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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6 

12 NOON - ftOOM 800A 

"INSIDE THE SOVIET UNION" 

Alan Mittleman, Program Associate in the Int er religious Affairs Department, 
has just returned from a 17-day factfinding mission to the Soviet Union. 
Along with other members of the National Interreligious Task force on Soviet 
Jewry, Alan travelled throughout the USSR, meeting with refuseniks and 
officials to assess the situation of Soviet Jewry in the aftermath of the 
Geneva summit. 

Join us on February ·6th, when Alan will share with us the exper-iences and 
insights gathered during his journey. 

Please bring your lunch. Coffee and cake will be served. We look forward to ·. 
seeing you on the 6th. 

David Gordis 

86-500 
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITIEE Institute of Human Relations, 165 E. 56 St., New York, N.Y. 10022, (212) 751-4000 

WHO: 

WHAT: 

WHEN: 

WHERE: 

The American Jewish Commltlee. rounded in 1906, is the pioneer human-relations 
agency In the United States. It protects the civil and religious rights of Jews here 
and abroad, and advances the cause of improved human relations for all people. 

MORTON YARMON, Director ol Public Relations 

ALERT TO EDITORS AND BROADCASTERS 

Ambassador Manuel Sassot , Consul General of Spain in 
New York -- formerly director of the Kiddle East office 
of the Spanish Foreign Ministry and a key force in the 
recent establishment of diplomatic relations between Spain 
and Israel 

Will speak on "Spanish-Israeli Relations: Their Meaning for 
Middle East Peace" 

Monday , February 10, 1986, at 3:30 p .n. 

American Jewish Committee headquarters 
165 East 56t'.h Street (corner of Third Avenue) 
New York City 

Will the new diplomatic ties between Spain and Israel help 
forward Middle East peace negotiations, as some have suggested , 
or will they harm them? What about the Arab stat es that tried 
to persuade Spain not to establish these ties -- how will they 
react? How will the new "normalization" affect Spain's Jewish 
community? What about economic competition between Spain and 
Israel , which export many of the same products? Will Spain ' s 
action strengthen the European Economic Co11UDunity in its eco­
nomic and political aims , and will it help strengthen Israel 
in the world politico-economic arena? 

Few people are as well qualified to answer these and related 
questions as is Ambassador Sassot , and we invi te you to hear 
him speak on them, and to ask your own questions . 

YOUR COVERAGE IS INVITED 

Contact: 
PRESS - Joyce Kaplan 

BROADCASTING - Haina Just 

(212) 751-4000 

XA, XJ , XIS, XREL , XFD, XFP, 
XHP, XC, BASS, BNES , BTS, BDC 
86-960-22 
1/30/86 

Hovqro 1. Frieoman. Presrdent. Theodore Ellenoll. Chair. Boaro of Govtrnors: Allreo H Moses. Chair. National Executive Counc.I, Rot>trt S. Jacobs. Chalf, Boaro of Trustees'. 

David M. Gordis, Execulive Vice·Presioenl 

Washington Otllce. 2027 Massat/luseJU Avt., N.W .. Wash11111ton, O.C. 20036 . Europe hq.: 4 Rue de la 81entais1nce. 75008 Paris. France • Israel hq.: 9 Ethiopia St .. Jerusalem95l49. lslael 

South America hQ. (tempomy otllce1· lliS E. S6 SI .. New York. N. v. 10022 . Mex1CO-Cenua1 America nq .. Av Eiercito Nacional 533, Mexico S. D f. 
C$Al 1101 



1986 NJCRAC Plenary Session 
The Waldorf-Astoria 

:New York, New York 
February 16-19, 1986 

Preliminary Agenda 

SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 15 

8: 30 PM: ORJ:ENrATIOO OF FIRST-TIME DEilf.XiATES 

8:30 PM: HEARINGS 00 APPE'AIS 00 PROPOSITIONS 

9: 30 PM: OIAIR' S REX:EPTION 

SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 16 

9:00 AM: Opening Session 

CRITICAL aH:ERNS 

Observations of NJCRAC Execotive Vice Chairman 

10:15 AM: General Session 

12: 15 PM: W.ncheon Honoring NJCRAC O\air 

Address by NJCRAC O\air Jacqueline K. Levine 

A CH.l\NGIN'.; AMERICA AND A Clmro!OO JEWISH a::.M-ruNITY: 
· IS THE JEWI,SH <J:M.ruNITY RELATIONS FIELD RESPCNSIVE? 

2:30 PM: Three concurrent Forum.s 

1. KAlmNEISM: WHAT IX:JES .· IT REPRESENr AND WHAT IS BEIOO IXJNE? 

2. BAl'.RCING RIGm'S: . dJL':r.'S AND THE JEWISH a:M-ruNITY 

3. CATHOLIC-JEWISH RELATIONS: 20 YFARS AFI'ER N:Sl'RA Am'ATE 

5:00 PM: Reception Tendered by the Metr<:Mest, New Jersey Jewish Federation 
at the Mm'ROPOLITAN OPERA CLUB, LINO)LN CENrER 

8:45 PM: General Session 

'OCMARD A mfi'REHENSIVE UNITED STATES POLICY 00 APARl'HEID 

(ooer) · 
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z.DIDAY, FEBRUARY 1 T 

8 :00 AM: 

10:30 AM: 

' I 
Forum and 5 Concurrent Workshops on Ccmnunity Programning 
i 
Forum: EI'HIOPIAN JEMRY'S". ~ 
1 

Workshops: 

' I 

a. MAINrAINING A mRKING REIATICNSHIP WITH 'mE BLACK 
CCMt!IJNI'J.Y. 

. . 
c. ADVANCnl'; THE ~· S AGEN>A: WHAT RJLE ARE CRCS PIAYIN3? 

\ e. 

I 

I 

General Session 
I 

1:30 PM: Joint Program Planning: IXMES'l'IC crN:ERNS l . . 

3:30 PM: ~eral Session 
I 

i AMERICA'S NATI~ PRIORITIES: ARE ~ AND 
' FISCAL RESPa5IBILITY mtPATIBLE'? 

I . 

5:30 PM: Rec~tion Tendered by the Jewish Comnunity Relations Council 
of New York ·at the NE.W YORK OJA-FEDERATION BALLROC'M 

I •· .. 

' . 
I 
I 

8:45 PM: General Session 
I 

!POST SCJM.nT PmsPECIS roR oovmr m-mY 

' . ! 
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TOESPAY, ·FEBRUARY 18 

8:00.AM: Forum and 5 COncurre~t ~rkshops on catanunity Progranuning 

Forum: CHURCH-STATE SEPARATION: IS 'Hm THRFAT ABATING? 

Workshops: 

a . PUBLIC OPINION AND ISRAEL: DEVEIDPING A YEAR-ROUND 
PROORAM 

b. Im 00 STATE LEmsr.ATIVE OFF!~ mRK WITH CRCS? 

c.. SOVIRr ~: PREPA!Uro FUR THE 1~8~ sqMMI't' 

d. MIUNTAINING A WJRKING REIATION.SHIP WITH THE. MEDIA 

e. !NcRFAsING TBE VISm:tL:IDY OF THE ~: EF'F'ECnVE 
P.R;.~ 

10:00 AM: Three concurrent ForUJN? 

4. THE .AI:MINISTRATION' S CAMPAIGN FOR CDNSTI'tUI'IONAL 
REVISIOOISM 

5. IS ANTI-~SM ~? 

. 2: 30 PM: Joint Program Planning: ~TIONAL OJ?t::ERNs AND .ISRAEL 

8 : 45 PM: Gen~ral Session 

UNITED STATES, ISRAEL AND '!HE PF.ACE. PR!:CESS 

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 19 

8:00 AM 

10:15 AM 

.12:30 PM. 

Joint Program Planning: PRIORITIF.S roR 1986-87: .SYN'l'HESIS OF 
PLENUM DELIBERATIONS 

General Session 

RE-EXAMINING THE PREMISES OF JEMSH CDMJNITY REIATIONS 

Adjoornment 



THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

date February 26, 1986 
' to Marc Tanenbaum 

from Mari lyh: Rothman Personnel 

subject "Your 25 years on staff 

I am happy to extend to you the good wishes 
of the American· Jewish Committee on the occasion 
of having completed 25 years of service with the 
Committee on March 1st. I am personally grateful 
to you for all you have contributed towards 
f~rthering our program. 

In recognition of your loyalty and devotion, 
·the Board wishes you to have a United States 
·Savings Bond of $500. 

Best of luck to ~ou . 

. MR:mf 
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CONFIDENTIAL/NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION 

THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

date March 7, 1986 · 

to See Below 

from David Harris 

subject Meeting with Israeli Ambassador Meir Rosenne 

Leo Nevas, Marc Tanenbaum and I met yesterday with Ambassador Rosenne 
for one hour at the Israeli Embassy in Washington. The highlights of 
the discussion were: · 

1. The Ambassador sees no short-term prospect for significant improve­
ment in Soviet Jewry. In fact, he noted that Edgar Bronfman, during his 
visit to Moscow in September 1985, had been promised 900 Jews in 
exchange for ·muting the tone of Soviet Jewry demonstrations expected in 
Parls in connection with Gorbachev' s visit to Frarice the next month. 
Bronfman agree~ and, together with the Israeli. Government (over the 
objection of Ambassador Rosenne), persuaded French Jewry to tone down 
their manifestations. Since then, however, there has been no Soviet 
fulfillment of the promise of 900 emigrants. On the issue of direct 
f .lights, ·that is, via Warsaw (or Bucharest which the Israelis proposed 
and the Kremlin rejected), there has also been no progress whatsoever. 

. . 
Concerning the possibility of a thaw in Soviet-Israeli relations, 

the Ambassador indicated there had been no progress. He did note a 
meeting he had had with Soviet Ambassador Dobrynin prior to the latter's 
departure for Moscow to attend the 27th Party Congress, and added that 
Dobrynin's new assignment at the Central Committee could be interpreted 
positively. After 24·years in Washington, Dobrynin will likely advocate 
in behalf of improved superpower· bilateral ties and also· movement .on the 
Soviet Jewry issue. For example, said Ambassador Rosenne, it was 
Dobrynin who .was quoted, in· response to a journalist's question about 
the possibility of Shcharansky's mother and brother being issued exist 
visas, as s.aying, "I hope so." 

· The Ambassador expressed the view that the Kremlin has belatedly 
understood its mistake 1i1 having severed diplomatic ties with Israel in 
1967. As a result of this short-sighted move, the Soviets have been cut 
out of a substantial part of the Middle East scene and retain close 
ties only with Libya, Syria,. South Yemen and the PLO. Speaking of the 
PLO, the Ambassador referred to Farouk Kaddoumi' s recent visit to 
Moscow, the official governmental .reception he received (normally he is 
received by only semi-official Soviet groups), and the strong support 
extended by Moscow tq the PLO in the face of the split with Jordanian 
King Hussein. (NOTE: Kaddoumi is the head of the PLO's political 

'· 
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department.) He also noted that PLO officials had recently met at 
least three times with Soviet Embassy officials in Amman to discuss the 
matter. 

2. On Eastern Europe, Ambassador Rosenne referred to Poland's inexpli­
cable delay in implementing the October agreement for an exchange of 
diplomats with Israel. Although the top representatives on each side 
has already been named (Israel's envoy will be its ambassador to Santo 
Domingo), no mov~ment has actually occurred . He does not see any 
progress towards the establishment of diplomatic ties with ·other East 
European countries, though he noted that non-diplomatic relations with 
Hungary are quite good. Annual trade totals $15 million and there is a 
steady flow of tourists, cultural figures and. athletic teams. 

3. On Shcharansky's proposed visit to the U.S., the Ambassador 
indicated that the plans were for an April ·visit but he had heard that 
the former Soviet prisoner of conscience was not yet feeling well and 
might postpone the visit until May. We advised ·the Ambassador of our 
interest in having the Shcharanskys participate at our 80th Annual 
Meeting. 

4. On the upcoming Joint Colloquium on Minority Rights Under Inter­
national Law in Bonn, the Ambassador made two points: a) in 1955 West 
German Chancellor Konrad Adenauer reached an agreement on repatriation 
with the Sov lets· which included the key point that the Soviets recog­
nized even those ethnic Germans born · in the USSR as eligible for 
repatriation. This interpretation set an important precedent for Soviet 
Jews. b) He expressed caution about drawing too similar conclusions 
between Soviet Jews and Germans, noting, for example, that ethnic 
Germans had col~aborated with occupying Nazi forces in .the Soviet Union. 
The Ambassador appeared impressed with the list of academic partici~ 
pants. 

5. He was deeply upset . to learn of the death of Zach· Shuster and 
indicated he would attend the Memorial Service in New York on March 
17th. He spoke movingly of Zach's major contributions in behalf of the 
Jewish people during a lifetime of communal service. He added that the 
AJC presence in Europe under Zach and then Abe Karlikow was a major 
factor on the European continent and the publication of Evidences was a 
significant ·contribution to European intellectual life. The Ambassador 
lamented the fact that AJC ·had downgraded its profile in Western Europe 
and urged reconsideration. 

