism "means
much more than a political entity. It impligs moral and spiritual
values characteristic of the Jewish people through the ages. These
have to be upheld in the Christian community."

In addition, officials of two Methodist agencies, the
Board of Global Ministries énd the Board of Church and Society,
sent a letter to Jewish leaders in the United States declaring,
"Out of Christian conscience, we deplore the irresponsible and
self-defeating vote in the General Assembly of the United Nations,
which presumed to define Zionism as racist in character. To
attempt such a definition is indefensivle in historical perspective."

Asserting that the resolution "solves nothing, adds anguish
to Jews and endangers support for the UN," the leaders streséed
both the right of Israel to exist aé a state within clear and
recognized boundaries and a hearing for the needs of Palestinians

in and outside of Israel, as essentials.
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At the same time, the agency leaders cautioned that
""'scapegoating activity" against the United Nations would result
in "additional damage."

The letter was signed for the Board of Global Ministries
by Bishop Paul A. Washburn of Chicago, president; Dr. Tracey K.
Jones, Jr., general secretary; Bishop James K. Mathews of Washington,
vice-president for ecumenical and interreligious affairs; and
Dr. Robert W. Huston, chief ecumenical staff officer. |

Signing for the Board of Church and Society were Bishop
James Armstrong of Aberdeen, South Dakota, president; the Rev.

A. Dudley Ward of Washington, general secretary; and the Rev.
Herman Will, Jr., of Washington, associate general secretary for
world peace.

Criticism of the UN action also came from a Regional
Methodist Organization, the Southern California-Arizona Conference
of the United Methodist Church. 1In a letter to Kurt Waldhwim,

J. Irwin Trotter, director of the Council of Ministries, and
Mildred Hutchinson, chairpersan of the Board of Church and Society,
declared, "To resort to anti-Semitism as a weapon...is to let loose
demons that no one will be able to controi."

Two of the social principles of the United Methodist Church,
they wrote, have been condemnation of anti-Semitism in both ifs
overt and covert forms and strong support for the UN. '"Our deno-
mination has helped create a favorable climate of opinion for the

UN from its inception," they stated, but the recent action of the
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Assembly "is in conflict with these two principles, and will

unfortunately undermine the support that the UN has among our
church members.'" They appealed to the Assembly 'to raise thé
level of discussion regarding this crucial dispute rather than

contributing to the confusion of the issues."

United Church of Christ

The United Church Board for World.Ministfies criticized
the resolution as "an ill-advised pfopaganda device." The 225-
member board, which handles mission policy for the 1.8-million-
member United Church of Christ, voted to '"deplore" the UN reso-
lution, rejecting its method of '"voicing opposition to fsréel‘s
policies and unwillingness to ;omplay-with_UN-resolutiqns on
the Middle East." | | : .

It urged the UN to "fiﬁd ways fo enable the Palestinian
people to achieve their legitimaée rights to natiﬁnhood'and state-
hood and to recognize the right of...Israel tofexist peacefully
within the iﬁternationally agreed boundaries."

‘The president of the United Church of Christ, Dr. Robert
V. Moss, was more expiicitly.criticgl of thelresolutidn; labeling
it "infamoﬁs." -Addressing a state-wide denominational dssembiy:_
in Wichita, Kansas on November 16, Dr. Moss said, "Nations like
" Russia, Polan& and Yugoslavia who fought sé hérd and suffered so

much at the hands of Nazism seem now to have allied themselves
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with the Nazi philosophy in supporting the UN action.'" Asserting
that the sponsors of the resolution meant by it Jews and Judaism
as well as the state of Israel, Dr. Moss added, "There can be no
peace and no justice until the continued existence of Israel is
guaranteed, and the Palestinian people has its own land and its
own government.'" He told the Assembly that he would introduce

a resolution that the then forthcoming meeting of the UCC in
Nairobi calling upon the UN to reverse its action.

A regional body of the same denominatioﬁ, the executive
committee of the Connecticut Conference of the United Church of
Christ, the largest Protestant body in Connecticut, attacked the
UN action as "utterly despicable.'" Their resolution, adopted
on November 12, said in part:

We declare to our fellow Americans who are Jews
that we stand solidly with them against this
action and any other which would fan the flickering
sparks of racial bigotry which remain in our midst
and we call upon all Christians to continue to
oppose anti-Semitism wherever and whenever the
opportunity presents itself.

Other United Church of Christ clergy expressed themselves
in various contexts. For example, the Rev. Fred P. Reigster,
Conference Minister of Southern California and the Southwest
Conference of the UCC, co-signed a statement of conscience with
other Christian leaders in his area, as did the Rev. John C..

Shetler, Conference Minister of the UCC's Pennsylvania Southeast

Conference.
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Disciples of Christ

Dr. Robert A. Fangmeier, director of International
Affairs of the Division of Homeland Ministries, Christian Church
(Disciples of Christ) expressed his outrage at the resolution in

a letter to the editor of the Indianapolis News. "This Arab-

sponsored mischief does their cause no good," he declared,
""holds back prospects of‘justice for fhe Paiestinian refugees,
raises doubts about the integrity of any M1dd1e East settlement
and further ‘threatens the fabr1c of the world organization."
Regarding Zionism, he wrote: | -

After centuries of pogroms -and persecution in
predominantly Christian and Moslem nations, is
it racis] discrimination to want one small piece
of land in the world where Jews may freely
practice their own religion and give expression
to their own culture? The preservation of a
race and religion can be described as "discri-
mination" only by those who feel they have no
right to exist.
Jews in Israel and e]sewhere would be the

- first to admit that Israel is an imperfect
political expression of the high aspirations

of their religion and culture. But even with
its imperfections it stands alone in the Middle
East as a democratic society. Of the seventy
Arab, Asian, African and Communist countries

- who voted for this resolution, which can demon-
strate a better record of civil rights and
religious liberties? The answer is obvious.
These largely one-party states, as opposed

to Israel's multi-party democracy, are engaging
in a mixture of political expediency, cynicism
and hypocrisy when they seek by majority vote
in the UN to turn ethics ups1de down.
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Presbyterian Statements

No statements were issued by Presbyterian national boards
or agencies; however, regional groups or representatives and
individual paétors participated in a number of local or regional
statements.

The Prebytery of Long Island (United Presbyterian Church
USA) declared its opposition to the UN action in a resolution
adopted November 25. It called the UN resolution '"frankly untrue..."
Moreover, "it provides a United Nations imprimatur for further
attempts to eliminate the state of Israel and, it could easily
encourage or support the renewed practice of anti-Semitism any-
where in the world."

Presbyterian officials who endorsed local and regional
ecumenical statements included the Rev. Dr. Frank H. Stroup,
executive secretary of the Philadelphia Presbytery; Rev. Dr.
William Aber of the Redstone (Pennsylvania) Presbytery; Rev.
Robert Loyer of the Cayuga-Syracuse Presbytery; and the Rev.
William Rambo of the Long Island Presbytery.

The Rev. Q. Gerald Roseberry, pastor of the United Pres-
byterian Church in Camelback, Arizona, in an article in the

Scottsdale Daily Progress (December 9) called the UN resolution

"merely one more attempt by Israel's enemies to isolate her
from the community of nations and make her more vulnerable to

defeat." Rev. Roseberry continued:
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The miserable, unrelenting hardships of the
Palestinian refugees cry out for solution,
but to imply that they are the result of
Zionist (read Jewish) racism is maliciously
false. The Palestinian problem is primarily
political and flows out of the UN's own
action, the partitioning of Palestine and
creating the state of Israel in 1947, and
the subsequent war waged against the new
nation by five neighboring Arab states...
The United Mations' "Zionism Resolution"
is a cynical move to lay the entire respon-
sibility upon Israel, a nation which the
Arab countries refuse to grant the right
to exist. When and if the Arab nations
and the Palestine Liberation Organization .
accept Israel's legitimate existence, some
solution will be found for. the Palestinian .
problem. : :

Lutheran Statements

The Rev. John F.'Steinbruck;'a Lutheran pastor in Washington,
D.C., lashed out at the UN fesolution. "The saﬁe ﬁindless-illogicai
mob that, during the Black Death days of the 14th century,'accused-J
Jews.of.poiSOHing Christian wells, appears to be alive aﬁdewell,“
‘he said in the course of a talk to a Jewish congregation*io Easton,
Penneylvenia' "The embers of a fire that won't seem to go out," |
he declare& "are now- belng———1ron1ca11y-——stoked by the Communlst
east, the Third World reglons and 011-soaked OPEC countrles where
racism is e way of life." o o

In 51mllar fashion, Lutheran leaders endorsed varlooe

local and reglonal statements noted elsewhere in this document
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Evangelical Groups and Leaders

Criticism of the UN action also came from Evangelical
church associations and leaders, including one group devoted to
the conversion of Jews.

Dr. Arnold T. Olson, president of the Evangelical Free
Church of America in Minneapolis, described the resolution as
"another nail in the coffin of an institution seemingly bent
on destroying itself.'" Dr. Olson continued:

Zionism is no different than the other twentieth-
century struggle for the recognition of a national
identity and self-determination by a people. In
other countries we call it nationalism and praise
it as patriotic but when it comes to Israel it is
branded as racism.

The resolution is another one of a long list of
attempts to destroy the State of Israel by the very
organization which helped bring it into being.

As Americans we should urge our representatives
in Congress to take steps to withhold financial
support. The withhodling of funds is not a form
of blackmail. It would rather be a refusal to
support financially an immoral act.

An official of the Southern Baptist Convention, Dr. A.
Jase Jones, director of the Department of Interfaith Witness of
the denomination's Home Mission Board, also attacked the UN reso-
lution. In a letter to Kurt Waldheim he accused the majority in
the UN General Assembly of having '"degraded the high principles
of...that noble institution.'" He pointed out that Israel, '"the
fruit of Zionism, has demonstrated by an even-handed treatment of
its racial, cultural and religious minorities that its basic

philosophy is completely non-racist.” To Ambassador Daniel P.



-41-

Moynihan, he expressed gratitude for '"courageous and eloquent
opposition of the resolution,'" and questioned '"whether the U.S.
can be a wholehearted partner in the UN after that organization
is to be misused and abused in such a manner.” Dr. Jones also
wrote to Senator Lloyd M. Benston of Texas and to his Congres-
sional representative suggesting that the U.S. government "should
immediately reassess the nature of the future relationship of
this country to the UN, and he similarly communicated with 29
pastors and denominational leaders, asking them to make their
influence felt. "This does not mean taking sides against Arabic
speaking peoples," he wrote. "It simply means taking a stand
against the acceptance of the falsehood given legal sanction

on November 10, 1975."

The Rev. James E. Wood, Jr., executive director of the
Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs in Washington, D.C.
called the UN vote a "deplorable action...unprecedented in the
history of the United Nations."

"This endorsement of anti-Semitism," he declared, 'can
only seriously erode the future credibility and effectiveness
of the UN as an international organization dedicated to peace
and human rights."

The Kansas-Nebraska Southern Eaptist Convention, durihg
the course of its annual convention-in Topeka, took issue with
the UN resolution and asked Baptists to '"express concern about

the matter" to their members of Congress.
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A group of evangelical Protestants called '"Christians for
Israel," headquartered in San Antonio, also criticized the reso-
lution. 1In a letter to President Ford, H.M. Kraft, Houston re-
presentative of the organization said, "For many years, Arab
propagandists and their supporters in the Third and Communist
worlds have engaged in a conscious campaign to defame the Zionist
movement, their ultimate goal being the destruction of Israel.

I am proud that our government has vigorously opposed this overt
anti-Semitic trend, and am once again proud of-you as our Presi-
dent."

Protest against the "obscene'" UN action even came from
an association committed to the conversion of Jews. Dr. Dan Fuchs,
of the American Board of Missions to the Jews, circulated a
letter of resolution in support of the State of Israel to thousands
of Christian leaders in America asking for their expressions of
public support. '"With world opinion mounting swiftly against

God's chosen people, we cannot remain silent," he stated.
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REGIONAL AND LOCAL CHURCH ASSOCIATIONS

Statements attacking the UN action came from state
councils of churches in Arkansas, Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
New Jersey, Ohio and Virginia, and from city-wide councils or
clergy associations in Atlanta, Philadelphia, Richmond, Cleveland

and Bridgeport.

The Arkansas Council of Churches called the resolution
"wholly unacceptable' and '"a slander against Jews everywhere."
While expressing sympathy for those who have suffered on both
sides of the conflict, the council said that such sympathy ''does
not allow us to disregard the malice expressed in the UN's reso-

lution and its dangerous portent for the future."

The Massachusetts Council of Churches, in a statement
issued by its executive director, the Rev. Dr., James Nash on
November 13, urged the UN General Assembly '"to rescind this
unconscionable action." "The tragedy of this resolution,'" they
declared, "is that it justifiably destroys the moral stature of

the UN in the eyes of the world."

The General Secretary of the New Jersey Council of
Churches, the Rev. Paul L. Stagg, in letters to President Ford,
Ambassador Moynihan and UN representative Leonard Germent, called
the UN action a 'repugnant...anti-Semitic attack on Judaism and
the Jewish people." Declaring, "There is not a shred of truth
in the slanderous charge,'" he expressed hope that '"our government

will stand firm while keeping open to rational solutions, conso-
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nant with Israel's existence."

The executive committee of the Rhode Island Council
of Churches unanimously condemned the resolution as '"a grosé
distortion of historical and contemporary fact." '"Given UN
endorsement," they warned, '"this false secular charge can
become as devastating to Jews in the future as the discredited

religious charge of 'deicide' has been in the past!

The general board of the Ohio Council of Churches also
attacked the resolution in a statement adopted December 24. The
board deplored '"the hypocricy surrounding the passage of the
resolution,'" and further declared the UN action "mischevious

in that it may lead to renewed anti-Semitic acts and attitudes."

While calling on Congress to continue supporting the

UN agencies and the General Assembly budgets, the OCC board
added:

We remind ourselves and our fellow
members in the Christian churches

of the all too modest voice of
protest raised by the churches

during the days of the Nazi Holocaust
and we believe that even today there
is insensitivity among Christians

to the history and aspirations of the
Jewish community.

The board offered "the good offices and resources" of

the OCC for the furthering of Jewish-Christian dialogue "in

the hope of achieving greater understanding and mutual

trust.™
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A Virginia Council of Churches statement, signed by
individual clergymen and laymen, deécribed Zionism as ''a movement
to bring freedom to the Jewish people...born amidst anti-Semitism
[which] reached fruition only in the aftermath of one dflthe
greatest ﬁatastrophes in history-ftﬁé destruction of six million
Jews. In aﬁproving'this resolutionICOndeﬁning Zionism," they

continued, ''the United Nations  has become“an instrument of racism."

Ambng the signeféjweré the Couﬁcii's éxecutive seéretary,
the'Rev.'Myrén Miller;'associate executive secretary, the Rev.
Carl Howard; the couﬁcil's president-elecf, the Rev. Constantine
Dombalis, péstor of Sts. Constantine and Helen Greek Orthodox -
Church; Richmond Districf Superintendent of the Virginia Conference
of United Methodisfs, the Rev. Harold Hugheé; the Rev. George
Ricketts, executive &irectbr of the Chaplaincy Service of the
Churches of Virginia, and the Rev. J. Fletcher Lowe, rector of

the Episcopal Church of the Holy Comforter.

As noted earlier, Bishop Walter F. Sullivan of the
Richmond Catholic diocese also signéd the statement, as did two
laymen associated with the diocesan office for social development,
Walter Grazer and Wiliiam Vesey; also the Rev. Tim Brindle,a

Baptist seminarian, and Rabby Myron Berman of'Témple Beth El.

The board of directors of the Christian Council of Metro-
politan Atlanta condemned the resolution in a statement circulated

by its president, Mr. Paul Manners and its executive director,
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Dr. Harmon D; Moore. "Justicé fof-all pafties should be done,"
declared.the statement, 'but anti-Semicism should and must be
denounced wherever it occufs and Christians should be the first
to speak out against it."

' The Metropolitan Christian Council of Philadelphia,
as association of Proteétant and Orthodox communions in southeast
Pennsylvania, declared itself (Novemher 15) unequivocally opposed
to the resolution and called upon the UN "to recon51der &l
ill-advised action, to acknowledge the error of this resolution

and take such measures as are necessary to rescind it."

This action by_ite*board of directors followed closely
on an earlier letter sent-b? officers of the Council to Kurt
Weldheim, calling upon the UN to feﬁudiatelthe draft resolution
and '"to prevent that last best hope of humankind from becoming
a forum for making'a mockery of the vision of universal
peace end'justice g The letter was signed by the following
Protestant and Orthodox 1eaders.
the Rev. John C. Shetler, chalrman of the Council and conference
minister, Pennsylvania Southeast Conference, United Church of
Christ; fhe.Rev Wllllam L. Johnston, president of the Council
_and executive mlnlster, Phlladelphla Baptlst Assoc1at10n,_che
Rev. Dr. William A. Janson, Jr., vice-president of the Council
and president Southeastern'Penn5y1vaoie Synod Lctheran'Church
in Amerlca,.the Rev. Carl M. Klels,_secretary of the Counc11 and

president, ‘Philadelphia C1a551s, Reformed Church -in Amer1ca,
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tne Rev. Dr. Rufus Cornelsen, executive diredtdr 6f.the.Council;
Bishdp James M. Ault, Easfern Pennsylvania Conference, United
Methodist Church; Francis G. Brown, General Secretary, Philadelphia
Yearly Meefing of the Religious Society of Friends; Bishop

E.L. Hickman, Fifst Episcopal District, African Mefhodist Episcopal
Church; Archpriest John A. Limberakis, Greek Orthodox Community

of Philadelphia; Bishop Lyman C. Ogilby, Diocese of Pennsylvania,
Episcopal Church; The Rev. Dr. Pfank.H. Stroup, Executive Secretarx,
Philadelphia Presbytery, United PreSbytérién Church in the U.S.A.;
The Rev. Harrison J. Trdpp, Moderator, Pennsylvania Baptiét Assd-

ciation.

Religious leaders in Richmond, in a statement by the
twelve member executive coﬁmiftee of the Clergy Association of
the Richmond Area, declared the linking of Zionism and racism
""a falsehood without historical justification: and "a denial

of the very promise and purpoSé of the United Nations."

The executive board of the. Manchester area (Conﬁect1cut)
'Conference of Churches unan1mously condemned the resolutlon .and
' extended '"to our Jew1sh.ne1ghbgrs this statement of 5ympathet1c
~ concern fér_the hurt which that vote-has_caused them." Similarly, -

the Greater Cleveland Interchurch Eduncil joined Jews in'condemning

~the resolution.
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(In addition to the above, officials of councils of
churches in a number of other regions and communities -- Long
Island, New York; Oregon; Southern California; Los Angeles
and Phoenix -- signed joint statements issued under ecumenical

auspices, documented in the following section.)
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PROTESTANT AND ORTHODOX PRESS COMMENTS

The UN resolution evoked editorial reactions from
Protestant publications as far afield as the theologically con-

servative Christianity Today and the liberal Christianity and

Crisis. The Christianity Today comment, written November 7,
before the passing of the resolution by the General Assembly,
said its adoption by the Third Committee ''threatened to make
the UN appear irresponsible, prejudiced and anti-Semitic." The

editorial continued:

If religious considerations are part
of the indictment in the committee's
resolution, it is only fair to observe
that in this area Judaism is no match
for Islam and its strictures against
non-Muslims. Muslims who have converted
to Christianity can tell the world of
the social, economic, and political
sanctions that follow as a matter of
course. For the Arabs to press this
line tells us more about them than about
the state of Israel.

The Jews have not tried to destroy
any other group of people. Rather they
themselves have been the victims of
attempted genocide. And it is the
extremist Arabs who want neither a Jewish
state nor an Arab-Jewish state that

pose the real threat of genocide to the
Jews.

Christianity and Crisis devoted an entire issue to the

UN resolution (December 22), comprising five articles rangind
widely in opinion. Space preventslanything but a most super-

ficial summary of those viewpoints.
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Rosemary and Herman Ruether explored in some detail the
differences between Jewish. and Arab nationalism. Zionism "is
a self-limited particularity,'" and Judaism affirms no mission
to conquer the rest of the world religiously. Arab nationalism
"finds any domination by another group...to be an offense to its
identity...To allow the permanent acceptance of a Jewish state
within the historical area of Muslim conquest would require a

fundamental change in this mindset of Muslim identity."

Ibrahim Abu-Lughad, a Palestinian, professor and author,
asserted that Zionism isla form of racism, and "the assumption
that Jews constitute one people and thus should form a political
community violates the most elementary social and cultural laws."
He described Zionism as "a creature of 19th century European
racism," and argued that Israeli law and land practices amounted

to racial and ethnic discrimination.

Ya'ir Bar Am, pen name of an Israeli citizen who has
worked for one of the Zionist youth movements in the U.S., wrote
that the UN resolution was "a victory for the hawks on both sides,”
and that the Israelis and Palestinians would suffer most from it.
While critical of specific Israeli government policies, he defended

Zionism as the liberation movement of the Jewish people.

Rabbi Daniel F. Polish saw the UN action as '"nothing short

of a secular pasion play——with all the nuances and all the potential
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for mischief of its religious antecedents."

...While other nations are entitled to a land,
Jews are not...While other movements of national
liberation are to be hailed, Zionism is to be
condemned. . .Once more the Jewish people are
depicted as in league with the forces of dark-
ness, once more stigmatized as a people unlike
others, subject to a different standard of
judgment.

Robert G. Hoyt, founder of the National Catholic Reporter,

noted, "Israel is not the least racist nation; but it obviously
is not the most." He viewed the resolution as -a '"consolation
prize" for the failure to oust Israel from the UN. Declaring
that peace was the great'imperative and that it meant risk-taking
by each side, he argued that Palestinians must abandon their goal
of destroying Israel and that Israelis should risk the creation

of the Palestinian state.

John C. Bennet, senidr contributing editor of the publica-
tion, called the UN action "unjust and irresponsible,'" but felt
it was dangerous to identify those who voted for the resolution
with anti-Semitism, and wrong to punish the UN as an organization.
Israel's dependence on the United States is essential for Israel's
security, he wrote, but unfortunate because the "insensitive and
destructive'" use of American power creates resentment against

Israel for appearing to be an outpost of American power.
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The Christian Century, itself ambivilent about Zionism

and the original creation of the state of Israel, nevertheless
declared, '"The existence of Israel is no longer debatable. Israel
is a reality. What is currently going on in the General Assembly
is not a debate on Zionism qua racism, but a hostile propagandistic
action questioning Istael's right to exist."

While there were few comments from démoninational

publications, engage/social action, a Methodist periodical,

reflected:

Zionism is not racism. Minorities
in Israel are treated far better than
they are in Arab nations (why is
racism not an issue in Saudi Arabia?
If Israel was a major oil producer
would the UN resolution have gained
support?) Arab states do not, to put
it mildly, have a record of tolerance
for Jewish or Christian adherents
within their boundaries.

Christians should look well to
their own faith before they condemn
their Jewish co-religionists who
support the State of Israel against
racist charges. As a historic faith,
Christianity is grafted onto the
root, Israel, and that root is fixed
deep in the soil of Palestine. If
Zionism is racist, Christendom is
racist as well. Thus Christians
could do worse than to ponder the
worlds of Karl Barth: "In order to
be chosen we must, for good or ill,
either be Jews or else be heart and
soul on the side of the Jews."

The Orthodox Observer, the official publication of the

Greek Orthodox Archdiocese of North and South America, viewed
the resolution as a challenge to the supporters of Zionism to

present '"a clear, positive and constructive exposition of all
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that it involves." In a December 10 editorial, the Observer
expressed some confusion about Zionism and said it was clearly
not the same as Judaism:

Judaism and Zionism are not identical. Anti-Semitism
has been rejected emphatically by Christianity and
every effort must be made continually to ensure its
eradication from the hearts and minds of all peoples.
The Jewish people and their heritage, which is part
of our heritage, are worthy of the greatest respect
and admiration. Certainly their right to life,
justice and freedom must be guaranteed. And the
existence of the State of Israel within secure
borders cannot be seriously questioned today.

Zionism, however, a movement started in the last
century, is another question. To be opposed to the
ideology expressed through an "ism", be it rationalism,
racism, fascism, communism, etc., is possible and
oftentimes required.
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ECUMENICAL AND INTERRELIGIOUS RESPONSES

This section of the document, incorporating public
statements aﬁd actions by a variety of organizations or asso-
ciated individuals, is a testimony to an interesting develop-
ment in group life in the United States. There are, of course,
national interreligious organizations and their local affiliates,
long established in the United States, whose responses are
documented here. In addition to these, howevef, there are
included the reactions of ad hoc groups of regional or community
spokesmen-—sometimes religious leadership of a given community,
sometimes a mixed group of religious, civic, academic or profes-
sional leadership——who have come together under varied auspices
to express themselves on this issue. The variety of the sources
from which the following statements have been drawn would seém
to indicate that informal networks of communication have developed
in communities in many parts of the United States, whose members
come together to react to situations they perceive as emergencies.
Thus, in a number of regional areas or communities, Roman Catholic,
Episcopal or Methodist bishops, executives of councils of churches
and other religious leaders issued joint statements with other
leadership in their area, often in the form of a public statement
in the local press, in participation at various public events, or

in letters to American or United Nations officials.
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The president of the National Conference of Christians
and Jews, Dr. David Hyatt, denounced the resolution as "a
defamation of all Jews everywhere" and viewed the UN action as
""an attempt by the Arab bloc to totally denounce and negate al-

together Israel's existence." He continued:

Now is the time for all freedom-loving
Christians, Jews, Moslems, and persons
of all faiths and races to recognize
that the cause of freedom and democracy
is at stake throughout the world be-
cause of this vote and every possible
effort must now be made to transform
the UN from a political instrument of
national self-interest and religious
and racial bigotry into a worldwide
organization that lives up to the tenets
of its Charter and its Declaration of
Human Rights — which were fashioned
after our own great charters of freedom.