6. We raised with him the case of John Demjanjuk, ("Ivan the Ter­
rible"). He noted the trial would not take place for at least several 
more weeks. and added that the fin al week before the deportation was a 
particularly difficult one. The El Al flights all made stopovers, 
either in Canada or Western Europe, and none of these intermediate 
countries would permlt the group escorting Demjanjuk to transit. The 
Canadian Government even threatened to arrest Demjanjuk's escorts and 
set the deportee free. Finally, .a non-stop flight to Israel became 
available and he was placed on it. O'Connor, Oemjanjuk's lawyer, is "no 
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friend" of Israel and can be expected, together with the deportee's son, 
to se·ek to create trouble for Israel ·as the trial approaches. It is not 
yet clear whether O'Connor .will go to Israel, though Israeli law now 
permits a foreign lawyer to act in a client's behalf in cases where the 
death penalty is involved. We expressed the need for effective informa­
tion and interpretation of the case and the forthcoming trial to combat · 
accusations of Jewish "vengeance" and the desire of many to put the . \ 
Holoca~st behind that will doubtless surface in certain U.S. qua~ters. 
The Ambassador took note of these points and promised to send, us_J 
appropriate material . Further, he will discuss the possibility or-a 
meeting with AJC for key staff .involved in informational activities. 

7. We asked the Ambassador for regularly updated material on Israel 
and South Africa, as well as any new information on the Arab-South 
African connection, explaining that this matter continues to be a 
community relations issue for us. He will send us some recently 
prepared data. 

8. He expressed pleasure that we will be meeting with Marcelino Oreja, 
Secretary General of the Council of Europe. On another note, he also 
stressed the absolutely vital role of Mark Palmer at the State Depart­
ment in Shcharansky's release {we told the Ambassador that we had 
already acknowledged Mark in a letter), and urged that we consider 
honoring Assistant Secretary of State for I~ternational Organizations 
Alan Keyes (we told him we had already done so at the NEC in Miami). 

9. .What is especially striking in e~ch ·of our meetings with Ambassador 
Rosenne is the breadth and depth of his experience with AJC, his respect . 
and affection for the agency, and his extraordinary memory for names, 
dates and places. On this occasion, he made reference to Rita Hauser, 
the NEC ~eeting in. Philadelphia, Sidney L.lskofsky, Bern.le Resnikoff,. 
Ya~acov Pnini and Mordechai Gazit, in addition to his comm~nts about 
·zach, and asked wh~ther former U.S. Ambassador to Italy Richard Gardner 
was still active with AJC. 

DISTRIBUTION 

Hyman Bookbinder 
Theodore Ellenoff 
David Geller 
David Gordis 
George Gruen 
Sidney Liskof sky 
Leo Nevas 
~. Bernard Resnikoff 

. ./'Marc Tanenbaum 
William Trosten 

(via FAX) 
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

date March 7, 19~6 

to See Below 

from David A. Harris. 

subject Meeting with Rozane Ridgway, Assistant Secretary of State for 
European and Canadian Affairs 

PARTICIPANTS 

Hyman Bookbinder 
Howard Friedman 
David Harris 
Alfred Moses 
Leo Nevas 
Lynn Pascoe, Deputy Director, 

of State 
Rozane Ridgway 
t1arc Tanenbaum . 
William Trosten 

Office of Soviet Union Affairs, Department 
' 

The meeting was held as a luncheon in a private dining room at the 
Embassy Row Hotel in Washington, D.C., beginning at 1 p.m. and ending at 
2:30 p.m. 

The ·principal points of discossion werei 

1. Secretary Ridgway, was hesitant to welcome the reports of Soviet 
Ambassador Dobrynin's ·new asslqnment in Moscow at the Central 
Comm ittee. Though Pobrynin hai served 24 years in the U.s. · and 
understands this country better than any other Soviet . in government 
today, he may have to adopt a tough position on the U.S. to prov~ 
that h~ has not been "softened" by his years in Washington. Whether 
this view is corre~t (other observers have sOggested that Dobrynin 
will indeed prove a force for moderation in East-West relations), 
what does clearly emer9e is an effort to strengthen Gorbachev's 
poUcy team on Western issues. In addition to Dobrynin, former 
Soviet Ambassador to Ottawa Yakovlev will also assume a key role in 
East-West matters. It .appears that Georgi Arbatov, head of the 
U.S.S.R. Academy of Science ' s Institute of U.S. and Canadian 
Studies, m~y find his own role diminished. 

·. 
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2. Asked about Dobrynin's successor, she responded that of the two 
names mo~t frequently mentioned, Soviet envoy to Paris Vororitsov, 
or Director of the Ministry of foreign Affairs' U.S. Division 
Komplektov, she preferred the latter. 

3. The State Department expended enonnous time and energy in workin9 
out Shcharanky's release and has been see~ing to pursue a ~ublic 
line that welcomes the move and attempts to encourage other Soviet 
gestures, while at the same time noting the continued low emigra­
tion numbers and unchang.ed situation for activists and other 
refuseniks. 

4.' Nearly two months ago, the U.S. signalled to the Soviets easing of 
restrictions on the transfer of o~l and .gas equipment technology. 
While not explicitly linking this move to the resolution of ten . 
divided bi-national marriage cases, the issuance of a temporary 
visa to Elena Bonner, Andrei Sakharov's wife, and the emigration of 
a handful of long-term refusenik cases (Mark Nashpitz, Yakov Mesh, 
etc.), the State Department indicated to the Kremlin that it would 
respond positively to .im.provements in ·the human right~ area with 
parallel gestures in other areas of importance to Moscow. Until 
now, though, no U.S. corporation has submitted an application in 
the oil and gas sector, thus the Soviets cannot be certain that a 
new policy is truli in effect. It is, however, the Department's 

· hope that favorable review of future applications will spur the 
Soviets to increase their gestures in the human rights area. If, 
on the other hand, additional gestures will not be forthcoming in 
response to a favorabl e review of applications, the Department is 
prepared to curtail its liberalized poiicy. 

5. On anns control, Secr etary Ridgway .confirmed newspaper r eports that 
no progress in any of the three principal areas (intercontinental, 
intermediate and space and defense) had occurred in the recently­
concluded talks 'in Geneva: She continues to believe that there is 
a glimmer of hope in the INF talks, though the difficulties of 
negotiation are compounded by Gorbachev' s swe~ping proposals 
designed to gain favorable publicity for the Soviets but which he 
knows to be totally unacceptable to the West. She also noted that 
President Reagan's . most recent let·ter to the Soviet General 
Secretary outlining the U.S. position on Gorbachev's arms control 
initiative was as much a. reflection of West European and Japanese 
th.inking as it was of U.S. The effort of the Kremlin to drive a 
wedge between the U.S. and its allies has failed completely. This 
is reflected, too, in the virtual disappearance. of ·vocal opposition 
.in such countries as Belgium and Holland to the deployment of 
Pershing and Cruise missiles. 

6. Considerable discussion focused on strat~gies for breaking the 
emigration logjam. Secretary Ridgway indicated that the Adminis­
tration will continue to pursue a policy of quiet diplomacy ·on 
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human rights questions, but may need to reconsider its posture if 
siQ nif icant developments do not occur in the months leading to the 
ne~t Summit meeting. At . the same. time, howeve.r, she encouraged 
private groups to continue a vocal public campaign both as a means 
of pressuring the Kremlin and to permit the Administration in its 
own dealings with the Soviets to continue to cite a major domestic 
cons~ituenc~ concerned with these issues. 

In response to a specific question about U.S. strategy should 
emigration continue to be low but other areas of the bilateral 
relationship benefit from improvement, she· made the following 
important points: a) The Administration will not link progress in 
Geneva to the human rights sector though its shares the view of 
Morris Abram stated to the President in September that the issues 
of "trust" and "credibility" simply cannot be divorced from· the 
discussion an·d will be important detenninants in the climate · and 
atmospherics surrounding consideration of any arms control agree­
ment. We indicated that we shared the Secretary's views on this 
matter and would not seek any formal linkage at Geneva. b) The 
three principal weapons in the Soviet Jewry struggle are: i) the 
Jackson-Vanik Amendment, ii) the informal linkage cited above in 
paragraph 4, and iii) the force of public opinion in creating a 
particular climate. When asked, though, whether the U.S. would 
consider slowing proqress in other non-strategic areas, e.g. 
cultural, economic, maritime,'etc., if there were no change .in the 
emigration rate, Secretary Ridgway responded that she would not 
make su~h a recommendation. In other words, if progress in a . 
particular area were otherwise in the interests of the U.S., she · 
could not foresee· a decision to forestall such progress in pursuit 
of. the Sov let Jewry issue. Thus, she was, in effect, suggesting 
that the U.S. has very few "sticks" it can or will use in the 
superpower relationship and would prefer, in any case, to use 
possible "carrots" in addressing the Soviet Jewry issue. While we 
agreed that it was certainly preferable to · attempt to use 
"carrots," there may come a point where the positive inducements 
are not working and human rights supporter.s, seeing progress 
occurring in other key non-strategic areas of the relationship, may 
have to take issue with .the Administration's policy. Secretary 
Ridgway expressed understanding for. this posiiion. 

7. We advised the Secretary of our contacts with Soviet Em.bassy 
officials and the possibility of. a trip to the Soviet Union. She 
expressed support for this channel · of co11111unication, adding: "All 
open-eyed contact with the Soviets is to the good." We also 
informed· her of our plans for the Colloqui~m on Minority Rights 
Under International law taking place in Bonn later this month. . . . 

8- Secretary Ridgway expressed some concern abo~t the likelihood of 
renewal of M.F.N. for Romania (because of growing Congressional 
criticism of Bucharest's treatment of certain Christi~n sects, not 
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to speak of the generally poor human ri~hts record of the Ceaucescu 
re9ime) •· 

DIS TRIBUTI.O~ 

Hyman Bookbinder 
Theodore Ellenoff · 
David Geller 
David Gordis 
Richard Maass · 
Alfred Moses 
Leo Nevas 

·~arc Tanenba~m 
· Wil.liam Trosten 
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American Jewish Committee Involvement in European ·Protest 
·on Behalf of Lebanese and Syrian Jews 

The · Internati anal Relations D~par.tment of the American Jewi .sh 
Commit tee .. was actively involved behind the scenes in the meeting in 
Paris on February 23 . of tlie Internatjonal Committee for the Freedom a·f 
Syrian· Jews, which ·focuss·ea al so on the plight .of the Lebanese Jewish 
community. Nives Fox, Director of our European Office, who has been a 
primary source of co'?tact. with the relatives of Lebanese Jew~ in France, 
helped in the preparations for . the conference and represented AJC at the 
sessions. 

The latest back.ground ··~nalysis on •Lebanese Jews--Victims of 
Shi'ite Muslim Terror• written by Dr • . George E. Gruen, AJC Director. of 
Hi ddl e East Affairs, was distributed· to the press and conference 
participants . ·Dr. Neil · Sandberg; . Director of AJC' s Los Angeles office, 
helped to secure funding for the participation in the conference of Hrs. 
Rosemary Cohen, the sister-in-law of Haim Cohen, one of the Jewish 
hostages murdered in Beirut by the self-styled •organization of the 
Oppressed in the World.• . · 

The conference w~·s widely covered by the French TV and press, 
including Le Honde and Le auotidien • . The following are texts ·af the 
dispatches f i 1 ed as a result of the confer.ence by the Associated Press 
and Reuters, and a ·photocopy of the story that appeared in t~e New York 
Times. ( Also appended are the Resolution and Program ·af Action adopted ·· 
by the Conference. ) 

"Families of slain Lebanese Jews condemn ·Syria, Iran" 
by Marilyn August 

Associated Press ·writer 
· . PA~IS (AP.-) - The families of some of the Jewish hostages murdered 

in Lebanon in recent months called on western governments Sunday to 
pressure Syria and Iran into releasing the remaining Jewish hostages and 

. letting Lebanon's tiny Jewish community llve in peace. 

Speaking . at· a meeting in Paris of the International Committee for 
the Freedom of Syrian Jews, the families joined French Jewis~ · leaders 
and political figures in blaming Syria and Iran for · the deaths of five 
Jewish hostages. 

Eleven Lebanese Jew~ are currently thought to be in the handi-0f 
fundamentalist Moslem kidnappers. 

"President Assad says he does not control the groups holding the 
hostages, but that is only a half-truth," said Theo Klein, president of 
CRIF, a French Jewish organization. 
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He stressed that the Moslem groups working in Lebanon took their 
orders directly from the Ayatollah Khomeini- and · could not oper_ate freely 
without the tacit approval of Syria. 

Rosemary Cohen, the · sister-in-law of Chaim Cohen, killed in 
December, said she was not after revenge . 

"I .hope the assassins live so that they change their attitudes and · 
feel guilty for what .they h~ve done," · she said. "What can they get out 
of killing my brother~in-la.w? . The problems. ·in t-·ebanon .are terrible; 
it's as if God .had turned his back on us." 

In 1975, . Lebanon's Jewish com~unity numbered . about 8,000 . T~day, 

there are fewer than 100 Jews left. Most have emigrated to Israel. 