In similar fashion, the national vice-president of the NCCJ,
Donald W. McEvoy, sent telegrams to 70 NCCJ offices throughout

the nation urging clergy and laity to join in comdemning the

resolution which was then pending before the UN General Aséembly.

Local NCCJ groups and officials also spoke out;
Donald A. Eagle, Arizona regional director of the NCCJ, addressed
an open letter to Christian denominational executives and pastors
of the 50 largest churches in his region, asking their support
and assistance in various ways: by helping their congregations
to know the facts; by expressing their views to UN officials;
by demonstrating friendship, support and encouragement to

the Jewish community.
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Separate statements were also issued by the NCCJ Georgia
region and by chapters in Memphis, Kansas City, and Oklahoma City.

The American Humanist Association, in a statement adopted
by its board of directors, called for an "energetic effort" to
remove the subject of Zionism "from the context of any programs
and discussions focusing on racism or racial discrimination."
Describing Zionism as "a national aspiration to statehood but in
no way racist philosophy,'" the board strongly opposed U.S. ﬁafti-
cipation in the UN's anti-racism program 'so léng as the program

remains distorted and compromised'" by the resolution.

While condemning the 'misuse of the machinery of the UN,"
the Humanist board at the same time urged the U.S. not to withdraw
as a member of the world body, but to remain and support '"the

positive and constructive work'" of the organization.

Among the regions and communities from which statements
were issued either by existing ecumenical or interfaith organiza-
tions or on an ad hoc basis, were Colorado; Rhode Island; Oregon;
Texas; Minnesota; Long Island, New York; New England; Los Angeles
and San Fernando Valley; Westchester County, New York; Cleveland;
Pittsburgh; Syracuse, New York; Phoenix, Arizona; Bridgeport, New
London, Stamford and Eastern Fairfield Cpunty,-Connecticut.

- A statement signed by six Catholic and Protestant bishops

in the state of Colorado, declared that the UN action bore '"the

unmistakeable stamp of anti-Semitism," and urged '"all Christians,
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and indeed all people of con;cience, tb{joiﬁ in apprOpriaté
expressions-of support for our Jewish brothers and sisters, for
whom the UN resolution must raise again'the spectre of perée-
cutioniﬁl.lt'was signédlby Episcopal Bishop William C. Frey,
Archbishop'James V. Casey of Denver,-Auxiliary Bishop Richard
C. Hanifen, Auxiliary Bishop George E. Evans, Archbishdp_@harles'
a. Buswell of Pueblo, and United Metﬁodiﬁt Bishop Melvin Wheatley'
of the Denver area. | | | e

In Rhode Island, the statements of Christian léadérS'
were joined with those of civic and political leadefshipfiﬁ 
a compendium which appeared as a public_advertiseﬁent iﬁ:tﬁe
Providence Sunday Journal. Criticisms of the‘UN fesolﬁtion
were issued by Episcopal Bishoé PrederiékiBeldon, Romaﬁ,tafholic
Bishop Louis E. Gelinou,.and fhe.Execﬁtive_Committee of-ﬁhé
Rhode Island Council of Chﬁrchés, aiong_with statement5 bf
Governor Philip Noel, other state officers, U.S. senatorﬁ;énd
congressmen, mayors of four Rhode Island cities, officérs-pf
the Rhode Island AFL-CIO and the chairman of the state Board

of Rabbis.

- George VaniHobmiSsen;-President of Ecumenical Ministries
of Oregon, cbnveyed "warm énd fraterﬁal greetings...to the entire
Jewish community," and at the same time expressed "dismay-and
outragg”.aflthe resolution. 1In a letter addressed to Kurt
Hambufger,'President of the Jewish Welfare Federation, he .

declared it has "become abundantly clear that 'anti-Ziomism' is
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but a crude and ineffectual mask for anti-Semitism.'" Dr. Van
Hoomissen stated his belief that '"Christians and non-Christians
alike, where they are not blinded by bigotry, irgnorance or
ideology are joined in a common bond of concern...they wouid say
to Jews...'We have heard this terrible thing...We are not deaf,

we are not indifferent. We care.'"

Ecumenical Ministries of Oregon, the successor to the
Greater Portland and Oregon Councils of Churches, is composed of

Protestant, Anglican and Roman Catholic demoninations.

The board of directors of the Texas Conference of Churches
— rTepresenting both Catholic and Protestant communions within
the state — approved a resolution on the UN action during the:
course of its semiannual meeting December 9-10. Noting that the
nations which led the campaign "are themselves products of
racial liberation movements and are, thus, denying to the Jewish
people the fundamental right of national self-determination
which these nations claim for themselves,' the board's statement
called the UN resolution "a step which promotes hatred and
endangers world peace..." The statement was forwarded to
Secretary-General Waldheim, President Ford, Ambassador Moynihan,
and members of Congress from Texas, ;hd_member churches of the

conference were urged to disseminate it to their constituents.
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Bishop Philip F. McNairy of the Diocese of Minnesota,

in his capacity as chairman of the Minnesota Council on Religion
and Race, declared himself ''saddened and disturbed at the injustice
and inaccuracy'" of the  resolution in a letter to Kurt Waldheim.
Bishop McNairy continued:

Today is a time when cultures and

peoples all over the.world are

involved, some militantly, in the

struggle for identity and self-

determination. Israel is one of .

many nations so engaged. Her

distinctive characteristic is not

of race, but of religion.

Should any ﬁéople or;nation be

permitted to suffer discrimination

and exclusion because of its faith

or heritage, then no one is freze

and each of us is in danger.

Blshop McNalry s letter was forwarded to members of the

Minnesota Council on Rellglon and Race by:Albert C. Lehman, Jr.,
Executive Director of the Minnesota Council of Churches for

additional signatures.. ....:

In Long Island, morelthén 50 civic and academic leaders
representing.di#erse racial;'religious, and ethnic traditions,
crititized the resolution as "harmful and counterproductive in
the fight-against'racism and’apartheid " and congratulated the
U.8S. delagatlon to the UN for 1t5 ”v1gorous and forthrlght con-

demnation of the resolutlon.“



-60-

Among Protestant leaders signing the statement, which
took the form of an open letter to Ambassador Moynihan, and
which was published in the Long Island paper, Newsday, were
Bishop Jonathan G. Sherman of the Episcopal Diocese of Long
Island; Rev. William T. P. Rambo, Presbyter for the Long Island
Presbytery; Rev. Herbert Chamberlin, president of the Long
Island Council of Churches; Rev. Jack Alford, Executive director
of the Council; Rev. Ronald Bagnall, Lutheran representatiﬁe
on the Long Island Interfaith Council; Rev. Lawrence McCoombe
of the Episcopal Diocese; Rev. Clayton L. Williams of the
Olivet Baptist Church; and Rev. Robert Behnke of the Lutheran
Human Relations Commission.

Catholic signatories from the diocese of Rockville
Centre included Fr. Robert F. Fagan, executive director of
Catholic Charities; Fr. Geofge Graham, chairman of the Commis-
sion on Catholic-Jewish Relations; Fr. Daniel S. Hamilton,

editor of the weekly newspaper, the Long Island Catholic;

Fr. Francis Maniscalco, director of the Confraternity of
Christian Doctrine; Msgr. Henry J. Reel, director of the
Human Development Office; and Fr. Robert S. Smith, director
for Campus Ministry. The letter was also endorsed by a group
of black leaders, by presidents and deans of various colleges
and universities, by civic and business leaders and by rabbis

and Jewish organizational leaders.
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In similar form, a number of Christian leaders in Southern
California joined in a statement of conscience which appeared

in the Los Angeles Times on November 5. They declared:

For countless centuries Jews have dreamed of the

rights of self-determination in their own homeland.

Zionism is a movement which created a democratic

Israel integrating a majority of Jews born in the

Middle East together with survivors of the Nazi

racial holocaust.

It is ironic that those nations which are spear-

heading this anti-Zionist campaign are themselves

the product of national liberation movements.

They are denying to the Jewish people the funda-

mental rights of national self-determination

which they claim for themselves..."
The statement was signed by: Rev. Donald R. Boyd, president,
Los Angeles Council of Churches First United Methodist Church of
Los Angeles; Fr. Charles S. Casassa, S.J., chancellor, Loyola
Marymount University; Rev. Priscilla A. Chaplin, executive
director, Southern California Council of Churches; Rev. George
W. Cole, Department of Social and Ecumenical Concerns,.Synod
of Southern California United Presbyterian Chruch; Bishop Norris
S. Curry, Ninth Episcopal District, Christian Methodist Episcopal
Church; Sr. Renee Harrangue, provost, Loyola Marymount University;
Sr. Suzanne Jabro, €onfraternity of Christian Doctrine; Sr. Helen
Kelley, I.H.M., president, Immaculate Heart College; Rev. Thomas
Kilgore, Jr., Second Baptist Church, past president, American
Baptist Churches; Rev. Donald R. Lindblom, executive director,

Council of Churches, Long Beach; Rev. Charles Malotte, regional

pastor, Disciples of Christ; Dr. Horace Mays, executive director,
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Los Angeles Council of Churches; Rev. Gerald B. McHarg, Christian
Church (Disciples of Christ), president, Southern California
Council of Churches; Fr. Donald P. Merrifield, S.J., president,
Loydla Marymount University; Rev. R. Truman Northup, executive
director, Pacific Southwest Conference and Pacific Coast Region
Church of the Brethren; Dr. Randall Phillips, pastor, Wilshire
United Methodist Church, past president, Los Angeles Council of
Churches; Rev. Fred P. Register, conference minister of Soﬁthern
California and the Southwest Conference, United Church of Christ;
Rev. A. Dale Rose, minister, Eagle Rock Presbyterian Church;
Bishop Robert C. Rusack, Episcopal Diocese of Los Angeles; Sr.
Marilyn Schafer, Sisters of St. Joseph of Carondelet; Rev. Robert

Walker, National Conference of Christians and Jews.

The San Fernando Valley Interfaith Council declared itself
"repulsed" by the UN action. In a resolution sent to Jewish
cong?egations in the area, the council declared, '"We want you
to know you are not along in our mutual struggle to achieve
justice and dignity."

In Westchester County, New York, a number of Christian
clergy and academicians, including presidents of two Catholic
colleges, joined with civic leadership, including officers of the
Urbaﬁ League and NAACP, in a public statement of outrage at the
resolution. They declared: '

As a people of diverse racial, religious

and ethnic origins, we share in the common
commitment to end the world-wide blight of
racism, but we cannot permit this malicious

slander to the Jewish people everywhere to
go unanswered.
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‘ In Pittsburgh, seven leading Christian spokesmeh said
~ they felt COmﬁelled to speak out-to-"deplore and protest the
UN action." Stating that the UN has '"descended to a low poiht'
in its history,'" they called ﬁpon the world body to reconsider

its actions.

The statement was signed by Bishop Vincent M. Lednard;
Bishop Williaﬁ Connare of the Greesbﬁfg Cétholic Diocese; Bishop
Roy Nichols of the United Methodist Church; the Rev. Dr. William
Aber of_the_Bedstone'Pregbytery; the”Rev. Léonard Schulz bf the |
IAmerican Lutheran Church; Bishof Charles . Foggle of the AME
Zion Church and Blshop Robert Appleyard of the EplSCOpal dloceseT'

A statement“of eoncern_drafted.by the Rev. Rober; E.
\Grimm,_ekecﬁtive direttbf_of the-Méiropalitan Church:Boa:dfof
Syracuse;_Néﬁ'York, and endorsed by P nunber, S5 SytacﬁSé érea
religioué iéadefs; deciared: | - Ve

We resist any attempts, whatever their form,

to renew the age-old persecution of our Jewish
brethren and call upon our Christian brethren

to come to a more sympathetic understanding of
the Zionist dream as part of the age-old struggle
of Jewish people, here and everywhere, against
persecution and for liberation...

We hope and pray that all parties to present
Middle East tensions, particularly the Israeli
and the Palestinian peopTe, will each be enab1ed
to realize their own version of the dream of
lTiberation and of homeland with full respect
for the rights of others. And we call upon
the United Nations to change its present course
and return to its dream of providing order,

. harmony and fulfiliment for all peop1es of .
planet Earth. .
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The statement was signed by Bishop David F. Cunningham,
Diocese of Syracuse; Bishop Joseph Yeakel, Syracuse Area, United
Methodist Church; Episcopal Bishop Ned Cole of Central New
York; Rev. Dr. Jon Regier, New York State Council of Churches;
Rev. Robert Loyer, Presbytery of Cayuga-Syracuse; Rev. Walter.
N. Welsh, Grace Episcopal Church; Rev. James Lange and Rev.
James Engle, University Methodist Church; and the WEst End

Ecumenical Group.

A public statement jointly sponsored by the Ministry of
Social Concerns of the Roman Catholic Diocese of Bridgeport and
the United Jewish Council of Greater Bridgeport declared that the
UN action '"not only does violence to history, but is flagrantly
offensive to Jewish religious sensibilities.'" The joint statement

coricluded:

To those nations that have joined Conmunist
and Arab countries in this base attack, whether
out of ignorance of the Jewish religion or out
of political expediency, we say by having al-
lowed yourself to revile an ancient religion,
you have brought dishonor and shame on yourself.

To the spokesmen of the world's great faiths,
on whom the recent lessons of silence in the
face of assaults on the Jewish people and their
faith surely have not been lost, we express both
the hope and expectation that they will declare
their unqualified abhorrence and rejection of
this shameful act. -

In New London, Connecticut, a number of Christian ciergy
attended a rally protesting the passage of the resolution and in
Stamford, a number of Christian clergy joined with others in a

statement supporting Zionism, criticizing the nations which voted
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for the resolution, "many of which imprisoned deserters; oppress
and even murder religious minorities...'" and endorsing American
opposition "to this terrible act." The statement appeared as a

public advertisement in the Stamford Advocate (November 28).

The New EnglandICommittee of Clergy and Laity Concerned
for Israel declared, 'this resolution discredits the very moral
foundation of the UN." Calling upon the UN General Assembly to
rescind the vote, the statement declared:

This tawdry act attacks not only the -
State of Israel, the Jewish religion
and the Jewish people, but also
assaults the values in our common
Judaeo-Christian heritage; the basis

of democracy and civilization that
all Americans cherish.

- -The statement, prepdred by Committee co- chalrmen,.Er,
Robert Bullock, Rev Ronald G. Whltney, and Rabbi Murray Rothman
was. endorsed by over 100 Christian and Jewish clergy and lay
people in the New England area.

The Judeo-Christian Women's Association of Eastern
Fairfield County issued a resolution expressing "our thanks and
pride in the men who represent us at .the United Nations,". |
. deplorlng “this attack on the Jewish people" and expr9551ng
- concern, love and support to the Jewish people of their communlty

- The governlng board of the North Phoenix Corporate
Mlnlstry expressed its opposition to the UN action in letters

to Ambassador Moynihan, to Pre51dent Ford and Kurt Waldheim.
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"We hope that the world will recognize that Zionism is not
racism, but the effort of the Jewish people to return to the
land of their forefathers," they declared. The North Phoenix
Corporate Ministry is an association of Protestant churches
(including Methodist, Presbyterian, Congregational and United
Church of Christ), one Roman Catholic church and two Jewish
congregations.

Some powerful responses to the UN action emerged
spontaneously during the course of ecumenical conferences
which were convening during the time that the UN Third Committee

or General Assembly were considering the resolution.

Thus, the Second National Christian-Jewish Relations
Workshop, held October 28-30 in Memphis, became the occasion
for a letter to Secretary General Waldheim which was signed by

60 Christian church leaders.

The Christian-Jewish Relations Workshop was co-sponsored
by the National Conference of Catholic Bishops Secretariat for

Catholic-Jewish Relations, the Office of Christian-Jewish Relations
of the National Council of Churches, the Catholic Diocese of Memphis,
and the Memphis Jewish Community Relations Council, in cooperation

with the National Conference of Christians and Jews.
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The Christian signatories declared:

This equating of Zionism with racism
is wholly unacceptable. It is a
‘slander against Jews everywhere, .
since it is a revival of the all too
familiar anti-Semitism which has
plagued humankind through the
centuries. It is moreover a false-
hood without historical justification.
Worse, it is a denial of the premises
and purposes of the United Nations

as set down in its charter....

Should the General Assembly recklessly

put its stamp of approval on that

calumny against Jews around the

world and against Israel, a member

state in good standing, we would hope

that the United States Congress would

reexamine the level of its contribution

to the support of a self-discredited

United Nations.

As previously noted, two Roman Catholic bishops, Bishops

Dozier of Memphis and Niedergeses of Nashville, were among the

signatories.

Other Catholic signatories included Msgr. George C. Higgins,
secretary for research of the United States Catholic Conference;
Fr, Edward Flannery; Fr. John B. Sheerin, consultant to the
Secretariat for Catholic-Jewish Relations; Fr. Owen F. Campion,

editor of the Tennessee Register, the Nashville diocesan news--

paper; Fr. Edward Duff, S.J. of Holy Cross College, and Sr. Rose

Thering, 0.P. of Seton Hall University.
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Protest signatories included the Rev. Dr. David Hunter,
director of education, Council on Religion and International
Affairs; the Rev. Landrum E. Shields, a member of the governing
board of the NCC and pastor of the Witherspoon United Presbyterian
Church in Indianapolis; Dr. A. Jase Jones of the Southern Baptist
Convention; Dr. Harry E. Moore, Jr., executive director of the

Nashville NCCJ.

In similar fashion, more than 250 participants in a
dialogue on Christian-Jewish relations held October 26 in Pitts-
burgh authorized a statement on the UN Third Committee vote
which was jointly issued by Msgr. Francis A. Glenn, chairman
of the Ecumenical Council of the Pittsburgh diocese and Sholom
D. Comay, president of the American Jewish Committee Pittsburgh
chapter. On behalf of the participants, the two spokesmen
condemned the UN committee ﬁote, expressed appreciation to
Presidenf Ford and Ambassador Moynihan for their forthright
denunciations of the resolution and declared that the resolution,
if passed by the General Assembly, "would seriously-weaken the
United Nations and significantly undermine the principles

upon which it is based."

An overwhelming majority of Canadian and United States
religious educators attending the infernational convention of-the
Religious Education Association in Philadelphia, endorsed a
resolution condemning the UN resolution and expressing concern

"lest attacks on Zionism be, in reality, camouflaged anti-Semitism."
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In another interesting development, 13 Npﬁ-Goverﬁméntal
Religious Organizations accredited to the United Nations issued
a joint statemént on the Zionism issue. |
- They expressed the fear that_the'resolutioﬁ might hurt
the chances for peace in.the Middle Eést, feduce support for
the UN and may lead to the downgradiﬁg of the General Assembly;
may brihg a retreat from the constrﬁctiﬁe spirit of compromise,
accommodation, and coqpefétion és dgmonstrgted at the special UN
session last summer; may Harﬁ the Décade for Acfion Against
- Racism and Racial Disﬁrimiﬁation by #onfusing and lessening
the continuing support for it:throughout the world; and my be
~considered é jusfificatioﬂ-for action§ of anti-Semitic character.
The signatories'emphasized-that as members of religioﬁs
groups, ''we éffirm that the recent UN débate clearly shows how
religious non-governmental drgaﬁiiatibns mUsf take new initiatives
to support the UN, to oppose racial discrimination inlall it§
forms, and become a prophetié VOicé in creating the world of
tomorrdw.” | | ~ ” |
-Organiiations whose representatives endorsed the statement.
were: Unitarian'UniverSalisi Association, Southerp Baptiét Conven-
tion, Council on Religion and Intefnatio'nal Affairs, World Con- |
feréﬁce on Réligion and Peace, Evangélical CoVenant Church of
‘America, Women's League for Conservative Jﬁdaism, World Union for
- Progressive Judaism, Lutheran World Federation, Church.Women United,.
United Methodist Church Board of Church and Society, International

‘Association for Religious Freedom, American Baptist Churcheé USA,

and the Synagogue Council of America.
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CAMPUS MINISTRIES

Denunciation of the UN action also came from campus
ministries at the Universities of Wisconsin, Michigan, Illinois
and Oregon, from the Rutgers campus clergy and from religious

advisors at the Drexel and Temple University campuses.

Father Robert J. Cook, president of the Wisconsin Catholic
Campus Ministry Association, in a letter to Ambassador Moynihan,
described the resolution as "a form of bigotry that strikes at
the very integrity of the world organization.'" Father Cook
affirmed that the UN had performed many worthwhile deeds for

humankind. He continued:

But the shameful act of last week will provide
encouragement to cynicism throughout our uni-
versities and the people of our land. Even
worse, it will confirm the attitudes of many
who already wallow in anti-Semitism.

A people longing to maintain their identity
and seeking Tiberation are guilty of nothing
but undertaking the quest for rights that are
basic to all human persons. Zionism and its
adherents have demonstrated time and again
their humanitarian stand and their respect for
the rights of others.

At the University of Michigan, five Catholic chaplains at
St. Mary's Chapel, Ann Arbor, addressed an open letter in the

Michigan Daily deploring and denouncing the UN action as a slander

against Jews everywhere. Affirming thaf Zionism is "an authenti-
cally religious and ecumenical concern...for Christians in &ia—
logue with their Jewish brothers and sisters,'" they warned that

the General Assembly '"has dealt a severe blow to the future workings

of the United Nations."
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At the University of Iliinoié, twelve members of the
Religidus Workers Association.dBCIared that the GeherélfAééembly'
""ha- gone on record as supporting anti-Semitism and Jew hatred
[and]-has_denied logic, ﬁorality and the principles by which an
effective United Nations must function,;.“ This statement was
signed by Lutheran, Baptist, Methodist,'Presbytefian, Catholic,
United Church Of Christ and Jewish c1ergy, |

At Rutgers Universitf a protest against the UN action was
endorégd by Mrs. Forrest E. Allen,_camﬁus counséldr, Christiah
Science; Rabbi Moshe Avraham Birnbaum, associate director, B'nai

_Blrith Hilléthoundation at RutgersiUniversity; Rev. David Burke,
__Lutheran'Camﬁus Ministry;‘Rabbi Julius Funk, director, B'nai
B'rith Hillel Foundation at.Rutgérs:University; Rev. Jamés H.
Hargett, United Church of Christ, Livingston College; Rev. ‘Hadley -
Harper, United Campus Ministry; Sr. Monica Jacques, Catholic
Campus Ministry, Douglass College; Rev. Thomas A. Kexrr; Jiss
. Episcopal Campus Ministry{ Fr. J._ﬁiliiam Mickiewicz, Cafﬁolic
Campus Ministry,‘Douglass College; Ref.'Sébastian-L. Mucciiii,
Catholic Campus Ministry; Rev. Paul Ratzlaff, Unitarian Univer-
salist Association; Rev. Robert J. Tanksley, universitf coardinator--
of ?éligious affairs; and Rev. John wright, Methodist Campus

Ministry.

At the Drexel and Temple University campuses, 13 Catholic,g"

Protestant and Jewish religious advisops denounced'the UN vote
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as "the legitimazation of anti-Semitism,'" in a telegram to
Kurt Waldheim. They added, '"the Zionist movement and the
State of Israel are the legitimate expressions of the Jewish .
people's right to self-determination."
Signing the statement were: Rev. James R: Hallam,
Protestant advisory, Drexel University; Fr. Joseph Sikora,
director, Newman Center, Drexel University; Sr. Clare Frances
Connally, Drexel University; Peter Braun, Hillel advisor,
Drexel University; and Fr. William J. Stanton,‘director, Newman

Center, Temple University.

Also, Sister Therese Liddy, S.S5.S.J., Catholic Campus
Minister, Newman Center, Temple University; Rev. Flora Keshgegian,

Episcopal Campus Minister, Temple University; Rev. Robert L. James, Jr.,
Director, University Christian Movement, Temple University; Rev.

John A. Limbergakis, Archpriest of the Orthodox Christian

Fellowship; Dr. Leonard Swidler, Department of Religion, Temple
University; Dr. Franklin Littell, Department of Religion, Temple
University; Rabbi Norman Lewison, Director of B'nai B'rith Hillel
Foundation at Temple University: and Chava Pell, Program Director,

B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundation at Temple University.

The Campus Christian Ministry at the University of
Oregon issued a statement on November 12 over the signature.
of the Rev. Douglas K. Huneke, Presbyterian University chaplain.

Pointing out that the existence of the State of Israel was 'no
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longer debatable,” it attacked the resolution as nothing less
than a hostile-act against Israei which impuned the "credibility
and usefulness" of the United Nations. Branding the resolution
as an act of anti-Semitism, it urged people to write or speak
out against the UN action. The University of Oregon Campus
Christian Ministry consists of United Church of Christ, Pres-
byterian, Roman Catholic, Methodist, American Baptist, Christian
(Disciples of Christ), Lutheran, and Episcopal representation.
The resolution was sent as a letter to Mark Hatfield as well

as issued publicly.
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OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

Condemnations of the UN resolution came from leaders of
governing bodies of major church groups and from ecumenical
associations in France, Switzerland, Germany, England, Latin

America and Israel.