Mrs. Cohen, an I~anian [citizen born in Lebanon] who has been 
living with her husband and children in Los Angeles for the past 18 
mo.nths, said · she had spoken to her brother-in-law a ' few days before 
gunm_en burst into his l)ome and dragged him away. His bullet-riddled 
body .was fo~nd nine months later. 

_ "~~was A very simple man who didn't really feel . he was in danger 
because he wasn't a soldier, and wasn't involved in politics," she told 
The Associated Press. 

Mrs . Cohen said. her brother-in-law, 38, did r:iot want to go to 
Isra~l because "he didn't want t~ ever have to shoot at his fellow 
Lebanese." His wife and three qhildren, she. added, remain in Beirut and 
have no plans to leave. 

Other speakers at the day-lon.g conference included noted Nazi 
hunter Beate Klarsfeld, Ovadla Soffer, Israeli ambassador to Frar:ice, and 
Rene Samuel Sirat, Grand Rabb! of France. 

Mrs. Klarsfeld, who recently returned from Beirut where she spent 
three weeks. trying to neg·otiate the release of the Jewish hostages, said 
she was not optimistic about their fate. 

"Jews are the scapegoats for all the anti-Israel feeling in the 
Middle East," she said. "The various Lebanese groups are fighting each 
other., but they express their hatred of Israel ·by kidnapping and killing 
the fe~ .Jews left. 

. . 
"They are behaving ·just like the Nazis during World .War II They 

are killing Jews just because they are Jews," she said. "There is no 
government to defend them." 

She said her husband, Serge, was currently in Beirut trying to 
convince Moslem spiritual leaders to condemn the killings. 
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Other talks included the . t .esti!'lony .:of a yol,lng Syrian Jew who 
described lif~ in Syria for the -4,000 remalninq ·Jews . . · 

"The entire· Jewish communl ty ls being held hostage," said the young 
girl, who spoke tq the audience, .her ·back turned and surrounded by body 
guards. · She declined to be identif~ed saying it would endanger her 
family in Syria. 

In Syr la, she explained; Jews· are· under . constant survei.llance. 
They are arrested arbitrarily ·at home or .. 1-n the synagogue. Unlike 
Christians or· Moslems, they are requited to carry identity cards marked 
with their religious ~ffiJiation. · 

"Yqu cannot imagln~ . what l t ls like . for a young "girl to ·face a 
· hostile civil servant for the ·~th time, to be ~arassed, asked the most 
indiscrete· question~, to "wait years for an answer, knowing that it will 
be negative, 11

· she said. 

· Sy~ian .. ' unlversiti~s . have strict quotas for;-· ·Jewish students and 
entrance refusals nee·d no explanation. Jews cannot seU their hc;>me or 
car. They cannot vote, wprk for the government as .civil servants Qr for 
nationalized comJ?anies, s.he said .• 

"Condi tlons are getting worse all the time; II she s·ald. "We· live in 
. constant fear. ·tyery tlm.e the door bell rings, we never k('low who it.' s 
going to be." 

* * * 
"French Jewish leaders blame Syria for death of Lebanese Jews" 

. PARIS, February 23, Reuter - Leaders of Fra~ce' s je~lsh commLini ty 
today ·accused Syria of direct responsibility in the capture and · killing · 
of Lebanese Je.ws .• 

Roger P~nto, h~ad of the International Committee for the Llber~t!~n . 
of SY,rian Jews,. toid a meeting that the Jews "are· being . held in territo­
ry under Syria's control •.• where nothing ls done or decided without ~ts · 
accord." · · 

An ·underground Shi' l te Mosle.m group calling itself th~ 110rgani.za­
t ion of the Oppressed in ·the World" ha~ claimed re~ponslbility for 
killing fo~r Lebanese Jews since last December and ha~ sal~ it ls 
holpfng three ~the rs. · 

.· Addressing de1egates to the nieetlng from 16 countries, Pinto 
accused the European .Community of falling to take a firm stand a.gainst 
Syria, Libya and Iran, which he said fostered gu~rrilla groups acting in 
Western Europe. 

A young woman ., her back turned to the pµblic and her head swathed 
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in a scarf to hfd~ he~ identity, . told th~ · meeting that Syria's 4,500 
Jews lived in a st·ate of near-terror, having to acc·ount to the author.!-. 
ties for every movement. 

She: c~ll~d oh Syria to let the Jews "leave and have the right i o 
happiness." 

THE NEW YORK TIMES, MONDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1986 

. JEWS IN LEBANON 
. . 

URGED TO GET.OUT 
. Moslem E~tr~mist Campaign 

Making Beirut Too Risky, 
· Paris Conference Says 

By RICHARD 'BERNSTEIN 
Special to Tbe New Yn T&m. . . . 

PARIS, Feb. 23 :_Leading French 
Jews, saying that tbe Jews of Lebanon 
are in imininent danger, ca.Ued on 
them today to leave for other countries. 

1be appeal at a amt~ here ~ 
'day came amid a contbiuing campaip 
by extremist Moslema apinst Leba­
nese Jews. Since December, ~ ex­
tremists have announCed tbe ex~ 
Uons of four Jews in Lebanon ~ ~ 
abductJiln of three. · 

1be appea~ follows by nearly a year 
the first kidnappings of Jews ln Beirut 
- four kidnapptnp ln a slngle day las.t 
March. The faniiltes of those boataaes, 
aiany of whom live ln Prance, bad 
asked that the lnddent not be publi­
dz.ed in bOpes that.by remalnln8 silent 
they Would increase tbe cNrws that 
lhelr relatives would be released. 

But since the end of December, the 
group holdioi the Jews has~ · 
in Written eommunlqu6s to a Beirut 
newspaper that three of the four kid­
napped last Mafcli'bave been eucutecl. In each case they haw pro,vtded pic­
tures of the vtctim, aayla& lt W88 evi­
~· ol 'thelr deelb.: . 
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2/7 /86:og 

86-580 

Moslem Group Clalml Abctucdcias 
A group calling ltseU the Org8J)iza-

. tion of t.be Oppressed on Earth· bas 
claimed respOnslbllity for ~ abduc­
tlOns lllld the executicms. In letters to 
An Nahar, an Arabtc-lan8U&ae 4ailY in 
Beirut, lhe Shiite Moslem group bas cfe. 
manded tbal Iilrael withdraw all . its 
ton- fnlm 8llUthern Lebanon and re­
leue the Sblite prtlanen it ts boldlna.· . 

Tbe vtctlms &ave been ldentlftecf as 
Elie Hallak, a SJ.year-old physician 
who was vtce preSideot of the 1118ber . 
Council of Lebanon's Jews; Chaim 
.COhen-BalaJa; 311, a · merchailt, and 
'Isaac Tarrab, '.70, 1l professor of maU. · 
mattes at a Beirut university. 

A fourth Jewisb hostage ~d to have 
been killed was Ibrahim Benesti, 3', a 
pbystcian and one of three Jews. ·~ 
ported kidnapped on Feb. 15. 
-lbat would leave at least three other 

hmtages st.ill alive, including ~ fa­
ther and the son of Dr. Beoesti, kid­
napped wi~ him on Feb. 15, and Elie 
Sasson, a merchant wbo is the chief 
spokesman for Jews in Lebal!OO and 
who was among t.bole ldctna'pped laaf 
March. . . 

French Jews have historic ties with 
Lebanese Jews, wbo nt.im~ ~veral · 
tbou8and in the early 1880'1. French 
Jews say there are Di>w 22 Jetn. Uving 
in West Belnat and.73 ln the East, ~ 
at tMm 'widows and elderly people. . 

In the last few months, a few ~et ef­
forts have been made here to win the 
release of the Jews being held prisoner. 
Catholic, Protestant, and . Jewish 
spokesmen here have called on MGB­
Jem clerics 1n Lebanon to speak out 

· aga.inSt the tak.lng at Jewish .hos~ges. 
Serge Klarsfeld, a French lawyer 

who bas tracked dawn former Nazis, 
went to West Belnlt last week to appeal 
to local religious leaders to cond.edUl 
the.hostage sel.zures in Lebanon Md t9 · 
offer bimseJf ln excbanp for 8'e ~ 
tag es. . 

· · But Mr. Klarsfeld's wife, Bellte, said · · 
toda)' that be bad received ~b; 
against his life after arriving in Bein.t 
and, on the advice of tbe French Ea..­
bassy there, bad moved to the CluiS­
Uan-controlled half'of the city. 
· Earlier, Mrs. Klarsfeld spent three 
weeks in east Beirut ln an effort m l'e­
gotiate the release of the hosta~ Slle 

: said today that she was able ti med 
· with a man described as a ltlil-l~iltl · 

. . representative of the Party of Uod. tlllt 
that ~--~~ produced no resYlts. 

•: 



INTERNATIQNAL COMMITTEE FOR THE FREEDOM .OF JEWS IN SYRIA 

COUNCIL RESO~UTION 
· Fetirtiary' 23, 1986 , 

. : . 

Delegates · from 16 countries ·whlch··joiried the International Council for 
Freedom. of Jews in · Sy.ria, met in Parts February 23, 1986, with ' le'aders 
~f the Jewish community, religioug authorities and a ~road ··ran~e · of · 
French political representatives. . ·. : · . . . . .. . .. ·.. .. · .. 
-- Recalling · that the 'International Commj.ttee is !~spired by humanitar- : 
Ian concerns about the life and freedom of persons undergoing moral and 

· physical suffering an<i as its fundamental objective "defends the Freedom 
of ' Je~s 'in Syri~ · and their rlg~t -to emigrate to the country of .their 
choice, accordfng :·to ttie Universal Declaration ·of Human Rights"; 

-- Be.Ing aw~re that.' ttie worsening fate ' of the J~wish Community in ·Syrfa, 
in contravention to international law and fundamental principles of the 
right to life and human dignity; 

. . 
-- Stresses that its intended campaign for international protest will 
have no political connotation, 

* for Jews in Syria c9nstitute a community in peril, suffer dis­
crimination in an environment that is hostile and full ·of hate, . 

* as second class citizens their condition is a permanent offense to 
the United Nations Charter and Human Right~, 

* they live in a prison-land, a hostage community at the mercy of 
harassment, isolated and scorned, in daily fear and without hope; 

Call upon universal conscienc~, international bodies and all govern­
ments to work unceasingly so that all Jews, citizens or resi~ents of 

. Syria, who wish to leave the country can be assured of the right to do 
so freely, at any time, · and settle. in the land of their choice. 

-- Commits itself tQ pursue this struggle in all its ~spects and by 
appealing to all bodies in order that the principles of liberty and . 
dignity stated in Articles 13 and 14 of the Universal Declaration of 
Human· Rights become effective for all concerned, Jews and. non-Jews, who 
are forbidden to emigrate freely from their country of nation~lity or 
residence. · 
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PROGRAM OF ACTIQN 

The following program of action was voted unanimously and with the 
approval of French and European Parliamentarians prese~t: 

-- Mrs. Nicole Fontaine, member Qf the Europ~an · Parliament, agreed to 
submit to this organization a proposition. that a delegation of European 
Parliamentarians go to Syria to inquire about the situation of the Jews. 

-- On the initiative o.f deputies Georges Sarre, -Olivier Stirn and Claude 
Gerard Marcus, a ·French Parliament delegation will be constituted for 
·the same purpose. 

-- The 16 Committees formed throughout the world have agreed to ask 
thei.r governments and Parliaments to intervene with the _Syrian govern- . 
ment. 

-- In addition, the same committees agreed to launch a campaign in their 
respective lands pointing up· the tragic situation of Jews in Syd_a. 

-- In each country requests for a meeting with the Syrian Ambassador 
also 'will be made . 



. . INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR. THE FREEDOM OF JEWS IN ~YRIA 

PRESS RELEASE 

Paris, February 2); 1986 

R_oger Pinto, President of the International Council for the Freedom of 
Jews in Syria which gathered in Paris, Febru~ry 2.3, 1986, in the 
presence of delegate~ from 16 countries declared: 

That the President of the Syrian Republic did not keep his promises. On 
November 18, 1984, he declared that the Jews of Syria were full-fledged 
citizens, tha~ is to say ·that, as other religious co11111unities, their 
right to freely circulate and go to the country of their choice wa~ 
recognized. · 

: p ' : f , .... ;: ... ~ 

Unfortunately, the situation has not changed and Jews in Syria are still 
a hostage comm·unity, living under difficult conditions. 

Mr. Pinto stated that ~he Council's international action will have 
strictiy humanitarian bases, that the means used will be peaceful, 
though firm and continuous for as long as Jews in Syria will not be 
authorized to leave the country if they so wish. 

As for the Jews of Lebanon, Mr • . Pinto expressed horror for the barbarous 
killing of four hostages whose only cr~me was to be Jewish. · 

It reininded him of the "old times" when Jews were selected and led to 
slaughter. 