In France, in an unusual ecumenical gesture, the presi-
dent of the Roman Catholic Bishops Conference, Msgr. Etchegaray,
and the president of the Protestant Federation in France, M.
Courvoisier, issued a joint statement expressing their "profound
anxiety'" at the adoption of the resolution. The two spokesmen
continued:

We know that the world "Zionism" lends itself
to various interpretations, but we also know that
to charge Zionism with racism...means to forget
history and to repeat a language which has been
the source of incalculable evils for Jews through-
out the world; this means to commit an act which
is contrary to peace and to revive permanently
latent anti-Semitism. The Christian community
is called upon to exercise vigilance on every
occasion.

"At the same time," they concluded, "conscious of the

gravity of the problems in the Middle East, we shall not cease
to ask that to all, Palestinians and Jews, justice be granted in

dignity and peace."

The Amiti€ Judeo-Chreétienne de France angrily protested
the adoption of the resolution on both occasions. After the

vote in the UN Third Committee, the national board of the Amiti®
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wrote Secretary-General Waldheim, urging him to use his power to.
avert the adoption of the resolution, énd declared: -
It is a scandal and a perversion of 1anguége to -
single out one national liberation movement among
others—because it is the Jewish people's—to
identify with racism, from which that people has
suffered so much'and continues to suffer. .
After the vote in thé General Assembly., the Amitie,éabled
a vigorous denunciation of "this despicéble ah& murderous amalgam.. .
The SIDIC ParislInfo;métion'Bﬁliéfin No. 9 fNovembérj
described the UN resolution as ”ah élafm bell, a serious warning,
~not only for Jews all over the wofld but for all free peoples...
including those who uttef such errofs,.;.because one-does not
calm coﬁflict by injecting venom. It is an old, kﬁown process
for accusers to'deﬁounce the crime they themselves are guilty of." .
LICRA (a Swiss-Israel LICA Assoéiation and_Christian
Service group) held a meetiﬁg-in Geneva, attended by several
hundred persons, and chaired by its president, Mr. Gilberg Duboule.
Mr. Duboule declared that this attack against Zionism was -in fact
aimed against the entire Jewish people. LICRA organized street

manifestations both in Geneva and Lauanne, and the public re-

sponded in large numbers in both cities.

In West Germany, the Synod of the Protestant Church in -
Germany—f-thé highest Protestant body'ihlthat country—resolved
to promote a public education program to counteract misinformation
being_épread in connection with ;hé-UN action. The Synod's reso-

'-lution, adopted'by an overwhelming majority on November 6, declared:
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The Synod asks the Council of the Evangelical
Church in Germany to make every possible effort
to present a correct and factual view and judge-
ment of Zionism in public opinion, in educational
institutions and primarily in international bodies.
One should not permit the revival or toleration of
old and new anti-Jewish attitudes under the guise
of anti-Zionism...

Our Church as well as our state bears a
special responsibility of the right to existence
of the Jewish state and...strongly [favors] an
understanding of the movements which struggle
for the liberation of men from oppression.
Zionism as many other emancipation movements
of the Third World belongs to this category...

The Association of Roman Catholics in West Germany
also denounced the UN resolution as "ill advised'" and encouraging
"to extremist elements.'" The Association's president, Bernhard

Vogel, said, "It will help those forces which aim at Israel's

destruction."

In England, the Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr. Donald

Coggan, told the London Jewish Chronicle (November 21) he was

"gravely concerned at the unfortunate wording" of the resolution,
and feared it would only "exacerbate the situation in the Middle

East and lead to further damaging anti-Semitism."

In London, the International Council of Christians and
Jews denounced the resolution in a letter to Kurt Waldheim from
the Council's chairman, Mme. Ciaire Huchét Bishop, and general
secretary, the Rev. William W. Simpson. "There is nothing of
racism in the sense in which the twentieth century has come to

understand that term either in the teaching or the practice of
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Zionism," wrote the Council's officers. '"Zionism, as the members
of this council understand it, is simply a contemporary political
instrument for the realization of an age-old hope of the Jewish

people."

Responses from Latin America were limited, but in
Argentina, an editorial article by Fr. Jorge Mejia in Criterio
November 13) sharply criticized the resolution. Fr. Mejia .
noted that the UN "had curiousiy omitted condemning terrorism
as practiced by Palestinian extremists,'" and that the vote had
been invluenced by Arab ﬁetrodollars and in some cases motivated
by crude opportunism.

While criticizing Israel "for amny unjust deeds against
the Palestinian population," Fr. Mejia was even more critical
of the Arab states for having segregated Palestinian refugees
in "provisional" camps since ]948: "Is it not discrmininatory
to allow a whole generation to grow in poverty, impotencé and
frustration, and use them later in a bloody war stirred by major
international interests?" -

The Anglican Synod of Argentina associated itself with
the attack on the resolutidp issued by Dr. Potter of the World
Council of Churches in Geneva, and declared that the UN action
""could open a new chapter of horror and ferror in the history
of the long-suffering people of Israel, including the possiﬁility

that the Jews of the world might suffer from new and crueler
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persecutions."

In Venezuela, Msgr. Luis Henriquez, Archbishop of Valencia,
sent a letter to the chief rabbi, Dr. Pinchas Brener, and the
members of the Jewish community conveying his feelings of friend-
ship "at this moment of trial for the Jewish people,” and his
hopes '"that the Jewish community and the state of Israel may,
in the not distant future, live in peace and tranquility, to
which every state and human community is basically entitled."

In addition, a public statement endorsed by various Catholic
priests, Protestant ministers and rabbis appeared in some news-
papers in Caracas. .The statement emphasized the biblical basis
of Zionism and God's promise of the land to the Jewish people.

In addition, the Venezuelan Catholic publication, La
Religion, described the resolution as anti-Semitic and quoted
Archbishop Bernardin's condémnation of it, also invoking the

language of Vatican Council II's declaration on the Jews.

Fr. Benjamin Nunez, a Roman Catholic priest who is
also Costa Rican delegate to the UN, vehemently defended .Israel
in a speech before the General Assembly vote on the resolution.
Fr. Nunez, former Costa Rican ambassador to Israel and now dean
of the National University of Costa Rica, emphasized that he
was speaking from firsthand knowledge of Israel and familiarity
with coﬁditions in the Middle East. The problem of our refugees,
he said, was a direct product of Arab attempts to destroy the
state of Israel because they do not want to aﬁcept an independent

Jewish state in the region: "If the Arabs had conquered
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Israel, there would have been no problem of Israeli refugees

as no Israeli would have been left alive," he declared. While
Israel wishes peace to build a just, democratic society, the

Arab extremists seek '"the peace of the graveyard," he asserted.

[The day atter Fr. Nunez's speech, Jesuit Father Theopane

A. Mathias of India, a member of the assembly's Third Committee,
approved his delegation's vote in support of the resolution.
"We do not like Zionism because it is racist. It is anti-religious,"

he said.]

Perhaps the most forceful protests against the UN action
came from Christians living in Israel, who expressed themselves
in a variety of ways. Eight leading clerics cabled to Kurt Waldheim
their shock and protest against '"this unwarranted defamation of a
movement dedicated to the liberation of the Jewish people'"—a
people '"that throughout history has experienced unparalleled
oppression and racial persecution." They continued:

We recognize that Zionism is the contemporary expression
of the continuous and living 1ink of the Jewish people

to its ancestral homeland and of its aspiration to return
to it. In the tragic course of recent history it has not
been given to the Zionism movement to fulfill its purpose
in a peaceful process. Despite the difficulties of the
present situation, we can testify from our own experience
that the state of Israel has made serious efforts to live
up to its intention—as expressed in its Declaration of
Independence—to ensure complete equality of social and
political rights to all its inhabitants irrespective of
religion, race or sex.

The telegram was signed by Fr. Michel De Goedt, chaplain of the

Catholic community of Jerusalem; Fr. Marcel DuBois, Superior,
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St. Isaiah House, Jerusalem; Fr. Laurentius Klein, abbot,
Dormition Abbey, Mt. Zion, Jerusalem; the Rev. Henry Knight,
Anglican priest in Tel Aviv; Dr. Michael Krupp, director Action
for Reconciliation, Jerusalem; the Rev. Robert Lindsey, Baptist
minister in Jerusalem; the Rev. Coos Schoneveld, secretary, Ecu-
menical Theological Research Praternity; and the Rev. Simon Schoon,
pastor of Nes Ammim (a Christian communal settlement).

The Ecumenical Theological Research Fraternity in Israel,
a working group of Christian theologians living iﬁ Israel,
published an appeal to churches around the world to "become aware
of the real meaning of Zionism lest they be influenced by hostile
propaganda against the Jewish people and the state of Israel."
The publication discussed in detail the intertwining of national
and religious dimensions in Judaism, the link between people and
land, and the theological and political implications of Zionism.

A forceful statement also came from the Rev. Dr. G. Douglas
Young, president of the American Institute of Holy Land Studies.

In a letter to the editor of the Jerusalem Post, Dr. Young wrote:

I have been aecused of being a Zionist—a Christian
Zionist—by some of my co-religionists in Israel and
in the administered areas. I would like to take this
means of thanking them for this compliment...

I will stop being a Zionist when I see some evidence
anywhere of a willingness to let Jews live in complete
peace and security under Gentiles and some evidence of
a country or countries willing to absorbe all the Jews
that other countries will not. Since there is no such
evidence and no such country, Zion or Israel has to be
the homeland of the Jews. I am glad to be able to be
a small part of it, to be able to encourage it, and to
help achieve its goals. I happily invite all who can
to speak out and even to come, live and help build Zion.
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Father Marcel DuBois, who signed the telegram to Kurt
Waldheim, also issued an independent statement on the resolution
over the overseas band of Israel radio in the French language.
Fr. DuBois declared himself '"scandalized, once more, by the bad
faith-—whether deliberate or blind" that inspired the resolu-
tion. Calling the UN action the "lowest form of propaganda,"

Fr. DuBois stated that Jewish nationalism was neither more nor
less legitimate than that of other nations born in the last
half century. But for the Jews, it was much older: Twenty-eight
years of independence, but ninety years of Zionist hope and 4,000
years of national consciousness.'" He concluded:

It is not by accusing Israel of racism or by denying

its right to exist, that one will help it to be more

open, tolerant and just, but rather by giving it the

possibility of being itself, by inviting it, with all

the insistence of friendship and Christian Tove, to
remain. true to its Jewish vocation.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The UN General Assembly vote branding Zionism as "a
form of racism and racial discrimination' called forth an
immediate and substantial outpouring of response from Chris-
tian church leaders, organizations, ecumenical groups, ad hoc
associations and individual clergy. The responses were almost
universally critical, although the criticism ranged from mild
to vehement, and took various forms: resolutions by church
boards or agencies, pubiic statements by institutional leaders,
joing declarations individually endorsed by Christian leaders
on national, regional or community levels, letters and tele-
grams to U.S. or UN officials, messages to the Jewish community,
letters to the press and editorials in religious periodicals.

N;t only did Christians usually supportive of Israel
speak out, but Christian sources frequently neutral or cool
to Israel attacked the UN action. Dr. Philip Potter, general
secretary of the World Council of Churches, who during the
October 1973 war issued a carefully '"neutral'" statement which
did not menticn who started the war, urged stronger support for
the UN and called for cessation of arms shipments to both sides,
on this occasion took sharp issue with fhe UN resolution and

urged the General Assembly to rescind it. Similarly, various

officials of the National Council of Churches; whose general
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board took the same position as the WCC in 1973, roundly attacked
ths substance of the resolution. The Roman Catholic hierarchy
was more outspoken than in 1973 and was explicitly critical of
the UN resolution. Greek Orthodox Archbishop Iakovos publicly

attacked the vote as '"deplorable and offensive."

These reactions, plus even the mildest of criticisms
of the UN from denominational boards and agencies of the United
Church of Christ and the United Methodist Church (support of
both the UN and Palestinian nationalism) indicate that Christian
opinion on the UN resolution transcended normative political

stances on Middle Eastern issues.

An exploration of the various themes stressed in
reaction to the resolution yields some understanding of the
near unanimity of response.. There was concern that the UN, by
endorsing a patent lie, had undermined the principles of its
own charter, gravely compromised its moral authority, and
seriously jeopardized its mission to preserve and advance the
cause of peace. There was concern that Zionism, whether one
supported it or not, should not be defamed as racism. There
was concern that the authentic struggle against racism would
suffer because of the invidious assdciation. But first and
foremost, Christians attacked the resolution because they saw
it as directed not only against Israel, not only against Zionism,

but against Jews and Judaism: in other words, as an act of
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political anti-Semitism. As Dr. Robert Moss, president of the
United Church of Christ, declared, "We should not be deceived by
the use of the term Zionism. The sponsors of the resolution

meant by it Jews and Judaism as well as the State of Israel."

Anti-Semitism as an Issue

The overwhelming majority of Christian responses
focused on this issue, viewing the substance of the resolution
either as clearly and directly anti-Semitic in itself, or as
opening the door, in Archbishop Bernardin's words, '"to harass-
ment, discrimination and denial of basic rights to members
of the Jewish community throughout the world.'" 1In fact, the
attempt to brand Zionism with the stigma of racism was con-
sidered anti-Semitic per gg; No one put it more succinctly
than the National Catholic Conference for Interracial Justice:

We recognize racism when we see it.
We recognize anti-Semitism when we see it.

Zionism is not and never was racism.‘
This resolution is anti-Semitism at its worst.

Attitudes Towards the UN

While criticism of the UN adoption of the resolution
was nearly unanimous, a variety of attitudes towards the UN

itself emerge from those responses documented above. At one
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end of the spectrum were those more concerned with potential

loss of support for the UN than with the substance of the reso-
lution itself (The United Methodist Church's Council of Bishops);
Others attacked the resolution vigorously, but also cautioned
against scapegoating the UN, or urged continued support for its
essential activities. Perhaps most frequent was the opinion,
whether issued in sadness or anger, that the UN had seriously
damaged its credibility. At the other end of the spectrum were
those so disgusted by the UN action that they urged a reassess-
ment of American financial support of the world body, a position

advanced by a number of the Christian spokesmen.

Zionism as an Issue

The vigorous rejecfion of Zionism as racism encbmpassed
severai themes. A number of statements emphasized that Jews
have been the victims, not the perpetrators of racism; in fact,
the Zionist movement arose in reaction to racism. The UN action
was thus seen as "a recrudescence of that same horrifying racism
against the Jewish people which precipitated the Zionist movement
in the first instance.'" (Detroit Archdiocesan Committee for
Ecumenical and Interreligious Affairs.) .Others stressed that the
nations which masterminded the resolution practiced more racial
and religious discrimination and permitted less freedom than
Israel, and that none of them could match Israel's record as a

pluralistic democracy. .
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A number of respondents felt called upon to describe
or explain Zionism, some stressing the immemorial link between
people and land rooted in Jewish scripture and liturgy, some
emphasizing its historical and political function as the national
liberation movement of the Jewish people. A few, such as the
publication of the Ecumenical Theological Research Fraternity
in Israel, explored in depth the intertwining of national and
religious dimensions in Judaism. In the words of Fr. Marcel
DuBois: "Twenty-eight years of independence, But ninety years

of Zionist hope and 4,000 years of national consciousness.

An interesting aspect of the response was the call for
more information and education about the meaning of Zionism
which came from sources as disparate as the German Protestant

Church, the (Greek) Orthodox Observer, Commonweal, and American

Catholic leaders such as Msgr. George Higgins and Fr. Edward

Flannery. Execpt for the Orthodox Observer, which expressed

some confusion about this "ism," the educational program was

urged as a necessary antidote to hostile and defamatory propa-

~ ganda.

Expressions of Solidarity

The feeling aroused in American Jews by the UN vote—
a mixture of outrage, anxiety and disgust—were undoubtedly

assuaged by the prompt and vigorous reaction of their government,
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public officials and popular opinion. A speical facet of the
response from Christians was the frequent expression of soli-
darity with Jews, sometimes invoking religious tradition
("...the Christian Church today will stand alongside those who
profess the faith and preserve the religious tradition in which
Jesus of Nazareth was raised.); sometimes based on common humanity
("We have heard this terrible thing...We are not deaf, we are
not indifferent. We care."); most often affirming Christiah
support in the struggle against anti-Semitism ("We...pledge

our efforts as elected leaders of the Episcopal Church to be
vigilant in standing against every expression of the sickness

we call anti-Semitism...").

Such expressions of Christian-Jewish solidarity took
various forms: open letters or telegrams to rabbis and Jewish
communal leaders, public statements widely disseminated, and
personal participation in protest meetings held in many parts of

the country.

The Rights of Palestinian Arabs

A number of the statements issued by Christians combined
strong opposition to the UN resolution with a call for recognition
of the rights of Palestinian Arabs to nationhood, along with the

right of Israel to peaceful and secure existence. Of these state-
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ments, only a few clearly asserted that Arab recognition of
Israel should precede a Palestinian settlement. ("When and if
the Arab nations and the Palestine Liberation Organization accept
Israel's legitimate existence, some solution will be found for
the Palestinian peoblem."). Most indicated that the recognition
by Israel of Palestinian claims and by Palestinian and Arab
states of Israel's right to survival and security should be
mutual, and presumably, simultaneous. The implication in mﬁst

of these statements, although seldom specified as such, was

that the Palestinian state or homeland would be created out of
territory presently occupied by Israel. One declaration, however,
went even further, urging Israel to permit displaced Palestinian
Christians and Moslems ''to return to their homeland"-—thus
calling upon Israel not only to acceede to a separate Palestinian

entity, but in effect to apply the law of return to Palestinians.

This statement, which laid all the blame for Palestinian
displacement at Israel's door was circulated by Search for Justice
and Equality in Palestine and signed by some 200 clergy and re-
ligious, mostly Catholicé, from the Boston area. Predictably,
many of the signatories were individuals who have been active
in promoting a pro-Arab, anti-Israel viewpoint: Rabbi Elmer
Berger, one-time executive vice-president of the (anti-Zionist)
American Council for Judaism; Fr. Daniel Berrigan, S.J.; the Rev.
Richard Fernandez, former executive director of Clergy and Laity

Concerned; Fr. Joseph L. Ryan, S.J., a Boston priest teaching at
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St. Joseph's University in Beirut; Antiochian Orthodox Metro-
~politan Philip Saliba; and Melkite Catholi¢.Archbishop Joseph

Tawil.

It ‘is noteworthy, however, that two of the signatories,
Bishops George Evans and Richard Hanifen of Denver, also signed
the C910radolstaf§ment,wﬁich urged "all Chrisfiahs, indeed all
people of-céﬂsciénce,-to'join in appropriate expressions_dfw
suppdrt fdr'our'Jewisﬁ Brothefs and'siﬁters, for whom'thé UN 
_resolutiﬁn;must raise again the spectfe of persecufion." ‘The
fact that fhese'Roman Céthplic Iéaders felt cdnécientiougly
able to endorse both statements woﬁid appear to indicate that
soiie Christians'see no contradiction between strong ﬁro*fewish
and equally strong pro-Paiestinian_(an& perhaps anti-Israel)

sentiments.

[Since the statements circulated by the Sea:ch fqr
Justice and Equality in Palestine made no reference to thé UN
resolution, it is not included in the. body of this report. |
The statement was issuéd on the 27th:anniversarylof the adoption
| by the. UN of the Universal_Declaration bn.Human Rights. it
affirmed the right of ﬁany Soviet citizen to leave the Soyiét
Unioﬁ" but charged that Isfael's_denial-of the rights of refurn
to Paleétinians represented_”alselective application of the

Universal Declaration."]
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Conclusions

American Christians are quick to condemn anti-Semitism.
The UN resolution was widely perceived as anti-Semitic-—or as
a vehicle for anti-Semitism—and vigorously attacked on those
grounds.

Christian support for Israel is somewhat more prob-
lematic. Assuredly, the great bulk of American Christian opinion,
both Protestant and Catholic, is sympathetic to Israel. Buf the
degree to which this general attitude of sympathy translates
into support for concrete policies is not certain. There is
also widespread humanitarian concern for Palestinian Arabs, and
this concern is tapped by those hostile to Israel for formulations
which charge Israel alone with responsibility for creating the
Palestinian plight and for pesolving it unilaterally. However,
as the responses documented here would indicate, Christian
concern for Palestinians can and does go hand in hand with
sympathy for Israel and with a forceful and deeply-felt
abhorrence of anti-Semitism.

As previously noted, the extent and variety of regionally
and locally based responses is an indication of the growth of
communication between Christians and Jews on community levels
in many parts of the United States. That communication, a |
product of expanding interreligious dialogue, provides no guarantees
that the organized Jewish and Christian communities will see eye

to eye, either on Israel or a host of other issues. But Christian
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responses to the UN resolution must surely reassure Jews of
deep and widespread Christian support in the struggle against

anti-Semitism.

JB:dmi
76-700-43
5 May 1976






REACTION TO ISRAEL'S MILITARY CAMPAIGN IN LEBANON

The following analysis of reactions to the -Israeli military .
campaign in Lebanon is based on a reading of 38 daily newspapers
and three weekly newsmagazines, representing all geographical areas
of the country. It covers opinions expressed by newspaper editori-
als, syndicated columnists, political cartoons and letters ‘to the
editor through June 20, 1982, It makes no effort to report the _
op1n1ons expressed by TV network news analysts and commentators, but
there is a strong impression that because of television's graphic
visual dep1ct1on -of events that focused on the carnage and human
suffering in Lebanon, the ordinary viewer could conclude that Israel's
military action was 1nd1scr1m1nate and excessive,

An analysis of the newspaper editorials commenting on the
Israeli military campaign in Lebanon indicates that few of them un-
equivocally defended or condemned the Israeli campaign: approximately
3% were totally supportive and approximately 2% were decidedly hostile.
The vast majority were "even handed," deploring the devastation and
c¢ivilian casualties, but recognizing the necessity for the Israeli
action and hopeful, if not convinced, that there would be ‘some resul-
tant lasting benefits for Lebanon and the United States. Among the
most frequently expressed themes were: Israel could not be expected
to tolerate interminably the indiscriminate murder of its people;
Israel has the right to secure borders; the PLO and the Syrian occu-
‘fpation had set up a mini-state which to all intents and purposes had
destroyed any semblance of a strong government.in Lebanon; neither
the PLO, Syria nor Israel had any right to be in Lebanon, and all of
these forces should get out (with reference to Israel’'s withdrawal
there was the frequently expressed opinion that it could not be
expected to withdraw completely until there was some force in being
to insure the inviolability of its border); and in view of Israel’'s

tunning victory, a plea that it show "imaginative magnanimity"
owards the Palestinians,

A NEW YORK TIMES editorial (6/23) that declared, "Israel's
secur1ty is also America's fight" found 1ittle resonance elsewhere;
an opinion in the same editorial that "Israel's claim to the West
Bank is not[ America's fight]" was the consensus, The country's
two most influential dailies, THE WASHINGTON POST and the NEW YORK
TIMES, both critical of previous military actions, expressed under-
standing of the entry into Lebanon in their June 7 editions: the
TIMES -- "It was never reasonable to expect Israel to leave the
Galilee hostage to an unfettered PLO Army within rocket range";

THE WASHINGTON POST -- "The Israelis have an Achilles' heel -- they
cannot abide the murder of their people." Frequently expressed in
~editorials that tended to be sympathetic or understanding was the -
opinion that Israeli action enhanced the prospect for the return of
Lebanese sovereignty, but .perhaps more than any other expressed

' belief was a conviction that the crushing of the PLO's military

* capabilities would not in and of itself insure tranquility for Israel.
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Widespread too was the assertion that with the defeat of the PLO,
new and perhaps more horrible PLO inspired terrorism was in the
offing. - Additionally,; there was significant speculation as to how
the incident would impact on U.S. interests, The Israeli military
strike into Lebanon, according to TIME magazine (6/21), "broadcast -
an embarrassing message to the world" that "Washington was either
powerless to restrain its headstrong Middle East client or tacitly
approved its military operation," and accqrd1ng to TIME "raised
questions about its policy and leadership,” THE AMSTERDAM NEWS (6/19)
found America's silence "shameless and irresponsible" and Israel's
indiscriminate use of firepower "shocking and appalling," There was
strong sentiment that .the policy of the U,S. "should be to get all
foreign armies out of Lebanon." '

Several pub11cat1ons were of the belief that on balance, the
U.S. benefited from Israel's military successes, po1nt1ng out the
PLO's close ties to the Soviet Union; that the "Soviets' arms clients
-- the PLO and Syria --. have been weakened"; that the "Soviets have
been stung in Lebanon" and that "Israel has performed a major service

for the West" and that elimination of the PLO as a serious military

threat is a "significant anti-Communist achievement,". Some editori-
als stressed that the Israeli assault increased the risk "of a general
war" in the Middle East, and there was a consensus among the even-
handed editorials that, as the CHICAGO SUN TIMES (6!12) specilated,

"if a free Lebanon emerges from the ruins, America's interest} as we]l
as Israel's interests w111 be served." —q,//

Among . the more severe condemnations of Israel were those that
saw the rout of the PLO as a "dangerous and bloody course that does
nothing to solve the real probTems of the Middle East," and that Israel
"has made it clear that it recognizes no significant restraint on the
exercise of its military supremacy.” .