He accused Syria of bearing major responsibility for these murders. How 
could it be otherwise, when one knows that the hostages, French as well 
as Lebanese Jews, are kept on Lebanese territory controlled by Syria, 
omnipresent in the country, and .without whose accord nothing can be done 
or decided. : 

Syria, Libya and Iran .are treated with strange indulgence by the free . 
world ahd es~ecially · by the European community. This is even more 
astonishing given that these three countries are cradles for interna­
tional terrorism .and that Western Europe has beco~e its first victim. 
We do not understand •.• 

Addressing hlmsel f to· Jews in Lebanon Roger Pinto · pressingly and 
solemnly called on them to· "quit Lebanon as rapidly as possible, for you 
are in mortal danger . Leave Lebanon lest you wish to lengthen tomor­
row's list of hostages." 

9406-IRD-6· 
3/11/86:tp 

86-580 



ST. JOHN'S SEMINARY 
COLLEGE OF LIBERAL ARTS 

197 _FOSTER STREET. BRIGHTON, MASSACHUSETIS 02135 . 617 254-2610 

. OFFICE OF THE DEAN 

_.,Id{_~ (II I? 5'6 

J--~ ~ /~Jaw,., 
. I 

1?.L cue ~ I l''-f .,,f ,,;, 

tVIA fn- a~J AA ~1_/f 
~fit.£ r l 7~ ~,-1,e -

~~· Jh---:GL 
IZ/ft~~r r ~ 
~.J_ L2g ~ '£,~ 
~ d fo ~ ~,-e,. 

l(M,~ ?u,w, 
~ <. . f f ;u.~cf _-. 

. f 



~·· 

Marsha Turken ~ 374 . . 

A-tf-ZA_~ rs . a. "5 0-W\fltL . 

~ /Y0j. U1vJvJ'>o~ lYJ:Ju- · 

OoJ~1s S<c.&1Ci/l uJoJld 

b~ Q.I\ \Yw~ I~ 10/ . 
. . , . 

\ 2 ·.3c_J- ·2_-. 30 (Lu.n~n . 
·~ 

pMO-nj) cJ- ~ J _w . 
[Y\CLrtt otf- H-Dhl CA 

lUv_s ~rjt&1 . 
IY\wiJco itJr (ff'1 < ~. . 

~~ 
T H E A..-Nf .E R I C A N""""J E W I S H C 0 M M I T T E E ·" ~ .~ - .. ' . 
Institute of Himlarr-Relations o 165 East 56'Street, New York, NY 10022 • 212-751-4000 

·--~.\ 



· .. : .. : ~.' 

Howard I. Friedman 
President • 

David M. Gordis 
•• Executive Vice-President 

Theodore Ellenoff 
Chair, Board of Governo11 

· Allred H. Moses 
Chair, National Eiecutiv9 Council 
Robert S. Jacobs 
Chair. Board of Trusreu . 

Edward E. Elton 
Trusuru 
Shirley M. Sza~ 
Secret1ry 
David H. Pelrez 
Auoci111 Tr111uttr 
AltaE. Hau"' 
Ch1ir. Executive Committee 

Vice·Presilfen11 

Norman E. Alexander 
Wistchurir 
Howard A. Giibert 
Ch,iCIQO 

Alan C. Greenberg 
Ntw Yort 
Robert H. Haines · 
New Yort . 
Charlotte 0 . Holstein 
Syracun 
Ann P. Kaufman 
Houston 
Robert L Pelz 
w.stch11tir 
Idelle Rabin 
01llas 
INce M. Ramer 
los Angeles 
David F. Squire 
Bos!On 
Richard L. Wein 
losAngelu 

Honorary "'-sid1111J 

Moiri1 B. Abram 
Arttiur J . Go!dberg 
Plllllp E. Hoffman 
Richard Musa 
Elmer L Winter · 
Maynard I. Wlshner 
Honorary Vict·Prtsidtnls 

Nathan Appleman 
Martin Gang 
Ruth R. Goddard 
Andrew Goodman 
Raymond F. Kravi1 
JamnManhall 
William RoMnwald 

Max M. Fisher 
Honorary Choir. 
National Eucutivt Council 

E1tcutivt Vice-Presidents Emeriti 

John Slawson 
Bertram H. Gold 

The American Jewish 
'"'-_._. _ _. Committee 

The Honorable Ronald Reagan 
·President of the United States 
The White House 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

Inst itute of Human Relations 
165 East 56 Street 
New York. New York 10022 
212 751-4000 
Office of the President 

March 12·, 1986 

On beh~lf of the officers of The American lewlsh Coanittee, It ls my 
sincere pleasure to Invite you to address our 80th Anniversary Dinner 
on _the evening of Hay 15, 1986 at the J.t. Harriott Hotel in tashlng­
ton, DC. This gala dinner wlll be the highlight of a five-day meet­
ing C011111e11e>ratlng AX' s 80 years as the leadi'ng human relations ,organ­
ization in the . United States. As you may already know, Secretary of 
St·ate Shultz wlll · be accepting AlC's ~erlcan liberties Medallion on 
this occasion. 

From its inception in 1906, The American Jewish COlllllittee. has been in 
the .forefront of efforts to ensure the health of our democratic 
society and the dignity of all groups within it, as well as a leader 
in ·the fi~ld of international human rights. As you know, AJC also 
publishes Connentary m~azlne, and I believe n,any of our current 
leaders are well known to you, Including Max Fisher, Gordon Zack·s, 
Richard Schifter and Richard Fox. 

According to Jewish tradition, the 80th anniversary signifies the 
special gift of strength and wisdom, and we would therefore consider 
it a great ' prlvllege If you would share this very special evening 
with us. Your audience will : -t:onslst of over one thousand civic, 
c0111munal and religious leaders from throughout the United St·ates and 
abroad, all of whom will be most eager to hear your remarks . 

te extend to you our best wishes and look forward to an early reply. 

,,, ,J). 

\ \ 
\ \ 
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A G E N 0 A 

AJC INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS COMMISSION 

Monday., March 17, 1986, 10: 00 A.H. 

LEO NEVAS, CHAIRMAN , PRESIDING 

Soviet Jewry: Winds of Change? 

II West Germ~ny: Repo_rts on a Meeting with Chancellor 
Kohl, the Textbook Proje.ct and the Joint Colloquium 
on Minority Rights Under International Law 

II I The Middle East: AJC Policy Statement on Proposed 
U.S. Arms Sale to Saudi Arabia 

IV International Terrorism: Report of a Meeting with 
Ambassador Robert Oakley 

V The Vatican: Recent Statements on Jews by Pope John 
Paul 11 

VI Proposal for a Carmelite Convent in Auschwitz 

. VII 

DAH:RPR 
86-550 

Human Rights in Israel 
Special Guest: Dr. Mala Tabory, Associate Editor of 

· I srae.1 Yearbook on Human Rights, Te 1 
Aviv University Law School 



r 
The following p:.ospectus was_ sent ~o the Embassy of Hungary' 
in accordance witji conversat1on5 with the Second Secretary 

*· * * * * * * * 
. . . . 

PROJECT: EXCHANGE PROGRAM . fO~ FUTUR~ LEADERS IN 

HUH~Y ANO THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMUNITY . 

Recent years have ~itnessed a growing recogni~ion of the importance 

of Hungary in. world affairs and especially as a bridge country betwee~ 

East and West. This awareness is reflected in. the positive development _ 

of the relationship between the United States and Hungary. for Jews as 

well, Hungary is a country of major importance since its Jewish com-

. munlty of 90,000 now constitut_es the thlrd largest COfllllunity in Europe, 

exclusive of the USSR. furthermore, th~ community represents a .link 

· with a thriving and creative Jewish cultural history in Hungary going 

back many_ hundreds of years. 

Acco~dingly, in cooperation with the Government of Hungary, the 

American Jewish Committee ls proposing to set up an exchange program 

designed to provide young leade~s of the American Jewish ·community ·with 

an objective view of present-day Hungary and, to bring to the United 

States a representative group from Hungary in order to provide them with 

insights into the life of the Jewish community in the Unjted St~tes~ anq 

to develop an understanding of each ot~er's cultural, socio-economic and 

poll ti cal 11 fe • . 

The Hungar.ian participants i .n the program would spend· several days . 

in New York for general orientation and an introduction to some of the 

major .institutions of the American Jewish community. In addition, there 
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would be seminars ·providinq the opportunity for discussion regarding 

reliqious, cultural, educational and social welfare activities of our 

community. Specialists in the various fieids would brief the partic-

ipants and would be prepared to answer their questions. The group -would 

then visit Washington, D.C. and two or three other major cities i_n the 

United States such as Chicago, Illinois; Cincinnati, Ohio; Atlanta, 

, Georgia and Los Ange~es, California. The group would then return to New 

York for a final evaluation session. 

Program participants from the United States would be visiting two 

or three of the major cities in Hungary where they would have the 

opportunity to speak with knowledg~able individuals and visit important 

.cultural and .educational ' sltes in ~ccorda~ce with arrangements made by 

the coordinators in Hungary. In both countries participants would als~ 

he meeting with ·political figures. Another aspect of the program would 

be the provision of home hosp! ta.lity to give participants a more 

intimate view of family life In each other's country. 

The program envisages an exchange visit once a year. In ad~ition~ 

thought will ·be given to appropriate follow-up activities. 

David Geller 
Director of European Affairs 

9397-(IRD-7) 
3/ 12/86 /el 
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

STATEMENT OPPOSING DISCRIMINATION BASED ON 
SEXUAL ORIENTATION 

AJC opposes dis~rimination based on sexual 
orientation in employment. housing.education and 
public accommodation and instructs that this phrase 
be added to all appropriate AJC policy documents 
relati ng to discrimination based on race. religion. 
gender or national origin. 

It further instructs that AJC chapters and 
units be advised of this action and encouraged to 
support legislation to bar discrimination based on 
sexual orientation in jobs. housing. education and 
public accommodations. 

Such legislation should i~corporate exemptions 
that may already exist in other civil rights laws 
such as those designed to protect the right of 
religious institutions to carry out their religious 
purposes. 

Adopted by AJC's Board of Governors 
March 17. 1985 

86-600 
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Committee 
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Institute of Human Relations 
165 East 56 Street 
New York, New York 10022 
212 751-4000 

March 17, 1986 

His Excellency Anatoly F. Dobrynin 
Embassy of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
1125 16th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C . 20036 

Dear Ambassador Dobrynin: 

In behalf of the American Jewish. Committee, ·permit us to 
extend to you our congratu.lations and best wishes on your new 
positio.n. in the Central Committee. 

As you have undoubtedly heard from Messrs. Isakov and Rogov , 
a delegation from the American Jewish Committee established 
contact with · Or. Ro9ov in January and has met with him indi­
vidually on two occasions in Washington. Host recently on M~rch 
7th, we met with both gentlemen. It· is important that we state 
at the outset that we initiated this contact in the belief that 
the evolving nature of Soviet-American relations rendered 'this a 
particularly ·auspicious time for such communication. We also 
believe that only throu9h ~uch communication, in a ~pirit of 
purposefulness .and candor, ~an issues of mutual concern be aired 
and addressed in a constructive ~anner, contributing, we would 
hope, to an improvement in relations. 

.· We feel that an atmosphere of mutual resp~t and frank 
· discµssion has prevailed in . these three meetings. Accordingly, 
.we look forward to contir)uing this exchange of yiews with 
representatives of your Government: To this end, we have 
proposed to Messrs.· Isakov and Rogov that a delegation of the top 
officers of the American Jewish Committee visit the Soviet Union 
to engage in dialogue with appropriate Soviet officials and other 
personal! ties on the following .issues: a) arms control and 
security, b) Soviet-Ainerfcan t>ilat"eral r·eTations, c) Jews in the 
Soviet Union, d) the Arab-Israeli conflict, an~ e) the United 
Nations as an instrwnent for peace and cooperation. 

The American· Jewish Committee was foo~ded in 1906 and is 
this. nation's oldest human relations agency. Our membership ls 
located in all fifty states and represents a cross-section of 
~eadihg American Jews who share a deep co~itment to the larger 
concerns of American and international life and the particular 
matters affecting Jews in this country and .overseas. Our members 
participate actively in both major political parties, as well as 
in the economic, cultural and social spheres. It is in this 
spirit, for· example, that Jacob Blaustein and Joseph Proskauer, 
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two former presidents, took active part in the drafting of the Charter 
·of the United Nati9ns in San Francisco in 1945. Further, an AJC leader­
ship delegation headed by the lat·e Senator Herbert. Lehman was t ·he first. 
American Jewish group to meet with First .Deputy Premier Anastas Mikoyan 
during his U.S. visit in January 195.9. In that tradition, we today meet 
with leading officials fran both Eastern and Western countries, as well 
as with Latin Arner°Ican; Asian and African. repre·sentatives, on a wide 
range of current issues. Thus, it is this broad-based view of the role 
of the Jewisti community in ·society that distinguishes Ot,ll' agency and 
expla~ns the agenda items we have .herewith enumerated. 

·we recognize that the complex area of . arms control and ·security 
constitutes the overriding issues of our time and requires every citi-' 
zen' s att.entlon and understanding. It is important for us to seek a ·· 
better understanding of the viewpoints of both major nuclear powers in 
the vital search for ·an end to ·the spiraling ·weapons race. In ·addition, 
we are deeply concerned with 'the direction of Soviet-American bilateral 
relations in non-strategic areas, including economic, cultural and other 
ties, and· strategies for reducing tension and increasing understanding 
of the respective interests of each of our ·societles. In this regard, 
we ~re, of course, particularly interested in the position of the Jewish 

· community in the Soviet Union and anxious to engage ln three areas of 
discussion: . i) family reunification, ii) religious issues, and ill) 
cultural affairs. 

The fragility of the Middle East situation and the elusive search 
for · peace in the decades-long conflict between Israel and her Arab 
neig~~ors is a matter of worldwide concern. We have a deep and abiding 
concern for events in ~he region and are eager to discuss perspectives 
on strategies to foster greater peace .and harmony between the nations 
and peoples of this· vital area. And, finally, as noted earlier, we have 
been involved in the United Nations since its very founding and, while 
we make no se~ret of our disappointment with some of the directions the 
world body has taken, we retain an intrinsic faith in the. potential 
utility of such an i~strumentality for reducing world tension. 

We recognize that as a non-governmental agency we represent but one 
among many org~nizations which seek to affect governmental action and 
public opinion in our country. Still, we sincerely believe that the 
pursuit of · discussions between the American Jewish Convnlttee and 
officials of the Soviet Government and other Soviet institutions, if 
conducted in the constructive and discreet manner which characterized 
our three above-cited .meetings, can contribute, . ln a modest way, to a 
clarification of our particular positions on several key issues and 
ideally lead to an atmosphere of greater dialogue and . overcoming 
confrontation. 

To be specific, we propose that a small group of America~ Jewish 
Committee members travel to Moscow. ·to engage in discussions with 
representatives of the International Department of the Central Commit­
tee, the Ministries of Foreign Affairs, Religious Affairs and Culture, 
·the Institute of U.S. and Canadian Studies of the U.S.S.R. Academy of 
Selene.es, t"e Institute of World Economy and Internat~.onal Affairs, and 
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other appropriate official and non-governmental groups' designated by 
your experts. If possible, we would hope this ~r.J:p coul~· occur. 1-n .the 
second half of April, or soon ther.eafter. The purpose pf the mlssi9n 
would be to establish preliminary contact and lay the groundwork f9r a 
future delegation of QUr leading officers to travel to Moscow to engage 
in fuller discussions. · 

We look forward· to your consideration of the. views set forth in 
this letter. 

With best wishes. 

()(\ 1·, 

~~· 
Leo Nevas, Chairman 

~espect·f~l~y ,)'9.ur.s, 

International Relations Commission 

LN/HIF/sm 
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Dear David: 

European Office 
4. rue de la Bienfaisance 
75008 Paris · 
Tel. 45.22.92.43 43.87.38.39 
Nives E. Foit 
European Representative 

Ma.rch 19, 1986 

Just had a call from Francis Rosenstiel, brief but sweet: 
very pleased that our little project for Oreja/AJC meet­
ing worked so well. 

-Oreja enjoyed th e eveni~g thoroughly, very much liked 
AJC 's informal, frank and direct style, combined with 
intelligence and pertinence. App&rently it was a new 
experience and he was quite taken with it. The mark re­
ceived is nExcellent!" I hope it will l!lake up for the 
hard work you and everyone put i~ 'to make the dinner a 

.success. 

Now is the time to see what we might want from the Council 
of Europe. I understand Howard Friedman might still make 
a stopover this week, and if so it will . k_eep up the good 
memory . 

In any case, Francia and I tJi 11 be in :touch and I am sure 
we can, more than ever now, count. on h:f.s help an'd advice. 

With very best regard~, 

Yours, 

cc: Ma 1·c T.an'enbaum. Nives Fox 

Honorary Chair, · 
National Eucuttve Coonctl M ~ 

r David Harris Executive Vice·PrnidenlS Emeriti . • 

John Slawson . 
Bertram H. Gold 

At:lerican Jewish Committee 
165 . East . 56 . St~eet 
New York, .N.Y • . 10022 
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March ·19, 1986 

Dear Friend: 

Institute of Human Relations 
165 East 56 Street 
New York, New York 10022 
212 751-4000 

The recent exodus of thousands of Ethiopian Jews from their ancient 
homeland to the .Promised Land was or.e of the most moving and heroic 
sagas of our time. But ·just as the original Exodus was but the begin­
ning of a people's struggle to survive , so was this one. As this cour­
ageous and unique community strives to build .a new life for itself in 
Israel -- where both the culture and the very practice of Judaism differ 
strikingly from what the Ethiopians knew before -- we must inevitably 
be concerned about the group's future. 

Thus we are very pleased to invite you to hear Israel's only ordained 
rabbi from Ethiopia -~ Rav Yosef Hadani, the religious leader of the 
Ethiopian Jews in Israel -- at a press luncheon on Tuesday, April 1, 
12 noon, at American ·Jewish Committee headquarters, 165 East 56th Street. 

At our luncheon, sponsored jointly by A.JC and the North American Conference 
on Ethiopian· Jewry, ~v Hadani will deal with such issues as : 

* can these deeply religious Jews -- whose Judaisu is based liter­
ally on the Torah, and who had no previous knowledge of the cen­
turies of rabbinical teachings that make up normative Judaism -­
become an integral part of Israel and of modern Jewry while still 
pres·erving their own rich heritage? 

• Now that most of those who arrived during "Operation Moses" are 
leaving absorption centers and entering ordinary communities, how 
are they faring? 

• Because thousands of people were physically unable to cross the 
mountains out of Ethiopia, Israel's Ethiopian community has a 
disproportionate nismber of males, teenagers, one-parent families , 
and "orphans." · What special· problems face such. a demographically 
abnormal community -- and what about the anguish they feel for · 
those they left behind? 

Rav Hadani will also talk about the yeshiva he hopes to establish in 
Israel, a school .that will teach both normative Judaism and the Ethiopian 
traditions, and be will answer all your questions about this 2,500-year~ 
old community that we all feel strongly must not be lost. 

We look forward to seeing you on April 1s t. 

,,,.· 
',,, .. :.f ~'.t1 

Barbara Ribakove 
Executive Director, NACOEJ 

BR/MY:ir 
86-960-D-5 

Cordially,, 

~~··" ~ 4 
Morton Yarmon · 
Director of Public Relations 
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P099 Six March 26, 1986 St. Louis Jewish Light 

Editoriafs 
P~pal Synagogue Visit 

The Jewish community of Rome, u well 
as Jewish community leaders in Israel and 
throughout the world. have welcomed the 
Vatican's announcement that Pope John 
Paw Il will visit Rome's main synagogue. 
oen month. . 

Church officials have descnDed the 
planned papal synagogue visit as an biS­
toric step intended to improve Roman 
Catholic-Jewish relations. According to 
church scholars, Pope John Paul Il would 

. be the first pontiff since St Peter, regan:led 
as the first~. to visit a synagogue during 
his reign. . · · . 

The papal visit to the main synagogue of 
Rome is indeed a welcome gestu,re, and it is 
consistent With the record of Pope John 
Paul n. who has shown great sensitivity to 
t,he Catholic-Jewish issue throughout his 
clerical career. As a priest, bishop and car-· 
dinal in Cracow, Poland, John Paul used 
:his good offices to make· sure that the reli­
gious needs of the small I ewish remnant in 
that city were taken care of. 

During the . papal Visit to his native 
Poland, John Paul insisted upon a visit to 
the site' of the infamous Auschwitz death 
~p. where the Nazis murdered four 
ailllion people - most of them Jews - be­

. tween 1941-45. And on his visit to various 
communities around the world, John Paul 
bas pointedly sought meetinp with Jewish 
leaders. 

The foundation for improved Roman 
Catholic-Jewish relations was established 
at the Second Vatican Council in 1962, 
which approved a document deploring ;µiti­
Sernilism and stating that there should be 
no collective guilt for the Jews of his day or 
since in connection with the death of 
Jesus. 

All of Pope John Paul's gestures toward 

• I 

improved Catholic-Jewish relations have 
been welcome, including his plans to visit 
~e synagogue. But Rabbi ..Marc Tanen- · 

the · tional affairs Clii'eCtOr Of 
· an Jewish omnunee, s& .a 

while "normally we wo ave reJ01ced 
that this happened. .. the mood in the Jewish 
community is very mixed and filled.. with 
some anxiety." 

Rabbi Tanenbaum points out that in two 
recent homilies, the pope made references 
to Jews which states that the "new Israel" 
of Christianity .. assumes and surmounts 
the former." In another homily, the pope 

. said that the 0 prornised land of Abrah$lll 
became for many· generations the country 
of the people of the Old Covenant )'et, the 
God of the Covenant does not contain His · 
promise in any single terrestrial country." 
The latter reference appears to demean the 
link of the Jewish people to the Land of 
Israel. 

Indeed the source of greatest friction b&­
tween. the Vatican and the Jewish people, in 
addition to remnants of anti-Jewish sen­

·timents among elements of the churcQ. is 
the refusal with the State of Israel Ap­
parently this refusal is based on a combina­
tion of religious prejudice against the Jew­
ish claim to the Land of Israel as well as a 
political fear of antagonizing the Arab 
states. · 

And so, while we welcome the pope' s 
visit to the synagogue, and his exemplary 
personal record of fostering good Catholic­
Jewish relations, we hope that he will r~ 
frain in the future from divisive language of 
the kind cited by Rabbi Tanenbaum. And 
to truly deepen the relationship between the 
two faiths, we hope he will establish full 
diplomatic ties between the Holy See and 
the' Holy Land. 
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To: 

From: 

Subj: 

The Amerie<an Jewish 
_____ .committee 

Marc Tanenbaum 

Ni ves Fox 

European Office 
4, rue de la Bienfaisance 
75008.Paris 
Tel. 45.22.92.43 43.87.38.39 
llli11os E. Fo:t 
European Representative 

March .26, 1986 

Meeting to discuss Auschwitz Carmel and Possible 
Jewish Action for its Remoya l Paris~ March 23, 1986 

In v~e~.of i~Greasing awareness and opposition by Jewish cam­
munities in Europe ~~ to the establishment of a 
Carmelite Convent in Auschwitz ~nd its implications, Me. 
Theo Klein, President of the ·Representative Council of Jewish 
Institutions ~n France (CRIF) 9eeide& ~held . a meeting on 
th~ subject, with ihe participation of the · Rabbin~t~, commu­
nity le~ders, deportees organization - representativ~a. Given 
the ~erio~sness of the problem and concern .of Je~~ everywhere, 
he .asked for the . participation of American Jewish bodies as 
'="ell. 

Pres~nt ' at the gathering were the Chief Rabb~ of France, Rene 
Samuel Si .rat; Mr. Sneck, of the . Belgi.an Consistory; Markus 
Pardes, Pt. of the CCOJB (Council of Jewish Organizations in 
Belgium); David Susskind, of the Laic Community Center of · 
Brussels (publish~rs of 'Regards), Ady ·Steg, Pt. of the Alliance 
Israelite Universelle; Serge Czweigenbaum, qf th e WJC France; 
Jacques Kupfer, member of CRtF Executive; CRIF Director 
Jacqueline Keller; - CRIF Deputj Director and Public Relations 
Sab~ne Rojtman; ·representing deportees and resistance groups 
were Henri Bulawko . and ··Mr. Pudlo, for Serge Klarsfeld; f~r 
AJC, David Gor~is, Marc Taienbaum and Nives · Fox. 

The Belgian grou~, just ba~k from a visit to Auschwitz and a 
mee ting with Cratow's Cardinal Macharski and Cult Minister 
Mr. Lopatka, opened_ the ' ~~~cussion. 

ExccuwaVice-PresidentsEmoritiMr. Pardes stated that it had l:ieen the Belgians (funds for the 
JohnSlltwson Carmel were raised in that country·) who alerted Je,~ish commu-. 
BertramH.Gold nities to this· serious _problem·, and 4e was glad to · see that· 

the Fr en ch and Europe an" communities · we re takin.g action as w~ 11 
as the WJC and other US bodies. It was almost by happenstance 
that the community learn~d about th.e Convent from an article 
in-Le Soir, which rev~aled how $46 millibn dollars.were taided 
by_ Help for the. Church in. Distre·s.s,_ ··an organization with a 

' .~ 
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bi-mon~hl1 of the same name run by Father Werenfried von Straaten 
and the slogan "your _-gift to the Pope: a Convent in Auschwitz." 
The affair began in 1984, coming to light almost a year later, 
by which time eight nuns already were established in a rundown 
building · on the outer edge of the camp, ~lated to be a theater 
before the war and used by the Germans as the lethal gas warehouse 
for the camp. 

A journalist from the magazine Re1ar~s visited the site and also 
met with Cardinal Macharski, who declared he was ready to talk to a 
Jewish delegatio~ from Belgium. With the accord of Jew~sh leader­
ship in Belgium and the WJC, therefore, the above-mentioned delega­
tion took up the invitation and went to Poland. 