Foremost among those who strongly endorsed Israel's strike

. against the PLO was the CHICAGO TRIBUNE. In an editorial captioned

"Pious Outrage About Israel," it asserted that the "righteous rhetoric
that has greeted Israel's counterattack has been all out of line . . .
Israel has been under attack, 1Its foe is intransigent and unrelenting.
There is-no peace for Israel so it should hardly come as a shock to
people accustomed to expecting security from violence that when attacked,
Israel responded." THE NEW REPUBLIC (6/23) editorialized that "any

fair reading of the history of the PLO's self-declared war of attrition
against Israel leads to the conclusion that Israel's actions were
defensive," The KANSAS CITY TIMES (6/8) asked, "How can Israel be
expected to cross no border in retaliation when those very borders

are denied by others?® The BALTIMORE EVENING SUN (6/18) declared that
"no country would allow an armed enemy of this sort to sit within artil-
lery range of its borders without reacting.".



An examination of some 50 columns written by 24 nationally
syndicated columnists reveals that 10 wrote in opposition to the.
Lebanese campaign, 9 were supportive and 6 were "even handed."

Similar to editorial opinion, the majority did not condemn Israel
for the action it took., It should be noted, however, that even
‘| those writers who were basically friendly expressed considerable
dismay that the nature of the assault was out of proportion to the
provocation. Several nationally syndicated columnists, who are
Jewish, lamented what they felt was the erosion of Israel's moral
; standing. General support for or understanding of the reasons for
! ‘q" the Israeli action against the PLO did not however translate into
h ‘{0‘110‘\ support or endorsement of the Begin administration. ("The good
name of Israel, built by sacrifice, restraint and principles of justice
has been soiled by the Begin government,") There was some expression
of opinion that as a result of the overwhelming Israeli military
victory and the relative ease with which it was accomplished, Israel
could no longer claim-that it was in mortal danger from the Palestinian
forces along the border, an opinion carried over to an assertion that
it could no longer credibly insist that a PLO state on the West Bank
would be a danger. ("A PLO state could be swatted down like a fly.")
everal of the "even handed” columnists expressed the opinion that
as a result of Israel's manifest military strength, it should with-
draw from Lebanon and display a "magnanimity" towards the Palestinians.
W (A prevalent prediction by the columnists was that regardliess of the
ultimate fate of the PLO, the "Palestinian problem" would remain.
Several writers called for a more vigorou policy concerning
Palestinian autonomy so as to recoup U.S. prestige. i! significant
ﬁEEBE?—E?FEE%ﬁEﬁTifg‘TETt that it had suffered gravely; others felt
that ultimately it will be enhanced if the PLO, Syria and Israel with-
draw from Lebanon.) Those writers critical of Israel alleged that
Begin's timing embarrassed Reagan in Europe at the economic summit
meetings. They called for the suspension of military aid for Israel
and at least one insisted that Israel was an economic burden to the United.States.

- The Marxist press -- The DAILY WORLD (Communist Party U.S.A.),
the CHALLENGE (Progressive Labor Party), the MILITANT (Socialist Workers
Party), GUARDIAN (Independent Marxist-Leninist), and WORKERS VANGUARD
(Spartacist League) -- as expected, were vitriolically anti-Israel.
The entry into Lebanon was characterized as "Zionist Genocide in Lebanon,"
"murderous aggression" against Palestinians, a "Hitlerite policy" and
"Nazi Tactics," A1l praised the "heroic" Palestinians and condemned
U.S. support for Israel and-the "terrorizing" of civilian populations.
The PLO and the Lebanese National Movement were described as victims
of the "Israeli war machine" and "U.S. imperialism."

Possibly because editorial cartoons tend to be more sharply
focused than editorial opinion, some 20 such cartoons made no effort
to be even handed. Overwhelmingly, they were hostile to Israel and
particularly to Menachem Begin., It would appear that cartoonists seized



upon the worst aspects of the military campaign to make their point.
Among the more egregiously hostile cartoons was one that depicted

a map of the worid with every country labeled "Israel," with the
caption "At long last Menachem, Defensible Borders." (The theme of
an expansionist Israel was used by other cartoonists as well,)
Another cartoon depicted a huge pile of corpses, exclusively women
and children, over which stood a gross caricature of Begin carrying
a tablet of the ten commandments, proclaiming "Thou Shalt Not Kill
Israeli Diplomats." Several others in various forms depicted the
severity of Israeli punishment.

In marked contrast to the American administration's hostile:
reaction to otherrecent Israeli military activity, i.e., the destruc-
tion of the Iraqi nuclear facility and the July 1981 retaliation on
PLO facilities in Lebanon, the current campaign in Lebanon, publicly
at least, received understanding and some measure of support from
the White House. Paradoxically, Congressional support, which in the
past was overwhelmingly sympathetic to Israeli military actions,
appears to have suffered considerable erosion, At a June 22 meeting,
some 36 U.S. Senators subjected Prime Minister Begin to a hostile
reception and sharply critical questioning. Massachusetts Senator
Paul Tsongas, regarded as a strong supporter of Israel, was quoted -
in the press as having said that in "my eight years in the Senate,

I have never seen such an angry session with a foreign head of state."”
(In a previous comment Tsongas asked rhetorically, "At what point
does the U.S. say, 'This is wrong,' to say at some point, 'For God's
sake, enough is enough,'" and complained that he knew what "many
Senators say privately but are fearful of saying publicly.") The
alleged misuse of American weapons evoked harsh criticism from House
Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman Clement Zablocki who, according

to news reports, "delivered a testy lecture" to Begin, and from Senator
Claiborne Pell, another strong supporter of Israel, who publicly
charged that "every child's 1ife lost, every building reduced to

rubble has been done with American weapons." Eight members of the

House of Representatives introduced.a resolution calling for an inves-
tigation of the possible violation of American Taws in connection with
the use of American-supplied weapons, and Senator Mark Hatfield,
charging that "Israel's leaders have taken vidlence as their birth-
right," called upon the Administration to ‘suspend military aid to Israel.

It is impossible to determine if the Lebanon crisis generated
a significant increase in volume of letters-to the editor, nor is it
possible to ascertain if anti-Israel letters predominated, since most
editors print only a representative few of the letters received. In
contrast to editorial and syndicated column opinions, letters to the
editor were either totally supportwve or completely critical of
Israel's actions in Lebanon.

Although pro-Israel letters appeared predominantly to have been
written by Jews, many were not, Significantly, a number of writers




identified themselves as Lebanese and expressed gratitude for the . -
Israeli attack on the PLO. ("Thank you Israel, for giving Lebanon
back to the Lebanese"; "Thank you Israel for having the guts to

rid the world of terrorists"; "To the majority of Lebanese . ..

the actions [PLO and Syrian] have hardly been matched in callous
brutality since Hitler's Holocaust, More Lebanese have been

killed by Syrians and the PLO than in all Arab-Israeli wars, inc-
luding the present one.") e

Letters favoring Israel stressed that the action was neces-
sary for Israel's security and that it struck a blow against
terrorism. ("Instead of criticizing Israel, I think we should
praise the courage and will of the Israeli army for restoring the
national sovereignty in Lebanon and for destroying the main net-
work, supply and training center for terrorists in the Middle East,
Europe and Central America.") A Congregationalist minister was
"more saddened that such actions have become almost a necessity
for Israel to survive; the people of the U.S. owe a debt of grat1-
tude to Israel." .

Those who were critical of Israel deplored the fact that
"thousands of innocent bystanders -- men, women and children --
are being killed, maimed or made homeless by Israel war planes in
Lebanon"; the "barbaric and senseless killing of men, women and
children in Lebanon"; that "of all the people in the world, the
Israelis should know that the killing of babies doesn't kill an idea."
Opposition to Israel's use of American weapons was also frequently
expressed. ("The U.S. supplied these weapons to Israel and now can-
not control their use"j "Our weapons are killing innocent people";
"The time has come for the U,S. to withdraw its massive support for
Israel.") Other letters expressed anger and hostility against Prime
Minister Begin. ("How long must the rest of the world sit by while
the mad bomber of Israel vents his spleen on all who are not Jews?";
"Begin's policies have remarkable resemblance to Hitler's.,")

‘The campaign in Lebanon brought an immediate and intensive
response from American Arab and pro-Arab organizations which, since
their emergence as a political presence after the 1973 war, have
evolved into an increasingly active and militant force on Middle
East issues. These groups engaged in concerted political Tobbying,
public relations campaigns to depict Israel as cruel and barbaric,
and street demonstrations, all on a level of activity and intensity
never before witnessed in America. The conclusion now seems ines-
capable that ethnic Arab groups, as a result of events in Lebanon,
have now emerged as a significant political force on the American
scene,

The National Association of Arab Americans, the largest and
. best organized of all Arab groups, widely distributed a "National
Petition to Save Lebanon" that called upon members and "their friends



and neighbors" to send them to President Reagan, their Senators and
Congressmen. The printed petitions declared that the "renegade
nation of Israel and its arrogant leader" have "committed one lawless
act after another," and therefore, "the time has come to immediately.
cut off all U.S. aid to Israel." . Additionally, the NAAA prepared and
circulated "fact sheets" to be used as a basis for letters to the
editor, letters to news directors of local T.V. stations (to be fol-
Towed’ up with a telephone call), letters to Senators and Congressmen,
the Secretary of State and the Chairmen of the Senate and House
Foreign Relations Committees; a press release urging the U.S. to
"discipline" Israel; and a mass mailing sent directly to Congress
charging that, among other things, Israel "has. gone beserk and can

no longer be restra1ned or d1sc1p]1ned " .

- The American Arab Anti-Discrimination Committee, whose chief
spokesman is former U.S. Senator James Abourezk, on June 7 mailed an
"alert" to its membership urging them to "sensitize members of Con- °
gress and other American political and religious leaders to the con-
cerns of Arab Americans." Members were instructed to stress that

"were it not for the systematic Zionist campaign of fascism against
people of Arab descent, Israel would not be able to get away with
the mass murder of Lebanese -and Palestinians," and to petition the
Congress 'to demand an "immediate cessation of host111t1es,“ "the
Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon and the suspensaon of all U.S.
m111tary a1d to Israel "

The Amer1can Mid- East Educat1ona1 and Training Serv1ces organi-
zation urged its members to express their concern to the Congress
and to stress that "Israel's massively destructive aggression in
Lebanon has harmed American interests in the Middle East."

~ Other Arab or pro-Arab groups placed full-, half- or quarter-
page newspaper advertisements, primarily in THE WASHINGTON POST,
in an effort to influence the Administration and the Congress. The
Arab Women's Council, an ad hoc group consisting of the wives of
Arab Ambassadors posted in Washington, placed two full-page adver-
tisements in THE WASHINGTON POST: one featured two large photographs
of destruction in Lebanon and was simply captioned, "Begin's Holocaust
in Lebanon"; the other consisted of a single large photograph with
the capt1on, "Israel's Beautiful Day: Sidon, June 7, 1982, Two Men
Rush Nounded Ch11d Across Streets as U.S. Made Israe11 P]anes Attack %

The Ad Hoc Comm1ttee in Defense of Paiest1n1an and Lebanese
People, in a full-page ad in THE NEW YORK TIMES (6/27), proclaimed,
"As Americans we are particularly anguished by the knowledge that
this wanton déstruction has been inflicted by aircraft, missiles
and advanced armament supplied by the U,S. government." Condemning
the "aggression," they made an "appeal to people to affirm the
national rights of the Palestinians” and “to make our voices heard
in opposition to this brutal, long term aggression against an entire



people.”

The Muslim Women's Association of Washington, D.C., in a
quarter-page ad in THE WASHINGTON POST, appealed to "Mrs. Nancy .
Reagan" to."Stop the Genocide aga1nst the Palestinian and Lebanese
People.” Arab groups organ1zed massive street demonstrations, on
an unprecedented scale, in Boston, Atlanta, Houston, New York City,
Washington, D.C., Detroit, Seattle.and Kansas City.

A significant exceptlon to Arab Amer1can denunciations of
Israeli military activity was the tacit approval of the American
Lebanese League, Founded in 1976 to foster the "continued indepen-
dence of Lebanon," it claims to represent more than two million =
Lebanese with 32 chapters around the country. The League, in a
full-page WASHINGTON POST advertisement (6/22), stated: "Now is the
time to save Lebanon and rebuild it as a free, open and democratic.
and traditionally pluralistic society." Furthermore the ad urged
the restoration of the territorial integrity of Lebanon and the
withdrawal of all foreign forces -- Syria, the PLO and Israel. By
resolution, adopted on June 13 following its annual convention, the
League called upon the United States to use "all legitimate means
to assist in the creation of a strong central authority and army in
Lebanon that assures a.free independent pluralistic sovereign state
with territorial integrity." THE WASHINGTON POST, in reporting on
the convention, observed that "the major complaint about the Israeli
invasion of thelr ancestral homeland was that it did not go far
enough," ;

Brother John Samaha, a Marianist Brother of Lebanese descent,
writing in the OAKLAND CALIFORNIA CATHOLIC WIRE (6/28), declared,
“most Lebanese Christians haye welcomed Israel's drive into Lebanon
to expel the PLO and perhaps the Syrian army. They hope that the .
Israeli army will do what Lebanon cannot do for itself."

With the final outcome of the Israeli military action in
Lebanon yet to be resolved, its impact on American public opinion
is unclear. As events unfolded, they produced a number of unexpected
reactions: the Reagan Administration, if not totally supportive, was
not critical, Strong condemnation came from unexpected quarters in
the Congress and the U.S. Senate in particular.. Given the large scale
Toss of human 1ife and extensive damage of property, editorial
reaction in the nation's press was surprisingly understanding and
preponderantly in accord with Israel's stated need of protecting its
borders from PLO terrorism. Many welcomed the possibility of the
‘restoration of a sovereign Lebanon and the stabilization of a volatile
"area. For the first time since the takeover of Lebanon by the combination
of the PLO and the Syrian army occupation, American Lebanese spoke
out publicly against these forces, some going so far as to applaud the
Israeli military campaign,
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As of this writing, the results of four polls of American
opinion had been released. Although indicating some reservations
about the Israeli military operation in Lebanon, all demonstrated
cont1nu1ng general support for Israel., A nationwide Gallup poll
based on in-person interviews, comp1eted one week after the cam-
paign began, showed 52% favoring Israel, 10% pro-Arab, and 30%
neutral. Of the total sample quest1oned 40% approved of Israel's
~move into Lebanon, 35% disapproved and 25% were undecided. One '
week later, June 18-22, according to a Harris poll conducted by
telephone, American pub11c opinion was 79% positive and 13% negative:
toward Israel, with 76% support1ng and 14% not supporting the
Israeli ObJECtTV& of removing all non- -Lebanese military forces
from Lebanon. A CBS News telephone poll on June 26 and 27 produced
34% in favor of and 38% against the Israeli attack on the PLO, with
28% choosing neither side, And finally, a LOS ANGELES TIMES po?T
taken the first week in July found that 50% of those interviewed -
nationwide sympathized more with Israel, as opposed to 18% who sided
with the Arabs. Although 42% considered the Lebanon operation to be
"aggressive," a majority said the Israelis shouId "finish pushing
the PLO out " '

Each of the polls included questions about issues related to
the Lebanese campaign. Only 7% of those polled by CBS News felt
that the Administration should criticize Israel, and twice as many
Americans thought the U.S. should give "its strongest support to
Israel" as believed that it “should pay more attention to the Arabs."
According to the Harris poll, public opinion seems to be drawing
close to "moderate" Arab states, as well as to Israel, and becoming
more hostile toward "extremist" Arab powers. Nonetheless, a 54 to
41 percent majority opposes the inclusion of Americans in a peace-
keeping force in Lebanon.

To the extent that the polls reflect American op1n1on, it

would appear that the Israeli assault on the PLO did not signi ficant’ly
1mpa1r the support for Israel of the average American.

July 9, 1982
82-970-5



CATHOLIC THEOLOGICAL UNION 5401 SOUTH CORNELL AVE., CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60615  TELEPHONE (312) 324-8000

Office of the BMLA. Director

19 July 1982

Fr. John T. Pawlikowski, 9Si, Ph.D., long-time observer of
the Middle £ast situation and FProfessor of Social Etnics at
the Catholic Theological Union, released the attached state-
ment today on the current situation in Lebanon.

Fr. Pawlikowski is a member of the U.S. Holocaust Memszrial
Council and of the National Board of Americans for Democratic
Action.
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REFLAECTIONS ON THE MIDDLS GAST 1IN LIGHT oOF THE LE3ARESE TRVASIONS.

Rev. John T. Pawlikowski, 03K, Ph.D
Professor of Social Ethics :
Catholic Theological Union, Chicago

One must begin any analysis of the current situation in Lebanon with
a heavy heart. The physical destruction and the significant loss of
life are very painful to any humanitarian, though protest is order
- the media who went along originally with the highly inflated

cs an the dead, wounded and homeless suppnlied by pro-rifd

But it is desply troubling to me to see how easily all the

e desiruction has been placed on the Israelis by so many
Shristian churches. [iany of those connected yith social justice
auses in the Christian community, and much of the Christian liberal

x4 has condemned the Israeli invasion without qualification. I
can appreciate the concern of many of tE:;::EEEEQTERE'?S;-;;;_Zoss
_ r general sensitivity to human rights issues has led them
{0 this stand. While the sensitivity is commendable, and is one I
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rlainly shars, the gquestion remains, have they taken into account all

e — s |

the reievant data? What about the pre;Israe 1 invasions by itné PILUZ
. and the Syrians? - What about the feelings exnressed'in a recent editorial
iri the 3eirus newspaper LE REVEIL which wrote "It is fine to condemn a
militsry operation at the outskirts of a city. Bul it iz even better to
condemn first the illegal and criminal establishment in that city of a
foreiazn war machine; and to ask the perpetrators of that crime to dis-
" mantle their war machine and fold up their tents--if only to save their

praicicus skins."? Does this data count for navght? Sensitivity without

"} careful anqubis can result in a new form of injustice. And I believe
such 1nJustlce ha _been perpetratod sometimes dellberately. sometimes

A Sy e S R S A T

ﬁﬁmf?fzjg1y. oy many liberal Chrlstlans in their one- slded attack upon
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Israeli po11cy over the past several wee?s. B
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inly am not prepared to offer a blanket endorsement of the Isrzeli
lon. Tie advancement to the outskirts of West Beirut, beyond the
‘initial liveration of south Lebanon, mgy involve serious political
miscalculations and a pussible loss of human lives beyond any reasonable
stratigic onjsuiive. The use of clusier bombs is morally incdefensible
land tremendously nharmiul in terms of public opinion.‘iﬁht[gt is a gross

1

injustice to the Israelis to pretend that tnuy started the attack on




\ 2 tranquil'Lebanon. Lebanon was initially invaded by the Syrians and the
PLO. Some of the destruction seen on Viestern television and suppésedly
done by the Israeli forces is in fact the lezacy of the earlier invasions.
Hundéreds of thousands of Lebanese, many of them Christian, were killed or
made homeless by the PLO occupation of parts of Lebanon. Why have Christian
gfoups concerned about justice totally ignored the stories of the Lebanese
who have been victimized by the PLO invasion® One answer is that many
churchpeople in the USA, especially within the Protestant community, have
taken their information on the liddle Zast almosthexclusively fr0m the XNiddle
Zast Councul of Churches which has had an uncontested pro-Syrian, pro-Fin |
orientation. The views of other Christian groups have been summarily dis-
missed as the thoughts of "risghtwingers" and hence not woriny of conriceratis:
~Zebanon is a country filled with religious ¢ifferences that will not be
easily resolved. No one's hat is totally white. But before American Cnris-
tians concerned about justice in the Middie East make judgments, they ougnt

Q

ot

look in justice into the claims and views of all the Christian and Kuslim
groups. The Maronite perspective, for example,. has received virtually ho

attention from responsible Christian leaders.

iet me add here that this also applies to elements of the Jewish liberal/lefs.
Groups such as NEW QUTLOCOK and the New Jjewish Agenda that have criticized the
Israeli invasion into Lebaznon have likewise failed to deal adeguately wiih
- the views of many non-PLO Christians in Lebanon. Vhile I réspect.the willing-
ness of these groups to critique Israeli politics, while I feel they perform
a valuable service in the face of a freguent rubber-stamp attitude towards
the Israeli government by-many Jewish organizations, I beiieve they too are
guilty of ignoring the plight'of many Christians ‘in south Letanon. In their
well-intentioned desire for peace, they like their Christian liberal col-
leagues sometimes have been overly simplistic in fheir approach to the
Lebanese situation. w
- ne important factor that is clear from the recent invasion is that the 250
vias not simply vreparing for peace with the Israelis since the Habib-arranged.
easefire. The large cache of arms that was uncovered in the invasion sur-
prised even Israeli intelligence. And there is testimony from a number of
soldiers connecled with the Peace iiow movemen® in Israel who meodified irheiy
“opposition to the invasion when they saw ihe PLD arsenal in_person. I also
find it difficult to fathom how many ZuropeanChristians who have been '



concerned about the terrorism of the Rec¢ Brigade and segments of the Irish
Republican Army can ignore the established links between these organiza-
tions and the PLC.

There is little firm indication thus far that the PLO has in any sinnificant
way altered its stance towards Israel. Certain statements and hints have
been given on occasion to the Western media and vWestern politicians. But
the real test is not words, but deeds. And as far as words go, what is

d by the PLOD and the Arab states to nm-vwestern, especially Arab, audi-
25 is Tar more crucial that what may be nothing more than propaganda
relzases intended to lull the VWest into thinking a major policy shift was
undervizv., And the PLO's message to non-iwestern audiences has continued to
be an ofien virulent no-compromise position. The distribution of Middle
£ast maps by the Saudis at their pavilion at the Knoxville World's Fair
which completely exclude. any reference to Israel in the region-are out one
small, out significant example of the continuing hardline attitude of the
PLO and iis,financial backers. Anytime Mr. Begin or Mr. Sharon say or do
something that harms the peace process this is widely reported in the
Western media. But wheﬁ Arab leaders make statement upoh hostiie statement
that pd%’any meaningful peace negotiations.in serious doubt their words

are virtually ignored by the Western press.

I do not wish to imply that there exists no possibility for negotiations
towards a peace plan . with any of the people currently connected with

the FLO. The PLO is a complex organization of many .factions. its terrorist
‘dimension cannot be ignored or simply ascribed to PLO frlnne groups. Ter- .
rorism has been mainstream for the PLO,. But it is equally simplistic to
refer to the PLO as nothing more than a "bunch of terrorists". -Many of the
Palestinians associated with the PLO are highly educated, politically

astute people from various parts of the world who may indeed be capable of
significant political compromise. Somg of them will undoubtedly need to
play a role in any nagotiations with Israel that have any hope of success.
Perhaps the Israeli military success against the PL) will force these people
to reconsider their dlanket suppori of ine terrorist position within the
PT,0. But the onus is now on them to develop a new form of Palestinian
nationalism, .ocne that is surely defensive of Palesiinian rights but which
cleariy is willing to commit itself to peaceful co-existence with a Jewish

state. But thus far the development oI a serious negotiating stand, one
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that would be directly and cléarly conveyed to the Palestinian people
and the Arab world generally, has noi yet been forthcoming from those
prominent Palestinians to which I refer. I can certainly join my
liberal colleagues in the Christian aﬁa‘&ewish communities in fer-
vently hoping that such a stance seriously emerges within the Pales-
tinian leadership. I cannot join tham, however, in believing that
such a stance has been put forth as yet as a serious option within

the PLO and hence can be used by Israel as a starting point Tfor the
formulation of its own policy. While the Israeli government has an
obligation to look carefully for any serious opening towards peaceful
accommodation on the part of the PL9D, the Israeli contention that this
is not yet present can be largely substantiated. Vihen Egypt did signi-
ficantly change its language and actions, Israel responded positively.
I feel that despite some admittedly unbending factions on the Israeli
political scene the government is capable of moving towards peace with

the Palestinians as w=zll.

phe question before us is what ouzht to be done now, In the first
place, if at all possible, a peacefulresolution to the seige'of liest
Beirut needs to be found. But the world political community must
)fcrce the PLO to give up any signicant political presence in Lebanodn.
The United States and Europe share a good deal of the blame for the
present situation in Lebanon. They simply closed their eyes to the
destruction of that country with t¥e PLO and the Syrian invasions.
They must now try to find some solution to the placéhent of the PLO.
It is now cléar'that this will not b2 an easy task. '1h some ways
the greatest condemnation of PLO activities comes not from Israel but
from the unwillingness of any Arab nation to help or to house them.
Col. Kadafy's remark that they “ughi to commit suicide represents

the final dagger in ithe back of the 2LO.

‘The Christian churches and ithe governments of the Vestern world, . in
concert with the Arab states, shoulé work for the restoration of an
uniteé¢, self-ruled Zebaneon frec of z11 Toreign forces. There should
be a genuine effort on the part of our governmeéeni, as well as on ihe
part of Christian and Jewish agencies, to assist the civilian Lebanese

Our focus, however, cannot be solel¥ on ILebanon evan at this moment.




The Israelis have claimed that the PLO constituted a primary obstacle
to serious negotiations relative to the WestBank/Gaza. Now that the
PLO has been severly undercut the burden is on the Israelis to work
toward a meaningful settlement in the west Bank. Israeli morale and
its economy,.as well as the continuation of a vital, healthy tie to

the United States, cannot sustain an unending series of wars in the
region. Such a settlement will involve more give on the part of th
Bezgin government than has been publicly demonstrated thus far. Tne

. present government's concept of “personél autonomy® over against
"territorial autbnomy“ for the Arab residents of the West Bank/Zaza will
not be accepted as such by either the Palestinians nor the worid com-
munity. Some form of territorial autonomy must be the goal for .the’
West Bank/Gaza. That itmay have to come gradually, that theré must be
de-militarization, that some link to Jordan may be necessary, that sone
Jewish settlements in the area may remain -- all these are likely con-
ditions for serious negotiations. But i1f Israel °‘ more or less has
its way in Lebanon it is then in its national self—ihterest to work

towards a meaningful pact with the Palestinians.
o _
There alco needs to be greater attention given by both Israel and the

world Jewish community to the problems of Israeli Arabs. They must be
welcomed far more into the fabric of Israelil national 1ife, not only will
vords but with concrete social programs and with specific educational
programs to combat the very real prejudice that exists against them in
many sectors of the Israeli population.

e _
The present situation may simply prove to bé a new era of destruction.
Or it may create new possibilities for peace. If we ar=z to turmn the
corner, if a free Lebanon is to be re-established and the lezitimate
rizhts of all Christian and Kuslim ILebanese restored, if we are to see
any meaningful n=gotiations over\the vWest bank/Gaza, both the 3Segin
government and prominent members of the current PLO will have to do scns
serious rethinking and compromising. Pressure towards this end musi bhs
applied by the governments of the West and by other intsrested parties
such as the Christian churches. This is not the time for mere rhetoric:
cefences of either side. Unless we nhave meaningful negotiations ol
death and destruction will stalk bcth the Palestinians and the Israczlis
and could ‘conceivably bring the major powers to the brink of confrsnta-
tion.

L ek R
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" P.O.Box 11181 / Chicago. !h‘mo:s 60611 (312)751-8311 Te!ex 206540 A.E.P. Wall. Editor and President

' June 25, 1982

Mr. Randall Czarlinsky
Assistant Area Director
American Jewish Committee %
55 E. Jackson Blvd., Suite 1870
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Czariinsky:

Thank you for sending me the paperback on the
Palestinians. I am interested in it and have placed the
copy in our news 11brary for future reference.

e ‘You may be interested in the enclosed copy of an
editorial that appears in the current issue of The Chicago
Cath011c

Sincergly yours,

OZ R\l

A. E. P. HWall
" Editor

AEPW:dm

Enclosure

155 East Superior Street, Sixth FI99r. Chicago, Iinois 60611

_ &
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BIGOTRY LIKE A THIEF, often.
“wears .a':mask. ' Racism, -
* Catholicism; anti-Semitism, appear in
- the media, in government, even in the .

" Ezekiel called it va. .jewel - among
- lands.” He was the first prophet to be
, ca!led ‘to his - vocation outside’ that
" land; he was one of the Jews
‘o deported to- Baby!on nearly 2600
. years ago, ;-
‘"« During. centuries that now ‘seem
* dim and dusty the Israelites struggled
with the Canaanites, even as today’s.
g _‘ Israelis are in pamful conflict wnth
Pa!estlmans
e -+ i Tribes flourish and fade, peoples °
2. wander, names change, nations form
0 a:d dis:g;vec :ngd soml::tlmes,.“”ear}y as Hitler, Stated his.* "
.-_, réappear.. Only the - slrzfe seems " FETN o g
*ﬁpermanent -almost . ancestral}i?

- cover something shameful.

the Jews :was not easy, despite the-

threatened our own interests, - _
"The - Palesline Liberation’

s slide - from ancient - and traditional "
4" §truggles 'to  the . aberration of holy ;" attacks.:upon. its -citizens - and
:war. RS T "t Sett!ements Israel -moved this month
i-.» i The ‘Jews _have been subjected to.,
5 shameful cruelty by those who came.

" after  them, who." carved the '’
. foundations of their own Beliefs from States may - honorably share, is to
the splrztual structure of the Jewish restore an indcpendent Lebanon

tes reassure Syria, guarantee the nghts £

Christzaﬁs “and* Mosfezﬁs"'adéeplinéﬂ?;!f fof West Bank 'Pale§tmiéns, encourage"™:

; l‘\l[

Lebanon

o S -Tl‘u'_e_'_Chicqgo Catho!k_:" - ~June 25 and July 2, 1982 s

antl.*.-: |

_pulpit, wearing masks because they - .
To establish a modern homeland for .
_guilt of the world that Hitler built and ..
"the . rest .of us tolerated until he

Organization states its purpose as.

THE PLO lS on record It procla:ms.'-;"_,
venerable. It is a _tempting mental =, an armed struggle, .a holy war, to:
. destroy Isracl. In response to deadly
to - clear.’ PLO strongholds from

' The ultimate goal, which the Um;ted .

. this

the gift of. those’ centuries. of "
“discovery and. prophesy; sometimes -

*: seemed unable just to move.on with.

their own convictions. There was a

savage compulsion to deny the source

its right to remain in place, and from
came - “restricted’’ - clubs,
*' pogroms ‘and ' gas chambers, .
" expressions of bigotry on d:{ferent
levels of hate.

a wider appreuatmn .of Arab cultui‘é‘t

-and aspirations’ develop personal and
“diplomatic exchanges between Israel

and_its neighbors and, of  course,
gudrantee the mr!cpendence of Israel,
. Previous ‘failures ~cannot control -

- -any situation that is given prayerful .
three ?nnd selfless attention, It is possible to -

shed the masks, and to find that the *
world breathes easier without them.

the Rosary for peace. SRR R AN it
_ Molly Ward is pleased with the Rosary bcads she hol s as. a
kindergarten grad at Queen of Martyrs, while James Wz}hs pursues h:s
own thoughts.

Prayer can be the expression of the most s;mple des:re, offered
”anywhere at 'any time: Millions find the Rosary prayers helpful in
expressing their concern for peace.




THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date June 18, 1982
to Bertram Gold
from Rabbi A. James Rudin
subject
o I have spoken with Richard Butler, the Middle East Director of

the National Council of Churches. He is leaving this week for Israel and
he hopes to visit South Lebanon. He indicated that the official invita-
tion to Maynard Wishner may not have been sent as yet. In any event, the
enclosed RNS story is a distortion, Butler says, as the invitation is not
for joint meetings between American Jews and American Palestinians, but
rather the NCC wants to meet with each group independently as it did in

1980. It may be that a joint meeting will emerge from these initial con-
versations.

I believe we should respond affirmatively to the NCC invitation

when it arrives since it is always important to maintain contact with the
National Council on the Middle East.

I am also enclosing the recent statement of Cardinal Cooke and
Archbishop Roach along with the statement of the Executive Committee of
the National Christian Leadership Conference for Israel. I understand you
already have the statement that was sent to President Reagan by Bishop
James Armstrong, the NCC's President. 1T am also enclosing that statement
as well.

AJR:FM
Encls.

cc: Judith Banki
Inge Lederer Gibel
Zach Schuster
Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum

LLE T[S L S LLED LS
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RELIGIOUS NEWS SERVICE

* WEDNESDAY, JUNE. 16,

Fatricia Wagner is o reprc.fmratwa in The
Philippines of the Mennonite Central Commil-
tee, heedynartered in Akror, Pa.

-06-16-82
National Council invites
U.S. Jews, Palestinians
to engage in a dialogue

By Religious News Service

NEW YORK (RNS) —° The Na-
tional Council of Churches, accused by
Jewish leaders of a bias in favor of the
Palestine Liberation Organization, has
extended an offer to dialogue about dlf-
ferences.

United Methodist Blshc:p_]1mes Arm-
strong, NCC president, invited leaders
of the American Jewish and Palestinian
communities to take part in a joint
meeting to discuss ‘‘recent cvents in
Lebanon, Middle East peace prospects
and our appropriate role.’

His offer was extended on June 1 1, at
the height of the Isracli invasion of
southern Lebanon, aimed at knocking
out PLO strongholds.

Bishop . Armstrong sent a telegram
June 11 to the Synagogue Council of
America, the American Jewish Commit-
tee, the Union of American Hebrow
Congregations, Anti-Dcfamation
League of B’pai B'rith, and
Pzlestine Congress of North America.

The first acceptance of the invitation
carne from the Synagogus Council of
America, ithe coordinating boedy of the
rabbinical and congregational organiza-
tions of Conservative, Orthodox and
Reform Judaism in the United States.

Its president,
burger, said an end to fighting in
Lebarion would have to come about
through an end to the terrorist activitics
of the Palestine Liberation Organization
(PLO). At the same ‘time, ke said his
orgamization would *‘welcome the op-
portunity’’ to discuss the Middic East
“with the National Council of Churches.

the

Rabbi Walter Wuarz- -

!
|
|
|

J. Richard Butler, director of the
NCC's Middle East office, said, **We
feel that the U.S. religious community
and other groups dircctly concerned
with the Middle East have an important
role ta play in U.S. policy formulation.
This proposal is a continuation of
discussions bhetween NCC Jeadership,
the American Jewish community, and
the Amecrican Palestinian community
that began during the development of
our Middle East policy statement.”’

The Amcrican Jewish Committee and -
the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai
B’rith recently denounced a resolution .
of the NCC's governing board which
called for United States dialogues with
the PLO as a means of working toward
peace in the Middle East. -
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1;;;ﬂruLLuqus'!aﬁrusbrcxr‘orrnv TELEGRAM “YESTERDAY ‘10 Pnzszosur Rzacph»”'
S5 8" APPRECIATE(.YOURIEFFORTS  T0 ‘DATE: IN ACHIEVING OF QBSERVANCE OF U N\ .75
S50 SECURITY 'COUNCILSRESOLUTIONS $08 AND 509.IN LEBANON 'CONFLICT,. %354

%% ENCOURAGE YOU TO TAKE STRONGEST MEASURES TO ACHIEVE IMMEDIATE CEASE .- G-

i PIRE IN LEBANQN BEFORE FURTHER DEATH AND DESTRUCTION IMPOSED ON rnar,**
4/ TRAGIC COUNTRY, 1T I8 NOW URGENT THAT THE U,8;"TAKE NEW DIPLOMATIC: . 17
5755 INITIATIVES ALONG WITH EUROPEAN ALLIES T0:BEGIN ISRAEL.PALESTINIAN \* %

%] “NEGOTIATIONS AS NECESSARY MEANS OF'/RESOLVING :THIS ‘CONFLICT, NEW i
%7/ "SITUATION REGUIRES BOLD ACTION UNENCUMBERED BY FORMULAS OF THE P,#I;I‘
© WE PRAY POR BTRENGTH FOR YOU TO. TAKE. LEADERBHI? THAT EVENTS_DEFAND, "

7" ENCOURAGE YOU TO JOIN ME IN APPEALING FOR IMMEDIATE AND TOTAL CEASE ¥
“ PIRE_BY ALL PARTIES, INVITE YOU YO MEET WITH HEADS OF NCCC COMMUNIONS -
- IN NEAR FUTURE FOR SERIOUS DISCUSSIONS OF RECENT EVENTS IN LEBANON,
-1 v

MIDDLE EAST PEACE PRNSPECTS AND OUR APPROPRIATE ROLLS. LETTER FOLLOHB
BISHOP JAMES ARMSTRONG

PRESTIDENT
NATIONAL COUNCIL CHURCHES OF CHRISY USA

ROOM 612 475 RIVERSIDE DR
" NEW, VORK NY 10115
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CHARD BUTLER
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TO REPLY BY MAILGRAM, SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR WESTERN UNION'S TOLL - FREE PHONE NUMBERS
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. 1;1 a related developmenl dissatisfied parents have circulated a petition whicih states parents who signed it will
remove their children from Sacred Heart Schootunless the nuns “are afforded the air hearing they so justly deserve.”
According to petition backers, parents of 117 children had signed the petitiam by June 7, about a month after i!
began clirculating. '
According to Donna Ritchie,.a member of the parents’ group, Bishop Gendron wimitad the parish during two weekenc
Masses and urged parishioners to heal the parish’'s wounds.
END a

13-6-8-82
POPE CONCEHNED OVER LEBANON FIGHTING (440 — With NC Photo to c:xmna)
" By Nancy Frazier
VATICAN CITY (NC) -- Pope John Paul Il axprassed sorrow and concern ﬂmr Lebanon and soisdanty with the

,g;m;:l.ebanese people June B, following a new outbreak of warlare there. : ¢t o et Vilhgad et SRS ‘"« ag
. In a French-language telegram to Lebanese President Elias Sarkis, the pope s=id the new war in the Middle Eaaterr
nation strikes Lebanon "in the gravest manner, infringing violently on its aspirations to peace and causing numerous
victims and grave damagse.” S

An Israeli attack in Lebanon began June 4 with bombing raids on Palestine Lifiberation Organization strongholds is
Beirut and southern parts of the country. After the PLO responded with intense. arfiillery bombardment of Israeli frontie
towns, Israel mounted a full-scale invasion June 6 involving rhids from the se= by naval commandos and incursion:
across the border by three separate armored columns. :

Pdpe John Paul's telegram made no specific reference to Israel or to the PLE. L'Osservatore Romano, the Vatica:
daily newspaper, which has sometimes commented editorially on smaller-scalie Israeli actions, has carried new:
stories on the Invasion but without editorial comment. - R |

e popa told Sarkis that he was praying for “the cessation of the military initi@tives” to avoid further-loss of lite ¢
“the threat of a fearful expansion of the conflict.” ' _

Political and military analysts feared that Isrlaeli clashes with Sirian peacekamping forces stationed in Lebanon b
the first days of the invasion could lead to a widening of the conflict. '

- .« The telegram was made public the dw n Pawl and U.S. President Ronald Reagat

_‘_' al the Vatican. In his public talk to the president after an hour-long pnvala mamling, tha pope moumed the grav:
‘Smcrtsrs Provokad by the new events in Lebanon.” = - *'--:'.'_;-}‘ -ff’{i"';‘e?*-"-‘?'f'ii-":" o Ot :
‘“ Ll Here is an NC News translation of the Vancan text of the papal telegram ‘.Io Sarkis: _
- “It is with sorrow and a very deep conern that | address to Your Excellency amd to the entire Lebanese pesople the
expression of my deep solidarity for the situation of war which strikes Lebanon amce again and in the gravest manne

infringing violently on its aspirations to peace and causing numerous victims and grave damagas.

“| raise ardent prayers to the ali-powerful God that the appeal of the internatioraal community for the cessation of th

military initiatives may be received with a greater sense of responsibility, in orc:ler to spare the loss of other huma-

lives and to avoid the threat of a fearful expansion of the conflict. :

“May God will to preserve your dear nation, once again suffering, and grant it, @s well as all the people of the Midd!

East, the gift of peace. ' ’
“Pope John Paul 11"

END '
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PRESS RELEASE

32 E251 39in Sreet . DATE: JUME 15, 1982 |
Nzw Yors, NY 10016 : , & 5

2121 673-4822

P . THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT WAS RELEASED IN THE CHICAGO AREA BY

A | TWO MEMBERS OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE OF THE NATIONAL
g_nrr:'aefrhr;g [ CHRISTIAN LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE ON ISRAEL ON THEIR RETURN
i FROM A TWO-DATE MEETING IN WASHINGTON, D.C. (JUNE 14-15)..
‘_';:‘"',;'.;,:,;;;,';:‘;ane, . THE STATEMENT WAS READ AT A PUBLIC RALLY FOR ISRAEL, WHICH

~ | THE NATIONAL CHRISTIAN LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE HELD AT
FEgEIeT | |AFAYETTE PARK IN WASHINGTON, D.C. ON JUNE 15. _ |
or. Archiz L. Butixing : : . e e : < S

Sesf Ezr Ty Jamace Carg_s
Zzv. Do Paul R, Carison

THE STATEMENT READS AS FOLLOWS: _ _
2= Dr. Phiio L G > . MEMBERS OF THE NATIONAL CHRISTIAN LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE ON

ez _
& ‘%’L?K’I’e.en ISRAEL ARE CONVENED IN WASHINGTON, D.C. TODAY AT A HISTORIC
5 Gikien
opzs wars " TIME. WHILE DEPLORING WAR, WE umeasmm ISRAEL'S NEED TO
r h’:rny i

ot s . PROTECT ITS PEOPLE FROM TERRORISM. AS A RESULT OF ISRAEL'S

vz A Leais, Chairman

2275 i ~ RIDDING LEBANON OF TERRORIST ACTIVITIES, THE STABILITY. OF

T Féic \.4 Pe i2r35n
=2, Hision Sution

Mz Arin Trevars | THE REGION IS GREATLY ENHANCED. AS PROTESTANTS AND CATHOLICS,
. WE URGE OTHER CHRISTIAN LEADERS TO ENCOURAGE OUR GOVERNMENT'S

SREC_T4EDREIVIE . 4 . =

32 0sz2cC Aomesdarg - SUPPORT IN RESTORING SOVEREIGNTY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF LEBANON

AND IN STRENGTHENING ISRAEL'S SECURITY. WE ASK ALL _
i CHRISTIANS TO OFFER THEIR PRAYERS AND THEIR RESOURCES IN AIDING
. THE PECPLE OF ISRAEL AND.LEBANON.

SIGNED: THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE
" NATIONAL CHRISTIAN LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE ON ISRAEL

FOR FURTHER II\FORMATION, CONTACT

NANCY GABRIELLA CARROLL 312-446-4577 (NEWLY ELECTED MEMBER OF THE
~ STEERING COMMITEE)

SISTER ANN GILLEN 312-922-1983
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ron MBDIATE ansr:m,?

New York have issued a joint statement urging an 1mmedlate cease E?f*?
| fire in Lebanon and the unconditional withdrawal of Israeli
foices from that land,
"The United States, as a major power in the United Nations
and a close ally of Israel, should use ité good offices to

expedlte these two goals,“ they aaid.

*wqﬂ”*ihﬁﬁf % N e
;act. hovever, is tha the~_r"

ination of Lebanon and ita people continue to pay the heav1est
T price in the middle east conflict."

In their statement on the situation in Lebanon,

Archbishop Roach and Cardinal Cooke:urged the international
community to focus attention on what they termed the

" fundamental needs" of the people of Lebanon.

3
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"If Lebanese sovereignty, territorial integrity, freedom
and peace are to be guaranteed, Lebanon must be treated.as
significant in its own right," they said. "It is true that
_Lebanon s security and well-being. are t1ed to tke resolutlon

of larger 155ues in the mlddle east~ Israel s securlty, the

_:abﬁachxevement of .a- homeland and independence for the'Palestlnzans,
z‘%%mhm S : - £y

P, e"“""“i"*

'totherﬂlssnes. _
o "While we as Catholic blshops have a partxcular relation- - '?-%
ship and solidarity with the Christian community in Lebanon,

our prayers and efforte will elso be directed for the welfare

of all the Lebanese people and the freedom and independence of
their netion._.We cali on the United States to ﬁlay an active

and vigorous role in Ehe United Nations and with Israel directly

to brlng about a cease fire and wzthdrawal. We ask for special

— - ]

i

Lremembrance of Lebancn and the middle east in the prayers_of

};Preeident of the Natlonal Conference of Catholic Bishops, and
the United States Catholic Conference, since 1980. Cardinal
Cooke, the Archbishop of New York; is Presiden&_of the Catholic
Near East Welfare Association, and has visited Lebanon several

times in the last few years.

B b ey e

The full text of the statement is attached: , ;;
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MINNEAPOLLS, PRESIDENT OF THE NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF

* » CATHOLIC BISHOPS, AND TERENCE CARDINAL COOKE OF NEW YORK ON

. and are the source of the present violence in Lebanon. The un-

‘that immediate objectives must be achieved and that long range

THE SITUATICN IN LEBANON

Lebanon's fragile possession of peace and scvereign
independence was assaulted once again on June 6, 1982, this
time by the Israeli invasion of Lebanese territory. These
events in that suffering country have resulted in one qertaiﬁ‘
and tragic effect——devastation, death amoné ldrge numbers of

1nnocent people.- T o N P S ;ﬁ” Vs ;“':J .;$3512r}3g?

parties lie at the ba51s of the pervasive middle east COnfllct h

deniable fact, however, is that the nation of Lebanon énd its
people continue tb pay the heaviest price in the middle east
conflict. |

it is time for the international community to éddresé
the Lebanese problem as vitally.important in its own right and

not simply as anappendage of other issues. To do so means both

solutions must be initiated. - Y S -

g;grsﬂhat 18 1mmediate1yéneces-ary 18 compllance w;th thexf_aj, f%g

Unlted Natxons Security Council Resolution 509.' This should be ) A

.'l.mplemented with the two objectives of achieving an iﬂg_@__i_gte

cease fire in Lebanon and the unconditional withdrawal of Israeli

—— — e — . TTTTTT——————— e
hggggs. The Unlted States, as a major power in the United Nations

and a close ally of Israel, should use its good offices to expe-
dite these two goals.
The long range task is to focus the attention of the

international community on the fundamental needs of the people




of Lebanon. If Lebanese sovereignty, territorial integrity,

freedom and peace are to be guaranteed, Lebanon must be treated
as significant in its own right. It is true that Lebanon's
security and well-being are tied to the resolution of larger

issues in the middle east: Israel's security, the achievement

of a homeland and independence for the Palestinians, and the

ending of a virtual state of war in the region. But these ob-

'I LU TS

/" jectives.cannot 'be achieved at the expense of Lebanon nor can.- &

W

N the Lebanese problem await the resolution of these other issues.
The tragic events of the present violence in Lebanon
must be used to set a new direction for the resolution of the
Lebanese pfoblem. The United Nations has a special role as do
other key states in the world community. The United States has
a unique role to play precisely because of our his;oric relation~
ship with Israel and with Lebanon, and in view of our central
pPosition in the middle east. ‘
While we as Céthoiic bishops have a particular relation-
ship and solidarity with the Christian community in Lebanon, bur;

prayers qu)gfforts will also be directed for the yelfa;é pf,a;;éf"

o ;%
A
% LA SR LR A

the Lebanese people and the:freedom“and independence of their °

nation. "We call on the United States to play an active and vigor-
ous role in the United Nations and with Israel directly to bring
about a cease fire and withdrawal. We ask for special remembrance

i~

of Lebanon and the middle east in the prayers of our people.



[end]
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‘THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date August 23, 1982
to Area Directors
from Sonya F. Kaufer

subject

While the PLO is being evacuated from
Beirut, here are two more op-eds.

Please do your best to place them.

Regafds.
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82-965-15

WNpUu2Jdolliaed



several reluctant Arab countries, has certainly been a body blow to

GOOD RIDDANCE TO THE PLO

. There are no victors in the war in Lebanon. But the crushing defeat
of the Palestine Liberation Organization, and its imminent dispersal into
terrorist movements seeking to overthrow governments throughout the
Western world. |

There is nb longer any doubt that for years the PLO, the world's most
experienced and ruthless army of guerrilla fighters, was running a virtual
university for terrorists. Well endowed with Soviet armaments and funds,
and with millions of dollars extorted not only from conservative Arab
governments but from Palestinians in whose communities it installed itself,
the PLO “graduated“ superbly trained guerrillas from dozens of nations who
were skilled in the use of modern weaponry and determined to overthrow
established regimes not pn]y in the West, but in the MiddTe East as well.

In the eérly weeks of the Lebanese fighting, Israelis captured hundreds
of members of the Red Brigades, the German Baader-Meinhof gang, the Japanese
Red Army, fvolunteersﬁ from countries in the Middlie East, “students” from
other parts of Europe, Asia, Africa. Fatah files contained records of PLd
officers taking training in the USSR, Pakistan, Cuba, Vietnam, the People's
Republic of China, Soviet satellites and Third World countries.

Indeed, notwithstanding floods of anti-Israel rhetoric, everyone
appears to be relieved that the PLO has been so badly crippled -- perhaps
not least many of the Palestinians themselves, who know best what it means
to be bullied for their own good by an orgaﬁization whose overriding goal

is destruction of_another state.



HOPE FOR LEBANON

In pressing for the departure of the PLO and Syrian fighters_from Beirut,
ski]]fu11y arranged by Ambassador Habib, Israel has served American interests
as well as its own. Its action offers hope for the reemergence of an inde-
pendent Lebanon, free of harassment and outsidelforces, a.homeland restored
to its rightful Moslem and Christian inhabitants. |

Since 1975 Lebanon has been a conquered land. Its villages and towns
were taken over by the PLO and then by a Syrian_fdeterrent" force -- both
heavily supplied with Soviet tanks and missiles -- and turned into a huge
international terrorist training ground; jts-citizens were intimidated and
molested; and its central governmenf was ;utaily_incapacitated and
rendered poﬁer1ess'ta prevent PLO attacks on Israel, its neighbqr to the
south. |

A stable Middle East is a vital concern of the U.S. A sovereign
Lebanon, free to forge its own.fate. is an important étep in acﬁieving

that stability. The chancé is there; it should not be missed.
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19 July 1982

Fr. John T. Pawlikowski, 95, Ph.D., long-time observer of
the Middle r£ast situation and Professor of Social Zthics at
the Catholic Theological Urion, released the attached state-
ment today on the current situation in Lebanon.