Throughout an impressive three hours they spent with the Cardinal 
he remained courteous but firm, taking full responsibility for the 
establishment of the Convent." Because Auschwi t z is important and 
because it was essential that the Bisho~ 05 Craco~ fake this 
responsibility -- his duty, in fact! --l~orey~ ~gu1au~~nia¥olerable 
that only the Polish government do. this and turn the place into a 
museum. Why then had be not cons~lted Jews, since Auschwitz was 
a major symbol of their suffering? or act through Christian/Jewish 
Associations so that Jewish opinion might be taken into account? 
asked the deleg~tion, also expressing doubt about the sincerity of 

· such action in view of this silence . 

The qu~s tion in no way bothered Cardinal Macharski, nor the decla­
ration by the Jewish g roup that Jewish communities everywhere would 
oppose . the pro]ect unt il a sblut~on was found to put the Convent 
elsewhere . "Why did you come so . late? he asked, there was a 
Pastoral letter on this in 1984; and added that he was taking a long­
term .view . 

When the delegation met with the Minister of Cult to express oppo­
sition to the plan , saying that Jews wi ll not accept the Carmel 
and expressing surprise that a Communist government would agree 1, 

to this religious manifestation , the reply was "We are sovereign ... 
Members of the delegation wonde r if a bargain of sorts was struck 
between the Church and the government. 

Contacts with Belgian churchmen brought a "it's not us" reply, and 
an attitude of neither support nor inter~ention. Par4es spoke of 
greater understanding, support and preoccupied attitude on the 
part of the French Catholic hierarchy on this problem. He said 
that an appointfuent wis requested with Cardinal Willebrands, to 
which there had not been a reply as yet, only information from 
Ms . Zevi (Pt. of the Italian Jewish Community) that the Cardinal 
wa• ready to meet w~th the Belg~an group~ The Belgian community 
also had a sense that not all Jewish organizations viewed the 
establishme~t of the Convent in Auschwitz as a serious matter. 
The International Committee on Auschwitz, they had learned, mini­
mizes the event and is not averse to including suffering of other 
Auschwitz victims in this 'on behalf of all' round the clock 
prayer plan . 

I ... 
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Chief Rabbi · Sirat spoke of the Decem~er 1985 declaration by the 
Pope to pilgrims .containing accusations of deicide, the subsequent 
Vatican emba~assment and apology. As for the Convent, he informed 
the meetini that France's Consistory President Jean Paul Elkann 
sent a telegram to Cardinal Willebrands on February 28, protesting 
the Carmel. In a reply of March 3, the Cardinal wrote that the 
Convent -- and he . specified that it had not been especially 
built for the purpose and had a parallel in Dachau -- had been 

· active for a year and a half. He also sent Cardinal Macharski'~ 
declaration on the Carmel, in Italian, suggesting a meeting with 
Macharski and adding that others had met with him with positive 
results. 

The Chief Rabbi said that a letter signed by five chief rabbis 
-- Sir ImmanueY Jakobowitz of Great Britain, Max Warschawski of 
Strasbourg , Mo·ses Rosen of Romania, Mordechai Piron of Zurich 
and himself -- was sent to Pope John Paul II expressing the 
sense of offense and pain experienced by Jews in h~ving Auschwitz, 
the synonym of the holocaust, became a Catholic place of pilgrimage, 
dedicated to the religion practiced by the majority of Nazi exe­
cutioners. "This · sanctification of e.arth that was profanated and 
cursed is unacceptable," wrote the five ehief Rabbis. The ·docu­
ment also asked that the Church give evidence of its amity, not 
empty words. Chief Rabbi Sirat talked about the matter with 
Cardinal Etchega ray and 'asked - him to intervene with the Pope. 
Etchegaray's response was that he dtd not know much about the issue. 
Rabbi Si rat is pessimistic about results: after 40 years o.f good­
will between the Vatican and the Jews t he situation now is chang­
ing. He compa red the current reli gious backtracking and the Carmel 
situation to Faurisson's ~evi~ionist efforts. 

Sirat's suggest ions were that Jewish communities go in large re­
presentative numbers to Auschwitz this coming September, on the 
occasion of the Jewish Holy days; contact with the Soviet Union, 
for many Soviets did not die as Soviets in Auschwitz, but as 
Jews; contact with Christian/Jewish Friendshi~ groups, a possible 
visit to the Pope by a group . of rabbis. 

Serge Czweigenbaum of the WJC reviewed his organization's "all 
directional" initiatives: letters to the Vatican declaring the 
convent decision . inacceptable. Describing the po l itical conjunction 
between the Polish government ·and the Church as unfavorable at present 
he spoke of the effort to efface the specificity of Jewish suf~ering 
in Auschwitz as · it_ considered Jews only as persecuted Poles; the 
problems of visits to the Jewish Pavillon in the ca~p, closed un-
less the authorities were warned in ' advance about important visits 
or unless stubborn persistance is shown by determined Jewish 
tourists; revisiopist history and emphasis on the view that Jews 
were no ·t" the only ones . to perish; that in · any case the Carmel was 
in Auschwitz and ~ews died in Birkenau . 

Reading the recent Orientations shows that the Vatican position 
also is in retreat from Nostra Aetate; and the Pope 's several homelies 
indicate a .return to past Church attitudes. Accord.ing to Czweigenbaum 
th e ·de c i s i on ab o u t th e co n.v en t was the w i 11 o f the P op e , as was th e · 

I . . . 
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decision about Maximilian Kolbe. Thus, Jewish displeasure was 
coming up against the highest level in t~e Vatican. IJCIC, set 
up for dialogue with the Church, can intervene with the Vatican; 
and WJC can. also intervene with the Polish government which 
agreed to the establishment of thi.Carmel. Edgar Bronfman saw 
both Jaruzelski and Lopatka to protest about the convent. The 
first replied that he ·q.id not agree about it and himself was a 
victim of the Episcopate on this score, suggesting an intervention 
with Cardinal Macharski and the Vatican. Bronfman also wrote to 
J~ruzelski to ask that h~ annul the government decision on the 
Con~ent in Auschwitz~ Possible leverag~ with the Poles could be 
applied in the U.S., through Polish need "for MFN. Cardinal Willebrands 
received Dr. Riegner of the WJC some 10 days before and also suggest­
ed pressures from the US. Were it in his power, he said, he would 
~hange the decision; but it is in the hands of the Polish Episcopate. 
However, he promised to go to Poland and speak with Cardinal Macharski. 

Prof. Steg menti~ned the danger of adding Catholits as enemies (a 
prbblem raised dur~ng lunch with AJC leaders) to already numerous 
anti-Jewish elements. But he t~o spoke in anger about · the recent 
changes in Catholic attitudes·, the efforts to banalize Jewish suf­
fering with comparisons .to that of others, - the repeated glorifica­
tion of Edith Stein, a converted Jew. He viewed Jewish/Catholic 
relations as being- close to a breaking point, in spite of the com­
fdrt of a few true · Catholic friends. He favored a cautious approach 
on the matter of Jews joining forces with Gypsies (vedi declaration 
of Rom opposition to the Convent early this March); but personally 
was against it. 

Marc Tanenbaum said he shared · the o~trage and resentment expressed 
by everyone at the meeting ·about turning Auschwitz in to a "Ca tho lie 
~xperience," .agreeing that the language used by the leaders of 
Aid to the Church in Distress was indeed obscene, scandalous and 
offensive . ·His points were: _ 1) Reversal of the Carmel decision 
is essential , but this should be done without creating additional 
problems. The Polisb government does not want to alienate the 
Jewish comm~nity now, especially in the US, because of MFN nego­
tiations. Projecting what might happen if US banks were to call 
in their loans, he predicted that the Fblish government would then 
fall and the Soviets would have to help. But Poles in the US are 
eager to be on good terms .with the Jewish community, and AJC will 
intervene with the Polish Embassy to point out the need for a 
change in the Carmel situation as fundamental to good relations 
with Jews. 2) Philadelphia's Cardinal Kroll, designated by 
President Rea~an to _ organized US food aid to Poland, could also 
be a key for pressure.on Poland; though the ~ossibility of a 
Willebrands-Macharski meeting was more important. 3) While all 
must register. criticism of what is taking place in Auschwitz, 
the occasion should be used to educate people about what the site 
means to Jews .. One way to do this was organizing an international 
seminar on the meaning of Auschwitz, its singularity and uniqueness, 
with top intellectuals, academics, rabbis? etc., not as a conflict 
situation but with empha~is on education. He concluded by saying 
that what we see today as Catholic triumphalism to convert Auschwitz 
into a Catholic image> to evangelize it, should not be allowed to 
put us on the defensive; while an ~nitiative like the seminar 
would put the Cathol~cs _ in this position. 

I ... 
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Prof. Steg then suggested that a text could be ~repared for such 
a seminar by · personalities like Elie ~iesel, Emanuel Levinas, 
Claude Lanzman. · 

Henri Bulawko, a writer, journalis~who is associated with WJC 
but ·represented Jewish resistance ancl deportee groups at the 
meeting, felt that the problem of the Carmel was but ·the culmina­
tio~ of a gradual 40 years old . effort to de-Judaize Auschwitz. 
He bitte~ly reminded those at the table that often Jewish organi­
zation . positions have been "we must care for th.ose who are alive 
and not the dea·d. '' . He did not believe international mass mani­
festations would help much; but thou ght an international delega­
tion to the .Vatican ot Poland or ~oth could be useful. Pilgrimages 
to Poland by youth groups might help spread the purpose of Jewish 
protest against the Carmel, and these could take place on the 
Warsaw . Ghetto anniversary this April 17 or on other commemorative 
occasions. He also favored a roundtable of Christians with de­
portees and other Jews, who would go to such meetings well armed 
with documentation . 

Pa~la Bo renst eip (Public Relations AJDC) declared she was present 
as an individual and not for her organization. She had just been 
in Auschwit~ days before (March 13) with a Dallas Young Leadership 
delegation . While there she learned that the Jewish stone slab 
(among the many, each . representing a nationality of people who 
died in Auschwitz) had been hamme~ed ~o bits. The person respons­
~ble for the deed had been arrested: a 36 year bld man, said to 
be a priest or ·a semina r ist working in a monestary, who claimed 

"he had done it because he had been mistreated by ~e·ws during the 
war. Described as mentally deranged, it is certain that the man 
is incapable of relating his age to WWII dates. The delegation 
looked fo r b4~ could not find the Carme l . It was told by a Polish 
ministry repre~entative that the. convent does not exist as yet. 
In a burst of emotion she called upon' Jews and Jewish organizations 
to do some thin g: the world did not change, J ews did, we are not 
doing enough to educate the younge r gen~r at i on, to maintain our 
memorials . 

As various degrees of emotion took hold of the gathering, Sabine 
Rojtman outlined possibilities for mmbilizing media, intellectuals 
and students to carry out large manifestations. Small actions, 
she contended, got lost in the turbulence of other world events. 
A large coordinated Jewish world action would have impact. It 
would be a challenge for th~ Church, which could then either re­
vert the Carmel . decision or reveal its position once and for all. 

Mr. Kupfner reinfo~ced this with a call to dramatize the problem, 
bring it to the street, mobilize Jews, have press conferences 
with Rabbis, community leaders, in Auschwitz itself and elsewhere, 
pointing up this agg~ession against Jews living and dead; organ­
ize watches at the Polish Emb~ssy, in front of Jewish memorial 
monuments, in Rome · itself, at the Rome synagogue when the Pope 
visits there this April 13. 

I ... 
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Jacqueline Keller expressed doubts about the success of any large 
manifestation in Pol~nd. 

Mr. Susskind informed the meeting that 150 Belgian Jews intended 
to go to Poland soon . 

Focusing the meeting on the need for an immediate decision con­
cerning the Pope's visit to the Rome ~ynagogue, Me. Klein said he 
had bee~ in touch with Tullia Zevi, President of the Jewish Commu­
nity in Italy, who informed him that she had asked Chief Rabbi 
Toaff -- who will be welcoming the Pope at the synagog~e -- tq 
speak p~blicly about the convent and th~ establishment of diplomat­
ic relations with Is~~el. The questi6n also had been raised on 
whether an international delegation xixw be present at the synagogue 
to show Jewish concern • . Mrs. Zevi was waitiig for a reply about this 
following the meeting . Me. Klein asked Prof. Steg to form •working 
group to follow the matter of the Auschwitz Carmel an4, as a first 
step,prepare a declaration on the Jewish position. 

David Gordis summarized the situation as follows: A choice .had to 
be made for the Jewish response. There were no differences in the 
appreciation and analysis of the two present problems, the matter 
of Auschwitz and relations with the Church . One is confronted 
either by a general, irreversible deterioration of the relation­
ship or this problem can be reversed, with the Auschwitz matter 
remaining a limited symptom. Our reaction must go beyond this to 
fi·nd an appropriate way. Group manifes cations are one dimension, 
but we must decide what we ~ant and ho~ to get there in the most 
effective way. One way is to use Jewish contacts with the Church, 
the Polish and German gov~rnments, to be approached on an individual 
basis or through allianc~s. Responding to the Pope's planned visit 
and international Jewish presence at the synagogue , he felt that 
such participation was possible, but one neede~ to know the Vatican's 
intentions first. ~ for just ceremony did not warr'ant it. If the 

· V~tican was willing to deal with the problem he would agree to Jewish 
international .presence . 