Fr. Pawlikowski is a member of the U.S. Holocaust Memcrial
Council and of the National Board of Americans for IDemocratic
Action. '



REFLECTIONS ON THE MIDDLE EAST IN LIGHT OF THE LEBANESE INVASIONS.

Rev. John T. Pawlikowski, OSM, Ph.D.
Professor of Social Ethics
Catholic Theological Union, Chicago

One must begin any analysis of the current situation in Lebanon with a heavy heart.
" The physical destruction and the significant loss of life are very painful to any
humanitarian, though protest is order against the media who went along originally
with the highly inflated statistics on the dead, wounded and homeless supplied by
pro-PLO sources. But it is deeply troubling to me to see how easily all the blame
for the destruction has been placed on the Israelis by so many in the Christian
churches. Many of those connected with social justice causes in the Christian
community, and much of the Christian liberal media, has condemned the Israeli
invasion without qualification. | can appreciate the concern of many of these
Christians for the loss of life. Their general sensitivity to human rights issues
has led them to this stand. While the sensitivity is commendable, and is one |
certainly share, the question remains, have they taken into account all the rele-
vant data? What about the pre-lIsraeli invasions by the PLO and the Syrians?

What about the feelings expressed in a recent editorial in the Beirut newspaper

LE REVEIL which wrote ''It is fine to condemn a military operation at the outskirts
of a city. But it is even better to condemn first the illegal and criminal
establishment in that city of a foreign war machine, and to ask the perpetrators
of that crime to dismantle their war machine and fold up their tents -- if only

to save their precious skins.'? Does this data count for naught? Sensitivity
without careful anmalysis can result in a new form of injustice. And | believe
such injustice has been perpetrated, sometimes deliberately, sometimes unwillingly,
by many liberal Christians in their one-sided attack upon Israeli policy over the
past several weeks.

| certainly am not prepared to offer a blanket endorsement of the lIsraeli action.
The advancement to the outskirts of West Beirut, beyond the initial liberation of
south Lebanon, may involve serious political miscalculations and a possible loss
of human lives beyond any reasonable strategic objective. The use of cluster
bombs is morally indefensible and tremendously harmful in terms of public opinion.
But it is a gross injustice to the Israelis to pretend that they started the
attack on a tranquil Lebanon. Lebanon was initially invaded by the Syrians and
the PLO. Some of the destruction seen on Western television and supposediy done
by the Israeli forces is in fact the legacy of the earlier invasions. Hundreds
of thousands of Lebanese, many of them Christian, were killed or made homeless by
the PLO occupation of parts of Lebanon. Why have Christian groups concerned about
justice totally ignored the stories of the Lebanese who have been victimized by
the PLO invasion? One answer is that many churchpeople in the USA, especially
within the Protestant community, have taken their information on the Middle East
almost exclusively from the Middle East Council of Churches which has had an
uncontested pro-Syrian, pro-PLO orientation. The views of other Christian groups
have been summarily dismissed as the thoughts of ''rightwingers'' and hence not
worthy of consideration. Lebanon is a country filled with religious differences
that will not be easily resolved. No one's hat is totally white. But before
American Christians concerned about justice in the Middle East make judgments,
they ought to look in justice into the claims and views of all the Christian and
Muslim groups. The Maronite perspective, for example, has received virtually no
attention from responsible Christian leaders.

Let me add here that this also applies to elements of the Jewish liberal/left.
Groups such as NEW OUTLOOK and the New Jewish Agenda that have criticized the



Israeli invasion into Lebanon have likewise failed to deal adequately with the
views of many non-PLO Christians in Lebanon. While | respect the willingness of
these groups to critique lIsraeli politics, while | feel they perform a valuable
service in the face of a frequent rubber-stamp attitude towards the lIsraeli
government by many Jewish organizations, | believe they too are guilty of ignoring
the plight of many Christians in south Lebanon. In their well-intentioned desire
for peace, they like their Christian liberal colleagues sometimes have been overly
simplistic in their approach to the Lebanese situation.

One important factor that is clear from the recent invasion is that the PLO was
not simply preparing for peace with the Israelis since the Habib-arranged cease-
fire. The large cache of arms that was uncovered in the invasion surprised even
Israeli intelligence. And there is testimony from a number of soldiers connected
with the Peace Now movement in Israel who modified their opposition to the
invasion when they saw the PLO arsenal in person. | also find it difficult to
fathom how many European Christians who have been concerned about the terrorism
of the Red Brigade and segments of the lrish Republican Army can ignore the
established links between these organizations and the PLO.

There is little firm indication thus far that the PLO has in any significant way
altered its stance towards Israel. Certain statements and hints have been given
on occasion to the Western media and Western politicians. But the real test

is not words, but deeds. And as far as words go, what is said by the PLO and
the Arab states to non-Western, especially Arab, audiences is far more crucial
than what may be nothing more than propaganda releases intended to l1ull the West
into thinking a major policy shift was underway. And the PLO's message to non-
Western audiences has continued to be an often virulent no-compromise position.
The distribution of Middle East maps by the Saudis at their pavillion at the
Knoxville Worid's Fair which completely exclude any reference to Israel in the
region are but one small, but significant example of the continuing hardline
attitude of the PLO and its financial backers. Anytime Mr. Begin or Mr. Sharon
say or do something that harms the peace process this is widely reported in the
Western media. But when Arab leaders make statement upon hostile statement that
" put any meaningful peace negotiations in serious doubt their words are virtually
ignored by the Western press.

| do not wish to imply that there exists no possibility for negotiations towards

a peace plan with any of the people currently connected with the PLO. The PLO

is a complex organization of many factions. Its terrorist dimension cannot be
ignored or simply ascribed to PLO fringe groups. Terrorism has been mainstream
for the PLO. But it is equally simplistic to refer to the PLO as nothing more
than a '""bunch of terrorists.'" Many of the Palestinians associated with the PLO
are highly educated, politically astute people from various parts of the world

who may indeed be capable of significant political compromise. Some of them will
undoubtedly need to play a role in any negotiations with Israel that have any hope
of success. Perhaps the Israeli military success against the PLO will force

these people to reconsider their blanket support of the terrorist position within
the PLO. But the onus is now on them to develop a new form of Palestinian national-
ism, one that is surely defensive of Palestinian rights but which clearly is willing
to commit itself to peaceful co-existence with a Jewish state. But thus far the
development of a serious negotiating stand, one that would be directly and clearly
conveyed to the Palestinian people and the Arab world generally, has not yet been
forthcoming from those prominent Palestinians to whom | refer. | can certainly
join my liberal colleagues in the Christian and Jewish communities in fervently
hoping that such a stance seriously emerges within the Palestinian leadership. |
cannot join them, however, in believing that such a stance has been put forth as
yet as a serious option within the PLO and hence can be used by Israel as a

2.



starting point for the formulation of its own policy. While the Israeli govern-
ment has an obligation to look carefully for any serious opening towards peaceful
accommodation on the part of the PLO, the Israeli contention that this is not
yet present can be largely substantiated. When Egypt did significantly change
its language and actions, Israel responded positively. | feel that despite some
admittedly unbending factions on the .Israeli political scene the government is
capable of moving towards peace with the Palestinians as well,

The question before us is what ought to be done now. In the first place, if

at all possible, a peaceful resolution to the seige of West Beirut needs to be
found. But the world political community must force the PLO to give up any signi-
ficant political presence in Lebanon. The United States and Europe share a good
deal of the blame for the present situation in Lebanon. They simply closed :their
eyes to the destruction of that country with the PLO and the Syrian invasions.
They must now try to find some dolution to the placement of the PLO. It is now
clear that this will not be an easy task. In some ways the greatest condemnation
of PLO activities comes not from Israel but from the unwillingness of any Arab
nation to help or to house them. Col. Kadafy's remark that they ought to commit
suicide represents the final dagger in the back of the PLO.

The Christian churches and the governments of the Western world, in concert with
the Arab states, should work for the restoration of an united, self~ruled Lebanon
free of all foreign forces. There should be a genuine effort on the part of our
government, as well as on the part of Christian and Jewish agencies, to assist the
civilian Lebanese.

Our focus, however, cannot be solely on Lebanon even at this moment. The lIsraelis
have claimed that the PLO constituted a primary obstacle to serious negotiations
relative to the West Bank/Gaza. Now that the PLO has been severely undercut, the
burden is on the Israelis to work toward a meaningful settlement in the West Bank.
Israeli morale and its economy, as well as the continuation of a vital, healthy
tie to the United States, cannot sustain an unending series of wars in the region.
Such a settlement will involve more give on the part of the Begin government than
has been publicly demonstrated thus far. The present government's concept of
"personal autonomy'' over against ''territorial autonomy' for the Arab residents

of the West Bank/Gaza will not be accepted as such by either the Palestinians nor
the world community. Some form of territorial autonomy must be the goal for the
West Bank/Gaza. That it may have to come gradually, that there must be de-
militarization, that some link to Jordan may be necessary, that some Jewish settle-
ments in the area may remain == all these are likely conditions for serious
_negotiations. But if Israel more or less has its way in Lebanon it is then in

its national self-interest to work towards a meaningful pact with the Palestinians.

There also needs to be greater attention given by both Israel and the world Jewish
community to the proglems of Israeli Arabs. They must be welcomed far more into

the fabric of lIsraeli national life, not only with words but with concrete social

programs and with specific educational programs to combat the very real prejudice

that exists against them in many sectors of the Israeli population.

The present situation may simply prove to be a new era of destruction. Or it may
create new possibilities for peace. If we are to turn the corner, if a free
Lebanon is to be re-established and the legitimate rights of all Christian and
Muslim Lebanese restored, if we are to see any meaningful negotiations over the
West Bank/Gaza, both the Begin government and prominent members of the current PLO
will have to do some serious rethinking and compromising. Pressure towards this
end must be applied by the governments of the West and by other interested parties
such as the Christian churches. This is not the time for mere rhetorical defences

3.



of either side. Unless we have meaningful negofiations soon death and destruction
will stalk both the Palestinians and the Israelis and could conceivably bring the
major powers to the brink of confrontation.
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At last there is o chance for the rebirth of an independent,
democratic Lebanon after 7 years of bloody upheaval

At lost a decisive blov;r has been dealt to the PLO and to interna-

tiona! terrorism

At last the rank and file Palestinian can deal with the question of

autonomy without fear of threat or assassination

We hope the United States and the world's leaders will heed the
voices of the many Lebanese who have urged Israel to remain until
there is a sovereign Lebanon. This will ultimately bring about those
results which are in the best interests of the American people.

Dr. Benjomin . Alaxender
President, Chicope Stete University
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If you agree with this message, you can help give it a wider
distribution by sending your contribution to:

INSTITUTE FOR MIDEAST RESEARCH

6200 N, Hiawatha, Chicago, IL 60646
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Otﬂml of the M.A. Director

8 July 1982

Mr. Gideon Shomron

Embassy of Israel

3514 International Drlve NW
Washington, DC 20008

Dear Gideon,

I feit that I must write you a guick letter upon my return
from Europe, including meetings at the Vatican Commission

for Religious Relations with Jews. The point I wish to make
to your government at this time is simply, but strongly, try
to your utmost to spare a military assult on West Beirut and
avoid trying to "starve out" the PLO. I plan to lay out my
views on the current situation in a longer statement within

‘a short time. But I feel that those of us who-are prepared

to argue your government's claim that a new political order
was necessary in Lebanon as a buliding biock for peace would
be further undercut in our efforts if either tWe massive
assult or starvation courses are pursued. Israel has lozt

a great deal of world credibility by the attack. Some of this
is unwarrented and I believe can be won back. But some humani-
tarian stance, while pursuing the ultimate object of a new
politics in Lebanon, is vital to the long-term success of the
present military operation.

Slncereix-yoursﬂ s '
N ANK 4O

(Rev ) "Johh TJ Pawllkowsx_, OSM, Ph.D
Professor of Soeial Ethics
Member, U.S. Holocaust Memorial Council



Sacred Heart School of Theology

July 2. 1982

Rabbi A. James Rudin
American Jewish Committee
165 East 56th Street
New York, N.Y. 10022

Dear Jim,

Although these last three months have been very hectic for me since my
mother died on Mar. 29th and as an only child I have had an incredible amount
of work to do out in Nebraska to clear out large house, settle estate, etc.etc.,
there are some issues that demand attention. Israel is one of those issues.

Because I was very unhappy with the national press release of Archbishop
Roach & Cardinal Cooke (of June 6th) I approached the Catholic Herald (formerly
called the Catholic Herald-Citizen), the Milwaukee Archdioceses official paper,
as to wheather they were going to run this release. If they did, I wanted to
make some quotable remarks about the release. After some discussion with them
they invited me to write a feature gquest editorial for reader comment and
discussion in later issues.

Please find enclosed the editorial. I am pleased to say that, although it
was quite long, they made virtually no cuts and changed none of my words. The
title is theirs, although I'm in agreement with the title.

Talked to Gene Fisher today and he mentioned that you were collecting
Christian comments on the war in Lebanon. Please feel free to use my editorial
(and duplicate it) in any way you wish.

Will be vacationing in Northern Wisconsin next week, but will be back in
Milwaukee on July 1l3th.

Hope you're having a good summer.

Shalom,

(7

Dr. Richard C. Lux

Enc.

7335 South Lovers Lane Road, Hales Corners, Wisconsin 53130 (414) 425-8300
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DRAFT II  July 22, 1982

CHRISTIAN RESPONSE TO ISRAEL'S MILITARY CAMPAIGN IN LEBANON

I

This report will be divided into four areas:
i _Officié] Christian Reaction from either Church Bodies or Individuals
II. Personal Sfatements -

ITI. Reactions from the Christién Media

IV. Analysis and Evaluations

Roman Catholic Reactions - Internationa?

Pope John Paul II made a series of statements éboutﬁthe'Lebanese situa-
‘tion. On June 28th he offered to visit Lebanon if it wou]d hely the cause of
peace: "I affirm pubiicly thaf-I would be willing to go also without delay to
the martyred land of Lebanon...the news reports dhd images that arrive froﬁ?é&ﬁﬂ=ﬁé
th? martyred city of Beirut are terrifying." Since June 6th the Pppe has asked

several times for an ending to the'heayy fighting in Lebanon. On June 25th the

g

Pene spoke of the "shameful evil of the 10 to 15 miliion refugees around the
" world, and he mentioned people who were forced to flee because of being "ter-
rorized by violence and war," especially those victims of the current hostili-
0 ties in Lebanon. John Paul II spec{fically menﬁioned many refugee groups in.

the world including "the very numerous Palestinian refugees.” At the same
%__’__,_ - —}

timé the Pope called for peace in the Middle East which has been so "compromised

but so necessary and has a religious charactar, a spiritual dimension.”

On July 7th the Pope addressed approximate]y 50,000 visitors af the
Vatican and called for an end to the siege of Befruﬁ. "The Capit;} is submerged
in a nightmafe ofﬂb100dy conflict which can rage in-its streets from house to
house if negotiations do not arrive at a solution." Thé Pcpe asked for prayers

so that the "Lebanese are able to recover and consolidate the unity and freedom

of their country and that there be concluded rapidly an accord which, preserving
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JI the safety of both civilian and all combatants, meets‘the;aspiratiens of jus-

tice for the Palestinians and of security and pedce for the peoples involved.”

Msgr. John Nolan, Executive SeCretéfy.ofKthe Catholic Near East-welfare
-Associatioh, called for'the‘"COmp1ete withdrawal of Israeli, Syrian and PLO
forces from Lebanon." Msgre Nofan safd that about 600,000 people 1iving in |
Lebanon are Pelestinianslﬁith 1% of them members of the PLO and other Palestin-
ians are mostly refﬁgees, he asserted. Msgr. Nolan- said. the lack of a homeland
~ for the Palestinians is at the core of Middle East tensions and he called for -

the creation of a West Bank Pa1estinien" state.

Roman Catholic Reactions - Domestic

On June 9th, three days after the Israeli forces entered Lebanon, Arch-
bishop John R. Roach, the President of the NatiohaT Conference of Catholic

Nianms S A minde

Bishops ana lerence Lardinai Couke ui New Voik, the Mresident of the Cathelic

~ Near East Velfare Association, issued a joint statement urging an immediate

ceasefire in Lebanon and the unconditional withdrawal of Israe11 forces from
W oo : e

e =

~ that countr The two leaders noted that "Catholic Bishops have a art1cu1ar

{3 _ oun Y. p p 2.
f\. uﬂ’ rﬂ]at1onsh1 and solidarity with the Chr1st1an community in Lebanan...we call
~ -~ — .

——

(:nd on the Unites States to play an active and vigorous role in the United Nations
and with Israel directly to bring about a ceésefire and withdrawal...the
United States is a méjor power in tHe United Nations and a close el1yfef
Israel and should use its good offices to expedite fhese two goals.e;an immed-
~ iate ceasefire-in Lebanon and the unconditional withdrawal of all Israeli
forces." The two Catholic leaders called for the resolution of the “larger

< 155ues of the Middle East: .Israel's security, the achievement of a homeland

and independence for the Pa]est1n1ans, and an _ending—of--a— ~virtual state of war

h-"_-__’"_,. '.'_-_'-I__“_-_'__'—'_'—--—'-——-..._.__ ‘__“_.-‘__"___________,_.-’
in the region."

e ——
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Pax Christi_USA;jan American branch of thg Internationai_ﬁatho1ic Péace
Group called for an'fmmediate withdkawal of Israeli troops from Lebanon. Pax
Christi asserted the "further usé of force by any side without negotiating these
essential rights can only continue what has becdme an endemic state of war."
Pax Christi supporfed the position set forth in 1973 by the Nationé] Conference
of Catholic Bishops, ca]]ing...fécognitioﬁ of the rights of thé Pa]éstinfan -
Arabs...inc]usion-of them as partners in any negotiations, acceptance of their
right to a state in compensation for paét losses, to he paid.not only by Israel
but also by other members of the international community responsible for the
1948 "Palestinian partition plan." Pax Christi also urged that all prisoners

takeh in the conflict be treated according to the rules of the Geneva Convention.

Protectant Reactions - Domest1c

The Nat1ona1 Counc11 of Churches is made up of 31 Protestant and Ortho—

-dox denom1nat1ons A few days fo]10w1ng Is*ael s entry into Lebanon, the NCC's

Tamaer Avwmetvana eant s +alanvam +a Dwacidant DanalA Daanan
b0 BRGSO S SO RS SH R P A IS R soh S Feb

Dv\nr-'IAnﬂ‘F =3 ~
v e R L T e IR . ) T e e

et M) e

urging an immediate ceasefire along with "Israeli-Palestinian negétiations as
a necessary means 0f resolving this conflict."” The NCC telegram also askea the

President to take_"bold action unencumbered by formulas of the pagt, and for

"an immediate and total ceasefire by all parties.” Abproximate]y a month
later, on July 13th, Dr. Richard Butler, the NCC}$ Middle East Director, tes-
tffied before a“sub-commiptee of the House International Affairs Cbmmittee.
.The NCC officiai visitéd Lebanon from JuneIZO until July 6, 1982. In
nis testfmony Butier urged Israel not to launch "an all out 2ssault on the city
(of Beirut)." Butler stated that his group was “unabié to acceut the Israeli
condition fhat armed Israeli military escort must accompany.any international
voluntary agency representative traveling to Scuth Lebanﬁn from Israel." He

criticized the "reported refusal of the Israeli authorities to permit erection
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of tents or other shelter for perséns made homeless in South Lebanon." Butler
was also "alarmed byifirsthand'reports of the activities of the Israeli Army
in detaining suspected PLO sympathizers among the Palestinian and Lebanese

population.”

The NCC Middle East Director concluded his testimony by declaring, "At

-

_' Jﬁ one time in history there was a slogan, whether rcal or imagined, of 'throwing

/ On June 28th the United Presbyterian Church in the USA adopted a Middle

O T S R PRI S Bty

bP the Jews into the sea.' Today the temptation is to somehow throw the PaTestin—

ians away."

East resolution at its Gzneral Assembly meeting in Hartford. Thé UPUSA called
‘/fforthe “immediate withdrawai ofllsrae1i forces from Lebanon, immediate access

for bonafide ﬁnternational're1iéf agencies to all pérts of Lebanon affected by

the invasion..." The General Assembly also urged "open discussion" with all

Yrelevant parties inciudﬁng Syria, Egypf, Israel, Lebaggnggg’;hg.ELD...with a

view to seeking the withdrawal of ali outside forces from Lebanon and inter-

ported the estéb}ishment of a "national soveﬁﬁegn state in the West Bank and

B B, B e

‘the Gaza Stripﬂas,anmexpﬁession_ofuself:dgtermination of the Palestinian

B e b
e TR g s

people" while at the same time the UPUSA urged the U.S. to renew its support

for the recognition of the full sovereignty of Israel within boundaries agreed

p—

to in U.N. Resolution 242 or "thus determined by negotiations by all the

ked its Stated Clerk to "eipiore with other re1ig{ous

g parties." The UPUSA ;

M bodies..

ﬂfnc]udiﬁb action in the courts fAn an aftempt to see that laws govern-

——
e : i

%i ing the sale or gitt of militargwgggipmenLﬂghgulgwggugggpjbjied from aggressive

' use are obeyed in relations with the State of Israel." The General Assembly

also urged the "Congress of the United States to. enact legislation making fur-
[ ' :
ther U.S. military aid to Israel or U.S. participation in any international

force in Lebanon dependent on meaningful progress towards the regional nego-

national guarantees for Lebanon's sovereignty." The United Presbyterians sup-
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tiation involving all parties noted above, 1nc1ud1n}“Israe1 and the PLO "

The'Presbytefian Church in the U.S. adopted a resolution at its General

" Assembly meeting in mid-dune 1982 that ca11ed fortthe immediate Israeli with-

;drawaT from. Lebanon and for the PLO to "cease acts of v1oTence aga1n5t Israel "

o, s e
T %

The PCUS also requested the Un1ted States t--

Israel unt11 1t ceases, acts of v1o1ence aga1nst 1ts ne1ghbor‘__ca]1ed upon the

ey s

ey ey
s o eyt

' iﬂ::mbgovernment UJenter into official contact with the PLO at s ch time as that

i Raaaa S o

~organization acknow]edges the r1ght of Israel to exist within secure and recog-

nized boundaries."

Dr. William P. Thompson, the Stated Clerk of the United Presbyterian

Church in the USA and_Dr. J. Oscar McCloud, General Secretary of the Church's

o nf A4

Prograr Agency, sent a telegram to President Reagan on June 9th that was u/ 7/,ﬂ

; [/ 2'ahd

highly critical of Israel for having 'violated thg §gvere1gntg of Lebanon’and ,. /.,
- 2annfia vunnand ki Amh hih _ £C0 the- -

huwval,aw ~ Aana T A - v Aarea s
. ¥ e - i . .
leaders felt the PLO résponse to the June bombings (by Israe] on Lebanon) was

hn ”nw+nd ﬂhnoku+hh1an
e H ~y o

1{ "predictable and provided Israel with the excuse needed to invade Lebanon..."

- " e q - ——

————— :
Thompson arid McC]oud urged the U. S Government tg’Eiag the use of

N et

American arms i

Lebanon and urged prompt Israeli w1thdre;;Tk“‘rehab111tat1on
—m'-"“"’“"_‘ L S

‘of Lebanon and gua“antees of its future sovereign 1ndependence " The United

Presbyterian leaders supported the Amenican "commitment to defend the existence

of the State of Israel but that commitment must not be'mfsosed to cover aggres-

sive actions...futore peace and stability in the Midd1e East depend on a just:

inegotiated settlement of the Palestinian question.”

Dr. Avery Post, the President of the United_Church of Christ and Dr.

Kenneth Teegarden, the President of the Christian Church (Disciples of Christ)
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sent a telegram to President Reagan on June 10th which urged the President to

make "firm demandé backed byfsanctions/for Israel to_s ' iately military

"—-__-‘__- \“—-h——-..___d Lt ki

act10n in Lebanon and return its forces to its own terr1tory .we recognize and
—— ﬂ==‘———-—q=—_.;

support Israel's Tegitimate security needs, but there is an equally pressing
need to maintain American integrity. 'The United States must oppose armed ag-
gression of ohe'nation against another whether the aggréssor be our friend o}

our foe. = _baun _1eg1t1mate se]f defense .

e — ag—

The two Pro &

ant Church 1eaders called for a re11ef e?fort for the “unfor-
* tunate people of Lebanon“ and concluded that tbe “pol1t1ca1 problems in

Lebanon cannot be solved by military means."

The generatl Synod of the Reformed Church in America on June 11th urged

all the "states and peoples” of the Middle East to "respect the recognized

international borders of the regiop.and the rights of all pedp1pc of the area

-to national self-determination.” The RCA supported UN Security Council resolu-

—

tion 508 that called on Israel to withdraw all its forces "forthwith" and

"um:ondi1:1't:mz:111_\/-'l from Lebanon. The Church also requested Congress to de-
'_"=n=m:.-—- H ’

termine whether U.S. military equipmeng;ggs used illegally by Israel and the
J".’ . J

| Church urgéd the United States to.“ﬁéop the transfef of m'_'u ipment_to

the Middle East untﬂ it is assured that such military material will be used

e e e i

exclusively for defens1ve purposes.”

On June 19th Bishop James R. Crumley, the President of the Lutheran
: e -

Church in America, sent a letter to President Reagan that called on the Ad-

ministration "to work in a creative, consistent and concerted vay towards peace...

to help fac111tate the withdrawal of all fore1gn powers from Lebanon...at the

.....

same time I ask you to stress ever more resolute]y with Israe] tH//Fég1t1mate

needs of the Palestinian people for a home]and in which their political 1dent1ty

et
‘_yMwﬁmmA‘ g o

SRR e
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and need for autoncmy can be expressed in a positive way..." Bishop Crumley

also sought 6§Eizifiiiifmiiii§tance for the wounded and homeless in Lebanon.

Dr Robert W. Neff, the General Secretary of the(Church of the Brethreof .

with headquarters in E1g1n, I111no1s sent a te}egram to President Reagan on

June 24th askmg the U.S. Government tr{ cease "all arms sales and shipments .

oy
ey et T i S

\_Eo—a11 countr1es in the Middle East" and he called upon "the Soviet Union and

m,;-ﬂ"?

YT TS

other suppliers to join with the U.S. in this initiative for peace '§0 gen
—

- (?:rect contact with the PEE{ +broaden the mandate of Ambassador Philip Habib
D R, T
to deal with the core issues.of the Ggrael Palestinian dispute not Just those
“-—._.-—._._.—’/f

relevant to the Lebanon conflict.”

Evangelical React1ons

An independent Evange11cal Chr1st1an groun TAV that is headquartered
s '

in California, issued a strong statement in support of Israel in mid-June.

“We are committed to the security of Israel...the rebirth of Israel points
S—_2 = N —— -
fo God's fa1thfu1ness .we are vehement'lv ed to anh—?mmqm We dn not

d1sc0urage a reasoned and mora]]y sound criticism of the p011c1es of the Israel

Government but we are opposed to a blind 1vrat10nal hatred of Z1on a hatred

that demands that Israel be judged by an 1mposs1b1e standard of f1ghteousness
. * T

- we urge Arab leaders to unequivncably renounce the use of terror and embrace

the legitimacy of the Israeli State."

.

s . v ;
Ecumenical and Interreligious Reactions
The National Christian Leadership Conference for Israel, an organiza-

e e e T SR

tion that includes Evangelicals, Ma1n11ne Protestants and Roman Catho11cs,

issued a statement on June 15th. The NCLCI said, "While deploring war, we

understénd_Israel's need to protect is people from terrorism. As a result

of Israel ridding Lebanon of terrorists activities, the security of the re-

gion is greatly enhanced...we urge other Christian leaders to_encourage our

government's support in restoring sovereignty to the government of Lebanon
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and in strengthening-Israel's security.”

Dr. David Hyatt the President of the Nat1ona1 Conference of Chr1st1ans

~and Jews supported Israel's actions in Lebanon and denounced any ca11s for
\//i \/ sanct1ons or rebuke against Israel and called on the PLO to renounce its
. pledge to destroy Israel. Dr. Hyatt asserted that "the issue st111_rema1ns;'
L///(éﬂfsrae1's right to exist." The NCCJ Preeﬁdent; A Roman Catholic, said he was
I, "appalled that some of my fe]iow~Chnistian5‘ore now attacking Israel for its

Lebanese incursion."

On June 25th a groop of 19 orominent Philadei phia community and re-
ligious leaders issued a statement urging that "any Israeli withdrawal from
Lebanon must be related to firm guarantees for the withdrawal of Syr1an m111-
tary forces." Among the signators were Stephen Board Editor of Eternity

- Magazine, an independent evange11ca1_pub11cat1on; Father Sharbel Lischaa, a
Lebanese pastor of St. Maroun _Citurcnle:zd i.'.'.ru'o'i.he:“ Lebanese Cnristian Clergyiiern,

" Father Antoine E1 Maghariki and Father Loish L. Farek. AIeo Joining in the
statement was Matthew Giuffrida, Director of the Parish Witness Program of the

- American Baptist Churches, Rev. John F. Hardwick,_an Episcopal priest, Eugene

Pasymowski, Preeident-of the Poiish American Affairs Council of Pennsylvania

and W. Thacher Longstretn, Presidenf of the Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce

and a member of the Philadelphia Quaker community.

‘The Philadelphia group felt a "collective sense of anguish and help-
-lessness at the sight of vio1ence.in Lebanon "and called for the ultimate
w1thdrawa1 of all outs1de military forces" from that country and the restora—

tion of “genuine sovere1gnty to the people and government of Lebanon and

permanent security for people 1living near the Israel-Lebanon borders."
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Rev. John Cruse, an Episcopal priestland*afprofessor at Huntingdon
CoTiege in'Montgomery, Alabama, and Professor Ruth Bradbury LaMonte 6f the
Un1vers1ty of A1abama in Birmingham, organ1zed the Coalition of sttlce and
Peace in the M1dd1gﬁ£gg;ﬂfol1ow1ng IsraeT S entry into Lebanon. Rev. Cruse

e

~declared, "The Palestinians are homeless, they are refugees_who were driven .

out of their homeland so they.moved to Jordan and Lebanon and. the Israelis

e . s

sy,

ke t tak1ng over." The Coalition is one of severa]_that have been organized
around the country and its goals are "éﬁ-end"of U.S. ﬁeapon supplies to Israel,
removal of Israeli forces from Lebanon and the occupied terfitores...American
foreign policy...based on Palestinian howe]aﬁd rights, dismént]ing of Israeli

- sett1ements on Arab land, an end to racism, discrimination, aggression and op—

pression aga1nst the Palestinians in Lebanon. "

The Seattle Christian clergymen who travelled to Lebanon earlier this

vear ac nauacte of the PI_Q, thliched 2 newcnaner ad on Julv Qth, entitiad

"Death and Desolation in Lebanon," that presented‘these'figgnagL A0Q..000

| people kilied and ﬁounded, 700,000 people homeless. These statistics are the

largest numbers that have appeared in any ad or statement since the war be-

gan in June. Thne Greater Church Council of Seattle, the sponsor of the ad,

urged that relief funds be sent to the "United Holy Land Fund," which is

part of the PLO organizational apparatus in the United States.

Black Organizations' Reactions
Bayard Rustin, the President of BASIC, Black Americans ‘to Support

Israel Committee, sent'a telegram to Prime Minister Begin on June 21st. In
it Mr. Rustin said that BASIC "is eager to support exhaustive dipiométic and
p011t1ca] efforts to ach1eve both. stab111ty in Lebanon and peace with secure

borders in Israel."
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Arab Christian Reactions

The Antiochian 0rtgod0iHCthétgggﬂgggggigggég&gan Arab Church and a

member of the National Council of Churches, dehéunced.the "unjustified invasion

of . Lebanonf,-xklstggl andhggl1ed Israel's campa1gn “an armed aggress10n, a bar-

/@ final solutmn tto the Palestinian problem." -
.,\ e M—_m e 1 . I '

Metropolitan Ph1]1n Saliba, the Primate of the Antiochian Church wrote

a letter to 'the edzfor of the At] 1anta Const1tutronmthat appeared on July 15th in -
which he“expressed his Church's "profound shock" over the “tragic events in
Lebanon." Saliba called for "immediate and unconditional" withdrawal of

Israeli troops, "hunanitarian-aid in Lebanon...the immediate recognition of the

human and national rights of the Palestinian pepple to establish their own home-
land on the West Bank and Gaza...the relaxation of United States Immigration laws

to permit the immediate entrv and residency of |ehanase and Palestinian. refugees

to fhe'United States."

PERSONAL STATEMENWTS

Since June 5 several Christian leaders have issued personal and inde-
_pendeﬂt statements about the Israeli campaign in Lebanon Though not off1c1a11y
represent1ng any Chr1st1an body, they nonethe]ess are 1mportant to gaining an

understanding of the overall Christian response to the'events in Lebanon.

Roman Catholic - Domestic

Dr.'Richard_C. Lux, Associate Professor of Theology at Sacred Heart

School of Theology in Milwaukee and a membef of the National Advisory Committee

for Catholic-Jewish Relations, published an article in the Milwaukee Catho]ic

paper that was highly supportive of Israel's actions in Lebanon. He felt that
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"We Catholics have been utterly indifferent to the suffering.and deaths of our

‘sister Catholic Christians in Lebanon" since 1975: Dr. Lux believed that civ-

ilians have died (in Lebanon) "due primarily to thg fact that the PLO has de-

! liberately ﬁpsitioned themselves and their headdﬁarters in the midst of the

civilian population...the Israeli Afmy.has made great efforts to spare civilian

-

5f_deaths,..we ought to urge our President and Representatives to press for. the
\ll withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon,. the Syrians, the PLO and the
M Israelis but only after the establishment of a strong. central government and an

 independent Lebanon.”

James Handler, representing the Black Catholics of America steered clear
of tiie political aspects of the struggle and said his organization's pfime con-

cern was to get relief aid to those who were in reed in Lebanon.

Father Joséph Nangle of the Conference of Major Superiors of Men called
for an imnediate Israeli withdrawai, self-determination for all peopTes in the

Middle East and even of payment of damages by Israelis.

Protestant - Domestic

Dr. William Howard, President of the National Council of Churches from
1979 to 1981, addressed an open letter to Prime Minister Begin on July 2nd. Dr.
Howard had met the Prime Minister during a Middle East visit in 1980, and al-

though tﬁe Christian leader was moved by Mr. Begin's talk at that time as well

~as by a visit to the Yad Vashem Holocaust Memorial, Howard concluded "This is

its'(Israéi's) dafkest houf. The invasion and continued occupation of Lebanon
by Israel is creating a strong negative.backTash of world opinion...that is not
likely to subside with the passage of a few dayé or weeks or monthsf.;this sit-
uation may further jeopardize iérae1‘s security and to continue-to put off into

the distant future any possibility for a lasting peace...perhaps as never before
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there is in the international community a willingness to provide for...the

‘'mutual récognition of Israel by the PLO and-the PLO by Israel."”

| In late Juné Bishop Dale White, the-Unitedﬂﬂethodist Bishop of New

Jersey, spoke at a news briefing in Washington that was éa]led by Representa-

tive Joseph Rahall of West Virginia. Appearing with Bishop White was ‘James

T

e

Zogby, the Executive Director of the American Arab Anti-Discrimination Commit-

S TIRE IR D S e B

tee. Bishop White was highly critical of Israel and cited Israel for its ex-

i

ploitation of the Palestinians on the West Bank and expressed his support of

the Palestinians in their quest for self-determination. The Methodist Bishop
'~ said that the PLO is the sole Tegitimate representative of the Palestinian
people and he claimed there was considerable evidence which suggested that

Israel intended to exert its authority over Lebanon with-an "economic annex-

Bishop White and Rev. Tuwolhy FMilCielil, a LiaCk Clergyiman 1o QUEEHS,

AL

spoke at a New York City press conference in late June that sharply condemned

T

raeli actions in Lebanon, calling the‘f(benocida_ Yin nature. Both White

énd Mitchel] called for an immediate Israel%_withdrawal but not for similar

action by the PLO and the Syrians.

t f-ﬂ e

Rev. Robert Kyte of the United Church of Christ in Lenox, Massachusétts,

~ wrote a letter to the Editor Qf the_Berkshire Eagie,.a regional paper. Rev.
Kyte said, "perhaps some see the PLO as the undefdog fighting a fanatic and
self-absorbed enemy. Historical reality shows it to be the opposite case.lThe
~ PLO, with a record qf fanatic terrorism, making it unwelcome even in other
Arab countries, i; not worthy of our sympathy. Israel deserved Toud support in
its attempté to bring permanent peace and security to the Middle East so that

all may live and prosper.”
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REACTIONS FROM THE CHRISTIAN MEDIA

Roman Catholic Domestic

Commonweal, an important American Roman Catholic publication, printed
two critical editorials bn Israel's campaién in_Lebanon. The June 18th issue
lead editorial was "The 'Perfect Togic' of the Mideast War." Commonweal.felt.
that Israel is "facing an old_préb]em for hi]itarily successful nations...getting
in is easier than getting out." The editorial went on to say: "It should be
clear that neither side in this dispute is blameless. Messrs. Begin and Sharon
provide daily pfoﬁocation to the PLO almost every day; the PLQ in turn regularly
arouses Israeli wrath b& terrorist actions and inflammatory statements."
Commonwea] concludéd that the "immediate task is to contain the Lebanese fight-
ing, but a new initiative on the Pa]estinién issue is the very next order of the

‘day. Mr. Begin is buying time in Lebanon but losing time on the West Bank. The

wor1d with him."

Four weeks later in its July 16th issue, Commoﬁweal carried another ed-
itorial in the form of a question and answer format.
The first question was: |
“Can Israel's invasion oflLebénon be justified?"
Answer: -”th by us." The magazine editorial felt the térrorisf attack on the
Israeli Ambassador to London was EQerbiown and hot cause for the Israeli in-
cursion, | o
Question: - "Should the U.S. accede to Israel's wishes on‘this? (U.S. participa-
tion in a military natidhaf force in'Lebanon?)
Answer: '“Thefe are weighty arguments against our doing such a thing. Stafioning.

U.S. troops in Lebanon would turn us into another occUpyﬁng force, with all the

onus from the Arab States that such a position would inevitably entail."

The editorial concluded with "Israel must realize the constant recourse
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to military action will not pfovide any lasting solution. It is for such a

solution that the U.S. should work, and it is only with such a solution in view

~that we should consider a presence in Lebanon."

~ The June dth'issue of Commonweal wﬁich appeared before Israel entered
Lebanon contained an article by Father David Barrell, the Rector of the Ecumeni-

cal Institute for Theological Research in Tantur. 4hile defending the right of

the Jewish people to a state of their own in Palestine, Father Barrell asked

whether Israe? “under its present 1eadersh1p is not resolutely engaged in forfeit-
____-___-—O——_O-.-‘

__.--—'-—-—-—-.____

ing that raghz_ggg_gggnect by its aggressive and un1mag1nab1e treatment of the

i T e e ) =
indigenous population" (The Arabs cn the West Bank and Gaza)® Barrell's article

ent1t1ed "Israel's Scandalous Course" concluded: "As a priest and theologian I

f__“‘-—'—-"-'_'—'—._—-__"‘—'———-—.__._
am even more dismayed at the impotence of re1xg1ous spokesmen to bring the finest

traditions of Judaism to 1ts rescue in this scanda1ous moment. ..(Israel) fanned

into paranoia by short-sighted political leaders will carry Israel itself to a
second Masada. Yet one also knows that the hearte ot its-peop?e are strong and
stout enough to resist such a'suicidal-COUrse if only a few grams of imagination

cou1d be found in their political and re11g1ous leadership.”
N 59 A AR

The Jesuit Ameesean America in its June 19th editorial sharply criticized
the Israeli invasion of Lebanon: "The tragedy is that peace in Galilee or secur-

ity for Israel in genera1 will never be realized as long as Israel relies on mil-

itary force to crush Palestinian resistance rather than face honestly andcourage-

ously the fundamental issue of Pa1e5t1n1an righis."

On July 3rd America published an editorial entitled, "The Devastation

- Called Peace?" that sharply criticized Israel's military campaign that "left

the city of Sidon a wasteland...Despite its one-sided military victory, Israel's
i_.-#wlﬂ"—_ . .

—

political and diplomatic losses have been grievous...(Israel) will find its suc-
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cess in war has made peece even more elusive...the result of the tragedy for the

people of Israel as well as for the victims in Lebanon."

A.E.P. Wall, editor of the Chica90 Cath01ic wrote an editerial for the

Chicago Catholic that appeared June 25th. - Wall was sharply critical of the PLO
which "states its purpose as. clearly-as HitTer-stated his...to destroy Israel...
i = e £ - = —_—

Israel movea this month to clear PLO strongholds from Lebanon. The ultimate goal

aeséﬁﬁér

which the United States may honorably share is to restore an independent Lebanon,

eassure Syrﬁa; guarantee the'rightS‘of the Weet Bank and Palestinians, encourage

a wider appreciation of Arab culture and aspirations, develop personal and diplo-
matic exchanges between Israel and its ﬁeighazés and, of course, guarantee the .

. independence of Israel." Wall went on: “racism, anti-Catholicism, anti-Semitism -

appear in the media, in government, even in the puipit because they cover some-

thing shameful...it is possible to shed the masks and to find that the world

P —

breathes easier without them."

The National Catho1ic.Reporter in its July 2nd issue described the con-
cerns of several American Christian groups inciuding the American Friends Ser-
vice Committee, as well as citing the statement of‘Cardinal Cooke and Archbishop
Roach. Frances Neely, the AFSC's Middle East specialist declared, "Our position
‘hasn't changed at alls T just/EESQEELEEIEﬁEEijEEE‘EEE‘EEFraged. I think if

the American peopTe'eveﬁ become aroused there will be success in our lobbying

efforts. That is why the American pedpfe need as many facts as possible in-

\rFstead of being spoonfed a few particular points of view...We were appalled, diss
“ tressed and outr by the invasion." | o -

John Soriano and Arthur Jones of the National Catholic Reporter concluded

( - _
{ their article by stating "Modern Israelis began by forcing 1ife with human tender-

'v' ness from the unwilling desert. Now they are spreading blood on the sands and

(f* blood on their hands."
&
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The Boston Pilot _'iﬁ its July 16th editorial entitled, "Peace With

Justice," asserted that "What we must be concerned about are the fundamental
needs of the people of Lebanon. It is true that'Lépanon's security is tied to

the solution of larger problems in the Midd]e Eaéi: the guaranteed Security of

e the State of Israel; independence for Palestinians and the cessation of hostil-
| ities in the area.” The Pilot bélieved that all ﬁarties "must act with_pb1iti—

cal vision and moral courage if we are to achieve peace in the Middle East."

The Boston Pilot in the Jduly 16th issue carried a long interview with

" an American Catholic nurse who had served in Beirut. Sharon Mahoney vividly de-
scribed the injuries that she witnessed in Beirut during the early days of the
hosti1ities. She was part of a volunteer medical team from the United States

tﬁat was wofking in Lebanon. Her visit was sponsnréd by the Middle East Council

of Churches and thEHBalesijﬂign Red Crescent Society which has ties to the PLO.
u . o ee———a SR el
In addition to Ms. Mahoney, Dr. Anthony Sahyoun, Associate Professor o9 Surgery
e T e " -
"at Harvard University and a Palestinian, also spoke at the same news conference
as the American n r;ﬁ§ghxggﬂh§aid, "The Jewish people have-never—forgotten

the Holocaust. (This is our (the Palestinian's) Ho]ocausti: It isfﬁaiacaust I1 | -

i",, as far as we are concerned. We want it stuck in the minds of the world>"
Father Charles S. McCarthy of Brockton, Massachusetts)Wrote an OP ED

article that appeared in the National Catholic Reporter in its July 16th issue.

Father McCarthy's article carried the provocative title, "Killing in the Name of

A T

ﬁ Judaim." He comparéd Christopher Columbus' alleged campaign of cruelty and

i

::fésfruction of thé Indians to Prime Minister Begin's campaign against the Pales-

—_—

. :#': tinians beginning with Deir Yassin in 1948. Father McCarthy wrote, "Like Colum-
‘ ' bus, ever more full of conviction; Begin continues to this day'tb murder innocent

Arab children at an ever escaTéting rate...from the angle of eternity, it is im-
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portant to know Christopher Columbus' Christianity was not the only Christianity

at that time...It is important to record in a way that the simplest soul can un-

p—

derstand that Begin's Judaism is not the only Judaism.”

Msgr. S. J. Adamo, a columnist in the th]ade]phia Daily News, wrote

on July 2nd, "This is the first time I have;found it necessary to criticize
= B Y:

. / “
Israel...something has changed and a brutal leadership—is in control of the

conduct of the Begin-Sharon team...Israel is too important to the world to adopt

small nation. 1 must add, however, that not all Israelis are happy with the

thecéégggziz)military efforts that less unenlightened nations have employed...
For the Palestinian refugee problem cannot be solved by bloodshed; but by a

just and honorable peace for all the people cwelling in the Land of Prophets."

An American of Lebanese background, Anne Tﬁomas, wrote a letter than
appeared in thgﬁPilot, Boston's Catholic newspaper on July 16th, "Our Congress
/.l.*"'x' . . I '
.shamefu11y,gérrot§/a line fed it by the Israeli lobby, distorting the facts...

I ‘/ - : = - -
Americans are Qfainwiitéﬁ3by these tactics and cannot make a fairminded judg-

¥ ment. L_nesant_xhg_ﬁgst that my tax dollars and those of three million of us

e e B e

-Amgiifi?s who stem from the Middle East, are being used to arm and rearm Israel

e =

" so she can roam aggressively at will killing and destroying the land of our
foTebears. " : 2 ‘ . w o
#i—.‘

Roman Catholic International

Msgr. John Nolan, Executive Secretary/ of the Cathoiic Near East Welfare
Assdcfation, caTTed for the "Complete withgfawal of Israeli, Syrian and PLO
forces from Lebanon." Msgr. Nolan said phat about 600,000 people living in
Lebanon are Palestinians with 1% of th

ians are mostly refugees, he asserted. Msgr. Nolan said the lack of a homeland

' members of the PLO, and other Palestin-
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for the Palestinians is at the. core of Middle Fast tensions and he called for

.the creation of a West Bank Palestini state.

Protestant = Domestic

James Wall, editor of the national Protestant weekly, Christian Century,
left for Israél and Lebanon immediately after the uhtbreak of hostilities. Wall's

first editorial was written in Jerusalem before he visited Lebanon and was carried

~in the Cénturz's July 7th issue. Clearly anguished, Wall wrote, "Talking first

— \ .
o Palestinians and then Israelis, for:ces one to go through an emotional wringer,

—

convinced equally of the moral forces of two diametricaTTy opposed political po-

sitions.. .Israel has achieved its immediate goal of e11m1nat1ng PLO long range

bases in Lebanon, but the G;roc1t of its attack has harmed - Israe1 s image abroad.
a :

This point concerns many Israelis and American Jews,.but Israelis here told me

that they are willing to pay that price if they can eliminate all terrorist

L ' i " . o . ok _ . "
CEHLErDS afe ane wie!nr ;.JU!'"..I'."..T'b stLur'e.

- 29
"‘,"}\\I When the Christian Century editor visited South Lebanon he wrote in an

‘\ Qﬂﬂed1tor1a1 entitled, "Did Begin Go Too Far This Time?" He declared, "By destroy-

r\li

/7v4@r

ing the Palestine Liberation Organization's miiitary presence in Lebanon, Israel
has solved a short-term problem. Its northern borders are once again free from

she111ng and ra1ds from PLO attackers. But two lcng-term problems remain: the

o commitment of Palestinians to obtaining a homeland of their own, and the impact

hpnvf

-~

c»fJ’

.(;,tri.rr

—

@ dumng the Lebanon invasion.

———

Nhat is different about this particular venture is that fer the first time in its

on Israel--both at home and abroad--of 1ts

history as a modern state, Israel has waged extens1ve war outside its own borders,

and has done so w1thout widespread public approval...I found among(gﬁ ?anat ¥ﬁgFS
Qo e e

R ———

citizens whom I met a greater willingness to criticize the military po]icies of

~ Prime Minister Menachem Begin then I have ever sensed among American Jews and

-
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other supporters of Israel in the U.S....political debate, even during this

S— e

tense time of warfare, is intense, constant and open....Leaders articuléﬁ?
-n—n"""‘.‘

i

—

objections to the war, but the'hope for the future of Israel lies with its
average citizens. If Begin and Sharon lost their support, the months ahead

will involve considerable national sou1—searching, and perhaps.even some

poiitica1 changes. Israel wants, and must have, security. But there are

11?13? to how much othér.countries and peoples must pay fo;H;;;;h;EE;F¥E}Tﬂ

Igraé{;;_;;;;#a;:;:;;;;;g in inC?EEE?ﬁE'ﬁGEEE;; that those limits have been
N _ : : .

exceeded."
i —————

—— B

R

In another article in the same issue of the Christian Century, Wall de-

"scribes his visit tolSidon.”2."The scene of some of the worst destruction in

Israel's recent invasion. Apparently it was aiso the city where the PLO stored
. ..-d"""""w T .

many of its munitions, which the Israelis were eager to show us...we drove up
a windiég mountain voad tn annther munitiong %inﬁ, this time a much larager and.
eveﬁ to this untrained eye, impresﬁive arraf of'armg..;we noted smaller rockets,
—-‘méchine guns; land mines, bU]]ets and mortars--séme pfoper1y labeled; indicat-
_ ing that they had been shipped into Lebanon_direct]y. Other boxes came through
hostile ports; these were labeled "chemigalsg“ ana, although I dfdn't see then,
~Captain Tuvi told us that some boxes were labeled\'buldozer p;;EEE'}... Most
damage in Sidon was in the central city and in the_rnggEELEETEE:;Particu1ar]y
Ain Hilweh, an UNRWA camp with as many as 24,000 refugees It is the refugee

(f\_——'"—————-—-‘—-—“—--‘—‘n.__
population from Ain- Hl]weh and other Lebanese camps that concerns relief agencies.

iy G e

More than_100,000 disp1aced refugees-—half 1n Tyre the rest in Sidon--will not
“\_——‘-‘-‘_"‘H—_ -

'--——____

be easy to re]ocate We saw some of them camped in a banana grove a1ong the
highway. Others have been reported living on the beach or in groves further eaﬁt.