Marc Tanenbaum further clarified the position by outlining scenario 
possibilities with regard to the Pope 's synagogue visit. One was 
ihat the pattern . of John Paul .II responses ~o IJCIC and ' AJC will 
be repeated: God did not reject the Jews, a condemnation of anti­
semitism as evil, nothing on ~elations with Israel but we are all 
brothers. He personally tho~ght this will happen, and the subject 
of the Carmel avoided . The occasion, however, could also be used 
as a confrontation, to say all the agreeableness hardly fits the 
series of homilies the Pope has . made expressing exactly the opposite: 
Jews ·are a deicide people, Christ 'brought salvation and the true 
Israel, etc. Consequences of such a confrontation will be that n-0 
Cardinal or Bishop will remain on the Jewish side -- the choice 
between 14 million Jews and the Pope will be only too easy. He 
therefore pleaded that dramatic public demo~strations are an 
alternative whose consequen~es must be very caref9lly weighed 
and perhaps a last resort action. 

I . .. 
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The meeting ended with Me. Klein saying that the wotk_ing group 
just estab. lish~d .would determ.ine. wha·t could be sati•sfying positions 
to take: ·Mrs. Zevi would be told that unless there were assurances 
that something substantive ~ould . be said by Pop~ John Paul II 
during his visit to the syn~go~ue th~re was no interest in a re-

. presen~ative international p resence on that day. 
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THE tn:LLIAM PETSCHEK NATIONAL. JUtISH FAMILY CENTER 

E. Robert Coodkind, Chainnan Yehuda Rosenman, Director 

The William Petschek National Jewish Family Center was created 
by .the American Jewish Committee in 1979 as an expression of its 
convnitment to the family as the indispensabl~ social institution. 
for maintaining and enhancing Jewish identity, communal stabili­
ty and human fulfillment. Its goal is to proR10te research on 
family problems, help clarify family values and stlftllate the 
development of ~nnovative programs to help meet t~e needs o~ 
pare.nts, would-be parents and their ch·Udren. It also strives 
to encourage an awareness and responsiveness to those needs .in 
the Jewish and general communities. · 

.... 

.. . 



,; 

FOR THE JEWISH FAMILY 

Goals, Programs, Accomplishments 1979-1986 

The goals, programs and accomplishments o.f t~e William Petschek 
National Jewish Family Center should .be examined within the context of 
recent trends in American society . Beginning in the late 1960s and 
continuing through the 1970s, concern mounted over the state of the 
American famih•· While not everyone ag-reed with the noted sociolog.ist 
Urie Bronfenbrenner th·at "the American family is fa.Hing apart," there 
was a widespread consensus that significant shifts in attitudes and 
behavior were affecting the family. · 

Evidence abounded· to substantiate thfs perception. Illegitimacy 
increased, as did teenage criminality, drug abuse, alcoholism and 
suicide. Divorces multiplied faster than marriages, more young people 
stayed single longer, and couples had ~ewer children. Largely as a 
result of high divorce rates, the percentage of children living with 
only one parent rose dramatically, and even many children living with· 
two parents were actually part of "bl~nded famjlies," the result of 
previous divorces by one or both parents. · : 

The t970s also witnessed a sharp increase in the number of working 
mothers. Impelled both by economic considerations and career aspira-

. tions, most of them were working full-time. Who was minding the 
children? In two-parent families, despite much optimism about fathers 
sharing child-rearing respons_ibili ties, reality· lagged behind the 
rheto:ric. Such families, ·as well as the growing m.onber of single 
parents, bemoaned the lack of adequate child-care facilities, while 
others wondered whether even the best day-care center could substitute 
for parental involvement. 

Jewish families enjoyed no . immunity from these trends. Indeed, 
certain of the new tendencies -- such as later marriages and fewer 
children -- were more pronounced 1n the Jewi~h conununity than in the 
general society. Responding to .concern about the future of the Jewish 
family, the American Jewish Committee's Department of Jewish Convnunal 
Affairs began addressing the issue in the early 1970s. By 1976 interest 
had reached such a high level that the Department, under the chairman­
ship of E. Robert; Goodkind and the directorship of Yehuda Rosenman, 
announced a three-year program of literature review and data gathering 
to determine the needs of Jewish families and how AJC might address 
those -needs •. 
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This process culminated in the creation of a Task Force on Jewish 
Family Policy consisting of academics, Jewish communal professionals, 
and AJC staff members. This Task Force issued a report in 1979 entitled 
Sustaining the Jewish Family which recommended that "issues related to 
Jewish family life, quantitatively and qualitatively, be given top 
priority on the communal agenda~ .•• The object is to help create a 
climate in which raising a family will not be an overly difficult 
option, and, more generally, to engender a richer Jewish family life." 
To help realize this goal, the Task Force proposed a National Jewish 
Family Center which would "conduct and sponsor research and disseminate 
information ••• serve as an instrumentality for formulating poiicies and 
program proposals, as well as ·for training lay and professional leaders 
in matters related to Jewish family life." .In October 1979, AJC's 
National Executive Council, meeting in San Francisco, endorsed the Task 
Force report and authorized the creation of a National Jewish Family 
Center. 

Under the professional leadership of Yehuda Rosenman and the lay 
leadership of E. Robert Goodklnd, Howard Gilbert and others, the Center 
took shape. New staff was hired. Outside sources of funding were 
secured. Two distinguished panels were organized to assist the Center. 
One, the Advisory Board, consists of Jewish leaders from around the 
country and functions · as a bridge to the wider Jedsh community, both 
informing th& Center of new trends and needs, and interpreting the 
Center's work to others. A second body, the Professional Advlsory 
Committee, is made up of individuals who are professionally involved, in 
one way or another, with issues of concern to the family. This group 
helps the Center with ideas for research and prograrmiing, ensuring . that 
the highest .professional standards are mairit:ained. 

Since its founding in 1979, the Family Center has commissioned 
research, issued reports, held conferences and conducted pilot demon­
stration projects dealing with a wide variety of family issues. The 
ultimate intent of t~ese programs has been to affect· the policies of the 
functi.onal Jewish agencies by pinpointing new trends in family 11 fe and 
by helping devise new strategies to strengthen Jewish families. 

Intermarriage 

No phenomenon has shaken Jewish communal self-confidence over the 
last two .decades so ~uch as the rising intermarriage rate, which ls 
estim~ted now to hover between 30 and 40 percent. Jews have had 
difficulty coming to grips with the proliferation of intermarrlage,"and 
reactions have ranged from a search · for ways to deter it, on the one 
hand; to assertions of its inevitability, on the other. As more and 
more families are affected, there is considerable perplexity about · how 
the community should relate to intermarried couples and their children. 

The Family Center has tried to avoid emotionalism and concentrate 
on objective research. Its first, pathbr~aking report was .Intermarriage 
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and the ~ewish Future, published in 1979, which pr.ovided the first clear 
picture of the attitudes and religious behavior of the intermarried. 
Based on a national sample of 446 couples, the study found that, indeed, 
intermarriage did dilute Jewish identity • . Yet, in those cases where the 
non-Jewish spouse converted to Judaism, the average level of Jewish 
observance and Jewish commitment was markedly higher than in inter­
marriages without conversion. 

This finding was confirmed in a foilow-up ·survey, Children of 
Intermarriage (1983), which looked at the Jewishness of the offspring of 
the original sample. It turned out that the children of conversionary 
marriages tended to be considerably more "Jewish" than the others. And 
yet even among the former, there was a noticeab_le gap between involve­
ment in Jewish religion, which approximated that found in endogamous 
Jewish marriages, and appreciation of Jewish peoplehood, which was very 
low. 

These two studies have clear programmatic implications for ' the 
Jewish community. They indicate that the decision to intermarry does not 
automatically signify a desire to sever all Jewish ties. Furthermore, 
since conversion of the non-Jewish spouse increases the likelihood of a 
Jewish f am Uy connectio·n, efforts should be made to accomplish the 
conversion, either before or after the marriage. Also, conversion 
programs must place greater stress on Jewish peoplehood, including the 
significance of Israel, so the convert does not develop the miscon­
ception that Judaism ls simply a religion with no ethnic component. 

These practical suggestions have made ~n impact. The Family 
Center'.s studies on intermarriage are cited widely as standard works on· 
the subject. They have contributed to a ciimate of opinion in which it 
is now rare for a rabbi or other Jewish professional to simply write off 
intermarriers as lost to the Jewish community: all the denominations, 
even the Orthodox, recognize that keeping open lines of communication 
with the intermarried may eventually lead the family toward a Jewish 
affiliation. The importance of conversion in maximizing the Jewishness 
of the children has ~een widely acknowledged most noticeably in the 
outreach program of the Reform movement 1 s Union of American Hebrew 
Congregations and in the group sessions for intermarrieds conducted by 
Jewish community centers and Jewish family service agencies. 

The proliferation of programs for the intermarried has In turn · 
stimulated the Family Center to further activity. The Center commis­
sioned and published a detailed guide to conducting sensitivity groups 
for the intermarried, entitled. Working with the Intermarried (1985), 
that has been widely used. The Center conducted an all-day seminar on 
Outreach Programs to Intermarried Couples, which enabled professionals 
involved in this kind of work to share information about new program 
ideas, and participated in a two-day conference on outreach together 
with the Con·servative, Reform and Reconstructlonist national organiza­
tions. Through AJC chapters, the Family Center has directly stimulated 
the formation of discussion groups for the intermarried in Washington, 
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D.C., and for Jewish professionals who ~ork with the intermarried, in 
Pittspurgh. 

The Family Center is about to release a third .scholarly study on 
intermarriage, which focuses on the dynamics ~f conversion. The 
findings are highly relevant for Jewish agencies and synagogues, si~ce 
they show that the attitude of the ~ewish partner toward Judaism is the 
prim.e variable that determines whether the non-Jew will convert. This 
implies that outreach programs to intermarried families should target 
both partners. 

Divorce and Single-Parent Families 

. While Jewish divorce rates are still below the general 'American 
rates, the fact remains that Jewish divorce, which used to be rare, is 
now increasingly common. And although most divorced individual~ do 
remarry, large numbers of children spend some time growing up in 
single-parent families. This has created new challenges for synagogues, 
Jewish schools and family service agencies which must provide aid and 
direction to many of these families. Since the Jewish religion is .so 
family-centered, divorce, which· disrupts the family,, presents special 
problems for Jews. 

The very first publication issued by the Family Center was Singie­
Parent Families: A Challenge to the Jewish Community (1980), which 
surveyed the impact of the rising divorce rate and, while upholding the 
two-parent family as the desired norm, urged the community to develop 
programs for single parents and their child~en, including helping single 
parents find new partners. 

The next year, Divorce and the Jewish Child appeared. The ·author, 
an experienced child psychologist, conducted in-depth interviews with 
divorced Jews and their adolescent children to get at the effect of 
marital breakup on the child's Jewish identity. He found that children 
react to divorce in a variety of ways. As the family structure crum­
bles, some youngsters become estranged from religion, while others, 
seeking something to hold on to, come closer to it. · 

The Family Center then published two research studies that delved 
further into the Jewish communal implications of divorce. The first, 
The ~ewl~h Community and Children of Divorce (1983), was based 6n 
interviews with rabbis, educators and social workers who deal with such 
children. Sadly, it found that most of these professionals and the 
ins ti tut ions they work ·for not ~>nly do not have special programs 
targeted to the needs of this population, but many do not ev~n know 
which of their members or clients come from divorced homes. A f ollow-u·p 
conference for service providers to these families bore out the"accuracy 
of . the findings, and the participants discussed ways to sensitiie 
a.gencies and synagogues to the special problems of the divorced and 
their children. 



~s-

A second study, The Divorced P~re.nt and the· Jewish Community 
( 1985), relied on interviews with 40 divorced couples and ,zeroed in on 
the causes and consequ~nces of divorce. Orthodox couples in the sample 
.divorced for concrete reasons such as abuse and financial problems, 
whereas many of the others divorced for less tangible, "lifestyle" 
reasons. While religious issues did not precipitate these d~vorces, 
quite often religious conflict developed once the relationships began to 
sour. Interestingly, none of the custodial parents in the survey 
le~sened his or her Jewish involvements in the wake of the divorce, and 
some actually strengthened them. The positive impact of caring, 
charismatic rabbis on some of the families is evident. 

The programmatic implications of the Family Cent:er's work in this 
area are clear. The Jewish community is so strongly geared to married 
couples with children that it neglects and shuts out those who do not 
fit the mold . The needs of divorced and single-parent families must be 
recognized: since they feel uncomfortable at events attended primarily 
by two-parent families, they need programs suiting their own needs where 
they would feel at home. Rabbinical students should be trained to deal 
with this population, and, since such families are often financially 
hard7pressed' they should benefit from reduced rates' for synagogue 
membership, school tuition, and other Jewish activities. Efforts are 
needed to enable single parents to socialize and remarry. The admirable 
decision o,f a few synagogues to hire full•time .social workers to deal 
with such families should be .emulated by others. 