How many are left? No one has yet counted., Added to the uneasiness felt regarding

new homes for the refugees is the fact that if the Israelis carry out their stated



DRAFT  Christian Response to Israel's Military Campaign in Lebanon Page 20

~ goal of réturning Lebanon to Lebanese control--which would mean Christian Phalan-

gist control--the future of the Palestinians, many of whom are suspected of PLO-.
. » ) e

. _Sympathies, is uncertain... The months, and even the years, ahead will be diffi-
cult for Lebanon and its inhabitantq:dggggwiallxﬁzﬁfﬁPalestinians.v_

— ———

SREpee——— :
Rev. Leonard Bjorkman, a Presbyterian minister in Syracuse, wrote a

letter to the Editor of the Syracuse Post Standard. In it he declared, "Israel

and the PLO need to talk facé to face. The usual argument against that has been

upon the pfetondition that the PLO recognize Israel's right to exist and renounce

' terrorism} Is it not time for an epd to such a precondition that blocks the way

= =

to'peace? ... and is it nct time for the US to play a major role in this process.

e, : ;
by talking openly with the PLO?"

SUMMARY AND EVALUATION

.-Christian leaders who were supportive of Israel's éampaign in Lebgnon
generally expressed an understanding of the Jewish State's securify concans and
of the need to protect Israeli civilians from armed attack. These Christians also
took note of. the severe devastation and terrorism that the PLO and Sy}ian army
have brought to Lebanon since 1975. In their public statements sqch Christians
cautioned agaﬁnsf judging Israel by an unfair double standardf73¥d not take into jf;g
-account the real goals of the PLO and the legitimate concern of Israel to pro-
téctuherSe]f and her citizens. Many felt that much of the Christian response was

one-sided and harshly judgmental of Israel. Rev. Kyte of Massachusetts asserted

that such actions "struck me as an eager attempt to play moral scorekeeper of

:

other nation's problems." o
T e———— '

However, a great majority of the Christian responses, béth organizationa1
and individual, was highly critical of Israel. The fo]]owing'points were usually
stressed by critics of Israel.

. o Israel's attack into Lebanon was an overreaction resulting in an




DRAFT Christian Response to Israel's Military Caﬁpaign'in Lebanon Page 21
excessively high number of civilian casualties..

e Critics of Israel called for a reevaluation of the U.S. military
‘assistance program to Israel and many Christian ﬁodjes and leaders called for
an end to U.S. aid to'Israe1,becausehof_a11eged Isfaeli violations of American_"

law regarding the-use of U.S. weapons.

e Many Christian critics of Israel called for immediate'and uncon-
ditiqna1 Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon although such demands were usually not

linked to similar calls for immediate PLO and Syrian withdrawal as well.

¢ While the majority of American Christian organizations and individ-
uals support the existence of Israel, there was a sharply increased demand for the:

creation of a Palestinian state and/or independent homeland.

¢ There was near unanimity within the Christian community on the need

e
L™

reliel and rO@hiTERLion aa et ic iafnehalT of the wictime in Lebanon,

Perhaps the most striking feature of the intense _négative Cﬂristjan'
resﬁonse to the Israeli campaign in Lebanon was the great attention that was
: focused on the Palestinian issue that was coupled with many ca11s'for direct
US-PLO and Israef-PLO negotiations. Based 6n.these Christian respcnses it is
clear that the Palestinian issue in all its dimensions has moved in a dramatic
way to the front and center of any Christian discussion of the Middle East.
Thié has serious imp]ications for fﬁfure dia?ogﬁes and interreligious programmiﬁg

with the Teaders of the American Christian community.

Rabbi A. James Rudin

July 22, 1982



. ADDENDUM

+

DRAFT  Christian Requnse.to 1srae]'s'MiTitary Campaign in Lebanon Page 22

‘Ecumenical and Religious Responses

The Syracuse, New York Peace Council publicly declared "There is no justi-

fication of Israel's invasion of Lebanon...the Peace Council recognizes the cur-

- rent rise'in'anti-Semitism,_domestically and worldwide. We insist that a defense

of Jewish peopie...can be clearly separate from a condemnation of 1srae1's ag-

gressive actions. Combatting anti-Semitism musi not take the form of defending

“Israel's every action." : sl ‘

The Syracuse Middle East Dialogue grdup made up of'15 Jews, Christians
and MusTims including Palestinians urged "the United Sfates government and-the
US citizens to help create the-condifions which would enable the Palestinians,
fhe Isfae]is and the neightbdring Arab countries mutually to accept the |
]egitimacy.of the Stéte of Israel and inhthé West Bank and Gaza, of an inde-

pendént Pa1éstinian state or other structure as determined by the Palestinians.

A group of 47 leaders inc]uding members of the House of Representatives,

State officials, labor and ethnic leaders, artists. educators, and religious

‘leaders signed an ad that appeared'in:several Chicago newspapers. The 47

asserted that "At last there is a chance for the rebirth of an independent demo-

cratic Lebanon after 7 years of bloody upheaval. At last a decisive blow has
been dealt to the PLO and to international terrorism; At last the rank and file
Palestinian can deal with.tﬁé question of autonomy without fear of threat or
éssassihatioh. -We hope the United'States.and the world's Teaders will heed the

voices of the many Lebanese who have urged Israel to remain until there is a

sovereign Lebanon. This will ultimately briﬁg about thosejresuTts which are in

the best interests of the American peop1e."

Among the signers were Sister Ann Gillen, Executive Director of the
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National Interreligidhs Task Force_on Soviet Jewry; Sister Jeanne Landrj, Re-
Tigious Education Cdordinator, St. James; Father John Pawlikowski, Chicagc Theo-
logical Union; Sister Margaret Ellen Traxler, Director of the Institute of
Nomen Today and Sister Ann Patrick w&re, Vice President, NationaI'Coalitibn of

American Nuns. ' ,



THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date July 19, 1982
to Marc Tanenbaum

from Mort Yarmon

subject

WnNnpueLJolulsuul

I just got this clip from the Philadel-
phia office., Adamo says it's the first
time he has criticized Israel. This
time it's clearly on the basis of dis-
torted information. Do you want to do
anything about it? I mean like writing
to him? ;



BAN
FO-SFB ’
June 28, 1882
Harold App?ebaun

Ernest He1rer

ARTICLE IH “THE CHTHOLIC VOICEY - June 28
BY BRUTFER JOHit SAFAHA -

Ban Morris, Editor of The Cathclic Vedée, the Targest
Diocesan paper in the area (85,000 circulation)
had tipped me that this piece was to be published

- and I indicated .it would be riosi appropriate.

As you can see, although he has cne line that is
troubling dn the official Lehanase. support for
the Palestinians, it is, on balance, a hard-hitting
axposition of both the PLO and the Syriams as
destructive fnrces in Lebanon,

"1 shall write a letter to The Catholic Voice
apilauding Bro. Samaha s analysis.

Best regardsy

SNZZ?“Nﬂabbi M. Tanenbaum

Rabbi James Rudin
lorton Yarmon
Susie Schub

- George Gruen
Abe Karlikow

Encl.



THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date June 30, 1982
to Robert A. Fox and George M. Ross
from Martin Raffel
subject Editorial on Lebanon in Catholic Paper
I thought you would be interested to see the recent editorial on Lebanon which
appeared in Philadelphia's Catholic Standard and Times. Of course, the analysis
of who is at fault "in the first place" and the reason behind the invasion of

Lebanon is way off base. And this paper has turned an attack on the PLO military
arm as an effort to "wipe out Palestinian refugee strongholds".

Yet, considering the past record of this paper, the enclosed editorial is a -
relatively restrained one. It might have been much worse.

MR:r

encl.

cc: Dr. Seymour Piwoz
Mort Yarmon -

Abe Karlikow
Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum

WNPUERJCUIDUE



THE CATHOLIC STANDARD AND TIMES

June 24, 1982

Lebanon Becomes Its Own Vlctlm

Have you ever been homeless‘?

Have you ever been without shelter, or food or clothmg"

Thousands in Lebanon today have been driven from their homes
and don’t know where their next meal or their next night's shelter will
be.

They are the victims of the invasion of Lebanon by Israel and of the

onstant presence of the Palestine Liberation Organization which oc-
casioned the Israeli invasion.

While it is our gonviction that the peace of Lebanon would not have

t\g_ een shattered in the first place if Israel had permitted the refugees to
ret homes and that Israel used an admittedly tragic terror-
ist act against one of its diplomafs as an excuse to wipe out Palestinian

.. refugee strongholds i ebanon, the need to fix responsibility
( 2 for the conflict in Lebanon takes a dlstant second place to the need to

care for those who have been left homeless and hungry.
As always, Catholic Relief Services, the largest voluntary relief or-

\ ) ‘ | | . | - | | | |
p Y S T X
b1 . = . : i i . - . .

. ganization in the world, has moved in to offer relief to all those in need

— no matter what their religion or political affiliation. A relief effort of

such magnltude is extremely costly, however, and the resources of

Catholic Relief Services have been stretched beyond belief by the

needs of refugees from civil war, volcano and earthquake in Central
America, by the continuing needs of refugees in Southeast Asia and by

the pressing needs of the victims of famine, drought and polmcal up-

heaval in Africa.

Lebanon, once called the Switzerland of the Middle East, because
it was a prosperous and peaceful island in a sea of conflict, has now be-
come the victim of its own hospitality to the homeless and of its own
powerlessness to defend itself from the refugees within -its gates and
from the armies of its powerful neighbors; first, Syria; now, Israel. '

To help those displaced and disoriented in this tragic conflict —
many of them our own brothers and sisters in the Catholic faith, and
many other Orthodox Christians or Moslems, send a contribution today

to Catholic Relief Servnces 1011 First ave. New York N.Y. 10022,

-
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Perspective on Lebanon

By Brother John Samaha, S.M.

To gain perspective on the current complex
situation in Lebanon, one needs a brief frame-
work of information. Situated on the eastern
Mediterranean coast, this tiny republic extends
about 140 miles north to south and 35 miles east
to west. Geographically Lebanon is a miniature
California. The Lebanese population numbers
almost 3 million—about half Christian and half
Moslem. To this number add about 450,000 dis-
placed Palestinians, mostly Moslem, who have
virtually overrun and dominated certain areas in
Lebanon.

Lebanon has always been a haven for peoples
who suffered religious or political persecution
elsewhere. Genuine pluralism has been a com-
mon experience for its residents. This country isa
unique union of Semitic and European/Western
sackgrounds and interests.

The huge influxes of strong outside influences
in recent decades, however, have violently dis-
turbed the previous calm and balance. A few
questions and answers may help focus the
challenges facing Lebanon.

® What is the religious mix of
Lebanon?

The Islamic peoples are Sunnite
Moslems, Sheite Moslems, and
Druzes.

The majority of Christians are
Eastern Catholics, with a large
number of Eastern Orthodox; there
are only a handful of Protestants.

® What is the nature of the
Christian church in Lebanon?

Christians have always inhabited
LremQLLm_ predominant numbers,
in particular the Maronite
Catholics, Byzantine Melkite
Catholics, and the Byzantine

Orthodox. Events of this century
have brought Catholics of the Arme-
nian, Syrian, Coptic and Chaldean
rites. Consequently Lebanon has a
Catholic hierarchy of more than 20
bishops shepherding separate
jurisdictions.

Catholic education has
historically flourished and has con-
tributed greatly to the development
of all Lebanese people. Christians
were essential builders of the coun-
try over the centuries and helped
bring it to its previous prosperity.

® What is the relationship of
Lebanese Christians to Moslems
and to Jews?

Christians, Moslems, and Jews of
Lebanon have traditionally lived
and worked together in mutual
respect. Except for Beirut, there was
never a large community of Jewish
people. Moslems and Christians in
the past exhibited harmony.

Political frictions of the past two
generations combined with the
heavy influx of refugees, mostly
Moslem, have multiplied the politi-
cal and social factions to a stagger-
ing degree—some observers
estimating as many as 100 factions.
The large number of splinter groups
in a small territory offers some
indication of the complexity of the
situation. These people have always
been strongly independent and
individualistic. Organization and
unity come with difficulty; interests
are often narrow. In-bred condi-
tions, vote-buying (a common politi-

| —

voice
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cal practice in the Middle East), and
nepotism weakened the govern-
ment, and the army was not kept
strong in organization or equip-
ment. Complacency was fatal.

Clashes have not been simple
Moslem-Christian battles, but also a
statement about deep-seated social
problems pitting haves and have- |
nots.

® What is Lebanon's position
in the Arab-Israeli conflict?

Officially Lebanon's support is
with the Palestinian people who
have been displaced from Palestine
by the Zionist state of Israel, and
left without a homeland. As a mem-
ber of the League of Arab States,
Lebanon is firm in this political
stance. When Syria, Egypt, Jordan
and Iraq would not accept additional
Palestinian refugees, even though
the majority are Moslem, Lebanon
opened its doors.

Unofficially Lebanon_ does not
like the bold manner in_which
Palestinians in overwhelming num-

bers established guerrilla bases

which the Tebanese government
was not able to ) supervige.

Mass emigration, numerous
refugee camps, high unemployment,
and PLO guerrilla activity have
been more than the Lebanese

Junc 28, 1982
Diecese of Onkluml

hat Is Chrlstlan role

Chgistfans welcommg tae pre-
sent Isrnel"" Incursioiinlo
Lebanon against the PLO"
Many Lebanese Moslems also
share this viewpoint. But the vocal
Moslem sympathy goes with the
PLO and governments of the pre-
dominantly Moslem neighboring
I Ar:b countries. Christian Arabs are .
8 dominated minority cutside
Lebanon. The ) 'he Moslem peoples are

MEDITEMRANE AN SEA
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|

trying to generate a Muslem unity

government could manage.The-' and a spirit of Pan-Arabism.

Palestinians _became un indepen-
dent entity within Lebanon.,
As conditions worsened and
Palestinian attacks on Israel
increased, Lebanon's sovereignty
eroded. The added presence of an
army of Syrian occupation troops
with the large and organized
Palestinian military force have
deprived Lebanon of independence.

The strongest, best orgamzed
i group of Lebanese Christians is the
Phalangist Party (the Kataeb), the
Phalangists have established Chris-
tian enclaves and have marshalled
an independent militia to defend '
people and property. Phalangists
hope to restore an independent
Lebanon governed by Lebanese

—

: between Tsrael ~and Tebanon.

iLebanon’s
drama?

loyal to Lebanon. i

Because non-Lebanese factions,
partlcularly the PLO and Syrmn
;roo_pa. have disrupted Lebanon's
sovereignty, most Lebanese Chris-

' ‘tians have welcomed Tsrael’s arivé

into T&banon to expel the PLO—and”
perhnpa the S Sy‘rlan army. They hope”
the Tsraeli "army will do what
l..ebanon cannok do for™itsell” Even
in the past a mutual respect e;.maf

~As Pn!eahmans fight _to Yecover
l.helr homeland, Lebanon_has been
victimized by the "PLO, neighbaring,
Amb countries, and also_by Soyiet
bloc and Western b]oc nations.
].-ebanou Tias become an GnAwilling,

taging ground for all the conflicti
of the %hdd]e Eastern peoiil'es

(Author of the above opinion
piece is a Marianist Brother of
Lebanese descent currently residing
with the Marianist community in San
Francisco. A former consultant to the
Oakland Diocese's Center for
Catechetical Ministries, the San Fran-
cisco native taught in Lebanon's St.
Joseph School at Cornet, Chahwan in
the mid-1960s. He is a Melkite Rite
Catholic.)
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= THE EPISCOPAL CHURCH CENTER

‘ ' 815 SECOND AVENUE/NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10017
g Telephone: (212) 867-8400 Cable Address: FENALONG, N.Y.

The Rt. Rev. Milton L. Wood, D. D.
Executive for Administration

August 16, 1982

Rabbi Marc Tannenbaum
American Jewish Committee
165 East 56th St.

New York, NY 10022

My dear Rabbi,

I appreciated the opportunity of meeting with you and your
fellows last week at the National. Council of Churches. I do hope
that you and the others have a better understanding of the situation
with regard to resolutions, etc., of the NCC. The comments regarding
"underhandedness' sounded very familiar indeed, since these are the
same kind of complaints which we have along with many others.

You mentioned their study of church and church leader's statements,
which you are compiling. I do not know whether you have the resolution
of our 1979 General Convention, but include this enclosed for your infor-
mation to help with your:ifile. '

Also, with the very unhappy presumption of bombings last Thursday,
our Presiding Bishop has issued a statement, which I wanted you to
have as part of your records. Our General Convention will be meeting
for its triennial event September 5, and I had thought that we would
be waiting for this body and its respomse to the present Middle East
situation, but évents last week prevented any further delay.

With all best regards, I remain,

Faithfully yours,

The Rt:. Rev. Milﬁén L. Woo

MLW/koc

The Office of the Presiding Bishop and the Executive Council of the General Convention
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[Communicated to the House of Deputies i HB Message Noo 100

NATIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS—3Hiddle East problems

House of Deputies

On the eath day, the Committee on Nationzl and Internattional Probiem,
presented its Report #19 on Resolution D-89, and recommended adoption o ,
Substitute Resolution as foliows:
Resoived. the House of Bishops concurring, That this 66th General
Convention of the Episcopal Church notes with thankfulness the sisiing of
the 1979 Isracli-Egy ptian Peace Treaty, that it athirms the richt of el 49, iy
as a free State within secure horders. and that it urges continued negatiatiog,
leading to an overall settlement and peaceful resolution of the issues and
problems in the Middle Fast: and be it further .
: Resolved. the House of Bishops concurring. That this Convention expreves
L - ' support for the opportunity to establish a free 2nd independent Palestinian v,
/ which recognizes the State of Israel: and be it further
- Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring. That this Convention reconnize,
the uniqueness of the city of Jerusalem and urges a solution which would
guarantee free and secure access to the Holy City by people of all faiths: and ne

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurrine. That this Convention contirms
our oneness in Christ with our fellow Christians in the Middle East, as we als,
affirm that we are engrafted in the vine of Israel: and be it further

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring. That this Convention expressc
our love. concern and prayers for all persons in the Middle East.

: Substitute ‘Resolution adopied

[Communicated to the House of Bishops in HD Message No. 174]

C-104

-, . s i A v e 1l oo it S

it further e

N
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B15 SECOND AVENUE
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10017

THE RIGHT REVEREND JOHN M. ALLIN
PRESIDING BISHOP, EPISCOPAL CHURCH

Statement on Lebanon

The appalling and senseless destruction in Lebanon is
cause for the gravest concern by people of good will throughout
the world. We are all grateful for the tireless efforts of
Ambassador Philip Habib in his efforts to bring about a ceasefire
and the return of Lebanon to its own people. A mutual ceasefire
which can be depended upon ‘is the first step to an ultimate
solution. :

The General Convention of the Episcopal Church in 1979
affirmed Israel's need to exist as a free state with secure bor-
ders, urged continued negotiations leading to an overall settlement
and peaceful resolution of the prcblems in the Middle East, and
expressed support for "the opportunity to establish a free, inde-

endent Palestinian State which recognizes the State cf Israel."
The next step, after the destruction of life and property in
Lebanon is stopped, is a mutual recognition of the legitimacy of
both an Israeli and a Palestinian State. Peace can only come when
both are secure in such a recognition.

Meantime let us pray that the members of our Church and
other Churches and members of the Jewish community will respond
generously to the desperately needed relief in Lebanon. The
Presiding Bishop's Fund for World Relief is ready with the help
of our Church members to serve in this suffering area of our world.

The Presiding Bishop of the Episcopal Church
The Rt. Rev. John M. Allin

August 13, 1982



DRAFT

REPORT BY ROBERT S. JACOBS, NATIONAL CHAIRMAN OF THE
INTERRELIGIOUS AFFAIRS COMMISSION, BEFORE THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS
BEPT. 13, 1982, AT AJC

There can be no serious nor adequate &nderstanding of the

' in the wake of the Lebanese crisis
’v,aﬂﬂblic response to Israel and the Jewish people/without teking
into account the reactions of the Christian world, There are nearly
a billion Christians in the world, growing numbers of them
in third world countriesj and in the United States, there are
an estimated 140 million Americans affiliasted with the various
Christianx denominations,

And there have been reactioms aplenty from Christian leaders
and various cﬁristian denominationg, renging from the Pope and the
World Couneil of Churches to virtually every Christian group in
;; the United States and abroad, AJC's Interreligious Affairs
Department regards the role of Christian leaders of such importence
in shhping world and American publiec opinion towards Israel and
Midﬁle E:at peace that we have been compiling a comprhensive
sufvay of "Christian Responses to the Lebanese Crisis,” soon to
be published,

My remarks are based in part on the preliminary findings of
that survey:

From a careful exemination of ths volumes of Christian
statements, editorials and articles in the Christian pressk, and
from dialogues with Christian spokesmen, it is evident that
Lebanon may well turn out to be a watershed in Jewish-Christian
relations.

’ The majority of Christian leaders and groups affirm the



e
right of Israsel to exist and to be secure, but in themm next bresth
many Cetholies aﬁd 1liberal Protestants have been highly eriticsl
of Israel's invasion of Lebanon, They have tended to ignore or
downplay the fact of PLO terrorism snd its having been the
Bu pivotal cause of Israsel's actions., Evangelicell Christians
tended to be more understanding of Israel's reasons for seeking
to uproot the PLO, and while not condoning the loss of civilian
lives, Evengelicals were mostly sympathetic to Israel's need
for self-defenss,

The most insidious feature of some of the liberal Christian
response was a reckless repetition of the PLO propagénda theme
that now Israelis were behaving like Nazis and that Lebanese
and Palestinianas were suffering a holocaust at the hands of Jews,
Thus,. & World Couneil of Churches officisl from France, decRared

in July, "Lebanon is now invaded by the Isrselis, transformed so

soon after the Holocaust into sm imperialist end dominating power."

That imagery if allowed to prevail cen have far-reaghing
consequences for Jews and anti-Semitism, for 1f Jews sesre no better
than Nazis, they have no claim on the conscience of the Christian
world and civilized society. IAD has been working intensively to
counter this moral obscentiy as I shall indicate in s moment,

The most serious political consequence of this angry Christian
response fs that there have geen_growing calls by Christlian leaders,
notebly liberal Protestants, for the American government.to curtail
U.S. military snd e conomlé aid to Israel because of slleged Israell’
violations of American law regarding the use of .3, weapons,

A most significant common theme that has emerged has been

a growing demand among Christian leaders for justice for the
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Pelestinlans, and liberal Protestants in particilar have become

more vocal indemanding the creation of a Palestinian state »nd/or

an independent homeland, Some liberal groups, suoqsas thé Prebyterians,
acknowledged ﬁhat they were responding to the preééures from Cheir

Arab Chrigstian constituésts in the Middle Eést, "their peoplehood,”

There was near unanimity within t he Christian community on the
need for massive relief and rehsbiliation efforts in behalf of the
civilian victims in Le®anon,

Much of the Catholic and Protestant press has also bean”'“k'
| severely critical of Israel. A headline in the 1liberal Natidnal
Catholic Reporter, is 1llustrative: "Killing in the Naeme of Judaism,"

# A balanced picture requires our acknowledging a small but
active group of some Catholiecs, fewer Protestants, but many Evangelioalsle
were vigorous in their defense of Israel., They placed ads in the

New York Times and other papsrs; gave Interviews 1In sesular and

| religious papers; spoke on radio and TV in defense of Israel,

AJC'S IAD stimulated a column by AP religion editor, George
Cornell, who reported on a number of Christian leaders who were
critical of the bilased media treatment of Israel's case. (wuote from
story., )

During this difficult period, our IAD was extremely active
in seeking to counter the nsegetive trends in the Christisn world and
to build positive understanding of Isrsel and Jews. A brief roundup:

1) We participated actively through Donald Feldstein and Mare
Tanenbaum in an important meeting with t he ¥ational Council of Churches

in Agmsat which was reporssd In the Mew Vork Times and Relipious ¥ews

Jervice;
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2) In coopsration with the National'Conference of Cgtholie Bishops
and the National Council of Churches, AJC sponsored a luncheon
meeting for major Christian leaders and religious media for
Menahmm Savidor, Speaker of the Isrsell Knesset, in this room
on Sept. 10. He dtscussed Israel's views on Lebanon and Middle
Kast peace.
3) We sent education and information materials to e very ma jor
Christian leader inthe nited States, and placed articles ard
AJC statements in most major Christian perilodicals,
i) The AP story favorable to Israel was syndicated to };50
daily newspepers around the countr,
5) We broadcast a regular seriées of radio cormentaries over
WINS;Westinghousa Broadecasting System, and over L5 radio'stat&ons.
6) We syndiaated interpretive articles and columns in the
Christian and Jewish pressfcopies of which T have here.)
7) We have organized some eight national conferences with ma jor
Christian groups in every part of the ‘'nited Ststes during the
coming six months.

Given the prominence of the MiddleIEsst issue on the natidnal
conscionsness, we expect to be exceedingly aciftve and hopsefully
effective during the weeks and months ahead,

8) We gave active 1eadershi§ in organizing an Interfaith Lebanon
Rellef program with the Catholic Relddf Services and Church World

Service and met regulerly with Ambassador Gene Douglas, c¢oordinator
of the World Refugee Popgram of the 1,3, Goverrment.