Partiy due tq the attention the Family Center has given to the 
issue, such steps are being taken ,i .n a number of communities. Neverthe­
less, the problems of single-parent f am·ilies are extensive, a_nd not 
easily solved. 

Young Jews 

Americans are waiting longer and lohger before they marry, and 
Jews, .for a variety of reasons, marry even later than non-Jews. This 
has ~reated a large subculture of young unmarried Jews. They are of 
great interest to the community, first, because their attitudes .and 
values are likely to shape the future of American Jewry, and, second, 
because of the concern that this group tends not to affiliate with or 
participate in organized Jewish life. 

The family Cent~r has studied three types of young Jews. Single 
and Je.wish ( 1985), based 'on information gleaned from con_versations with 
mature, _unaffiliated Jewish singles, points up ho't;Y far removed they are 
from Jewish life. American Jewish High School Students (1984) contains 
a wealth of information aoout Jewish teenagers' .aspirations, scholastic 
performance and values, and shows that, on the avera.ge, they are 

.noticeably more ambitious and achievement-oriented than their peers, but 
also less religious. 
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Jewish Campus Life (1984), the third study of young Jews, focused 
on college students. It revealed a curious dichotomy: even those 
students with strong Jewish backgrounds and commitments were thoroughly 
integrated into the universalistic ethos of the campus. While the great 
majority say that they want to marry Jews and establish Jewish homes, 
many would marry non-Jews if they "fell in love." 

In practical terms, these studies indicate a grave need to reach 
out to young Jews on the high school, college, and post-college levels. 
Many singles do not feel at home in the organized Jewish communal 
setting, whi~h is geared to family units. Alternative social networks 

. must therefore be created for them to stimulate Jewish aff iliat~.on and 
commitment. 

Intergenerational Connections 

The health of families depends, to a l~rge extent, on relations 
between the generations. The Family Center has done a lot to illuminate 
and enhance those relations within the Jewish community. 

The Center ~as commissioned a study of Jewish parenting patterns, 
part of a much .larger project on the ecology of family life. It is now 
being edited, and will soon be rele·ased. This research indicates that 
Jewish parents tend to spend more time with their children than non-Jews 
do, that the children enjoy more extensive contacts with larger social 
networks than their non-Jewish peers, and that Jews utilize day care 
more than others. Since this implies a residue of the traditional 
Jewish attitude toward family; its pragmatic implications would include 
a further strengthening of Jewish family vafues along with the provision 
of high-quality day care under Jewish auspices that would reinforce 
those values. 

The Family Center has also explored the interaction between 
grandchildren and gr·andparents. It cosponsored a major · scholarly 
conference on grandparenting in conjunction with the Catholic National 
Institute on the Family, and the papers delivered there have been 
published as a book. The Center also ran a conference of its own on 
gran·dparent.ing in the Jewish community, which attracted rabbis, social 
workers and other professionals who deal with the elderly. Among the 
suggestions that emerged for bringing the old and the young closer 
together were foster grandparenting programs, intergenerational housing, 
more visual portrayals of intergenerational interaction, and the 
establishment of a clearinghouse for information about -successful 
programs. so that they can be replicated by others. Stimulated by this 
conference, AJC's Detroit Chapter conve~ed a conference that focused on 
intergenerational housing. 

The Center has also run pilot demonstration projects aimed to show 
concretely how the generat_ions can draw together within a Jewish 

' 
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context. One was a retreat for single parents and their children, and 
another, cosponsored with AJC's Dallas Chapter, was a weekend for 
two-parent families with children. Reports of both these programs, 
which have been published and made available to other agencies . and the 
9eneral publicJ point up how Jewish practice and ritual can enhance 
intergenerational solidarity among Jews. Future plans include ~ repeat 
of the . Dallas retreat as well as a three-generational retreat in 
Detroit. 

Changing Roles of Men and Women 

Traditional stereotyped images of men and women have faded over the 
last generation. Increasingly, women have moved into the world of work, 
and many have moved up the career ladder in such fields as law, medicine 
and business. At the same time, some men have begun to rethink their 
roles, and have decided to spend less time working and more time 
fathering. But .these social changes ~ave also generated considerable 
confusion. Many men and women, caught between the old and the new, are 
unsure of what is expected of them. And since Jewish women tend to be 
more highly educated than other .women, and some are highly visible 
leaders of the f 'eininist movement, the Jewish community has be.en espe:.. 
clally affected by changing sex roles. 

As early as 1979 the Family Center conducted a consultation on The 
Response of Women's Organizations to the Changing Role of Women, which 
brought together leaders of Jewish, Christian, and non-sectarian women's 
organizations·. All agreed that careers for wome!' posed new challenges 
for voluntarism, and that there was a need to heighten the status of ­
volunteers, perhaps by yiewing unpaid service as preparation for a 
subsequ~nt career. · 

Three years later there was a conference on The Role of Women in 
Jewish Religious Life~ Since the synagogue has been a male bastion 
until our own generation, the presentations by female rabbis and cantors· 
about their experiences highlighted · th~ remarkable gains of women in the 
world of Jewish religion. There emerged from the conference a general . 
determination to press for full gender equality in this area, and the 
Family Center's subsequent supp,ort for the ordination of women at the 
Jewish Theological Seminary was another step toward this end. 

Greater opportunities for women outside the home have· also raised 
'tt!e problem of how women can balance family and career. The Family 
Center explored some· of the possibilities in Working and Mothering 
(1980), a study of 97 Jewish career women with large famllies, which was 
followed by a conference on the subject. It emerged that most such women 
are very happy about their careers, but they feel that society in 
general and the Jewish community in particular could do more to ease 
their burdens by providing high-quality day care, flextime arrangements, 
more part-time and shared jobs, and bet"ter career guidance programs. 
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The Center has also explored the other side of the coin in The 
Jewish Father Past and Present (1984). This pamphlet traced the role of 
Jewish fathers historically, and showed that the idea of a man being 
totally devoted to his career is Jewishly inauthentic. On the contrary, 
the father who is involved with his famiiy, an ideal which feminism now 
espouses, is actually close to the classical Jewish view. 

Jewish Family Values 

From the standpoint of the Family Center , strong families and 
traditional Jewish values are mutually reinforcing. Communal awareness 
of the family's centrality th.rough Jewish history and an understanding 
of how Jewish sources can be brought to bear on contemporary family 
issues will contribute to Jewish family solidarity. 

The Family Center has f oeused attention on the history of the 
Jewish family, holding an all-day conference at Queens College on' the 
subject, and publishing scholarly papers by noted historians on The 
Traditional Jewish Family in Historical Perspective (1983) and ChiICf:" 
hood, Marria e and the Famil in the Eastern Euro ean Jewish Enli hten­
ment 1983 • In this way the Center has attempted to educate American 
Jewry about how the Jewish family has changed through the ages while 
maintaining its special significance. 

The Family Center has tried to affect Jewish attitudes through a 
series of background papers applying Jewish tradition to current public 
questions relating to family. These · public~tions have attracted 
attention and stimulated controversy by showing that Judaism has a 
distinctive value system that does · not necessarily conform either to 
Christian views, on the one hand, or .modern secula·r attitudes, on the 
other·. Judaism discourages divorce, though allowing it when there is no 
alternative; it abho~s pornography while v~ewing sexuality itself as 
healthy and normal; it allows abortion, but only to protect the health 
of the mother; it applauds the use of genetic engineering techniques to 
heal sickness and cure infertility, but denies the relevance of "quality 
of life" criteria in making decisions about treatment. In addition to 
these papers, the Center has hosted luncheon forums on controversial 
issues such as the role of homosexuals in the Jewish community and the 
phenomenon of single mothers by choice. 

These initiatives have had an impact. The clearest example is 
occurring. in Philade.lphia, where the AJC chapter, disturbed by the 
rising tide of hedonism, has spoken out repe~tedly in favor of Jewish 
family v~lues, even r eaching out beyond the Jewish community to organize 
an interfaith .coalition of those concerned about values and the family. 

· Jewish ritual can also enhance family solidarity, as demonstrated 
in the Family Center's Shabbat Haggadah for Celebration and Study 
(1981). Giving step-by-step instructions for family Sabbath celebra­
tions, this highly popular publication ~nderlines the intimate link 
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between -family and Jewishness. A· supplement, specifically geareQ_ to 
children, will appear sho~tly. 

Jewish Population Growth 

There is concern, and, in some quarters, even alarm, about the 
small 'size of the average Jewish family. Even if the American Jewish 
community ls no~ in any danger of imminent disappearance, the low .birth­
rate may have unfortunate consequences in seve~al ways. A shrinking, or 
even a stable, Jewish population made up predominantly of older people 
may lose its vitality ~nd cultural creativity. Schools and youth 
centers may have .to shut down for lack of enough users. Since many 
adult Jews do not affiliate with the convnunity until they have children, 
many Jews will put off, or even neglect entirely, such affiliation. A 
general cultural climate in favor of population control, and the common 
assumption that children hamper social and economic mobility make it all 
the more difficult for American ·Jewry to face up to the problem of small 
families. 

In response,- the Family Center has launched an ambitious program to 
study how JewJsh families make decisions on family size, to determin~ 
how they differ in this respect from other Americans, and to advocate a 
public strategy encoura_glng more Jewish births. 

Two Family Center research projects will provide information on 
Jewish patterns of childbearing. One will compare the family formation 
of American Jews to that of non-Jews, based on data from the National 
Surveys of Family Growth. The other will be a series of interviews 
conducted in two cities that will elicit 'information ·on the decision-. 
making .process that leads some Jewish families · to have many children 
and others to have few. · 

In its advocacy role, the Family Center initiated and hosted a 
two-day Conference on Jewish Population Growth that elicited the cospon­
sorsnip of 30 other ma.jor Jewish organizations. Many representat!Ves of 
functional Jewish organizations attended, and the focus of the -program 
was on concrete ways of affecting family size. Among the recommenda­
ti'ons that emerged were: beefing up sociai supp'ort systems such as 

· Jewish day care so that women will not feel that an additional child 
must necessitate leaving the work force; a restructuring of fee~ for 
Je.wish communal part~cipation that would · ease the financial burden on 
large families; more forthrightness on the part of rabbis, Jewish social 
workers and other Jewish professionals about the value of children; more 
stress at all levels of Jewish education on the centrality of family; 
better use of the media to "market" the concept of larger families. 

· The Conference and · its recommendations received considerable 
publicity in the Jewish and the general media, and most of the Jewish 
leaders and their organizations responded positively. While the Family 
Center initiative on this matter undoubtedly influenced the climate of 
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Jewish opinion in favor pf ra1s1ng the . birthrate, there has as yet been 
no assessment of what impact, if any, its practical recommendations have 
made on communal policy. 

The Family Center also tackled the problem of small families from 
another angle. It produced a pamphlet on The Joys of Parenting (1985) 
in which five Jewish men and women of diff~rent lifestyles and different 
Jewlsh backgrounds describe the pluses and minuses of having and raising 
children. This publication, which has an overall pro-childbearing 
thrust, is specifically targeted to an audience of teenagers and young 
a9ul ts who will soon be ma.king decisions about family. Numerous rabbis, 
Hillel directors, and other Jewish professionals have requested multiple 
copies for use in their work of counseling young Jews; we thus know that 
this pamphlet is falling into the hands of the target population. 
Whether it will have the desired impact remains to be seen . 

The Media and the Family 

There is no consensus today on whether the media reflect social 
change or actually promote it. But there is a widely shared mood of 
discontent over how the media portray families. There is reason to 
believe that exposure to a steady diet of t,levision programs that 
ignore, or even dispar~ge, th~ traditional family has an effect on 
popular attitudes. The Family Center has striven to counter this trend 
by arousing public awareness of the problem and by making the television 
industry itself aware of the situation. 

The Family Cente.r first tried to oetermine just what mess~ges · 
television generates about family. A professional media analy~t was 
commissioned to study how prime-time network ~ituation comedies depict 
family life, anQ his research showed, not only that there were very few 
two-parent families with children featured on these shows, but that even 
the shows that deal~ with parent-child inte~action did so in such an 
unrealistic way that · they could hardly contribu·te tq strengthening 
family ties. Following release of these f~ndings, AJC personnel had 
meetings with executive~ of all three major n·etworks to make them aware 
of our concerns. 

Not content with simply criticizing television's performance, the 
Family Center also developed a positive strategy to encourage hlgh­
quality family programf!ling. It instituted a new AJC awar·d for outstand­
ing contributions to American family life, and presented the first award 
to The Cosby Show, in the hop·e that such public recognition would 
stimulate further efforts by the networks to portray positive family 
values. 

Enhancing Knowledge and Awareness of the. Jewish Family 

In aqdition to exploring all the .specific aspects · of family life 
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previously noted; the Family Center has also understood the need to 
enlarge, in a more general way, public understanding and appreciation of 
the Jewish family. 

Toward this end, the Center has published an annotated bibliography 
of the 100 most important items published on the Jewish family from 1970 
to 1982, which is a us~ful guide to the literature both for researchers 
and for the general · public. Also, since so many people .ire interested 
in comparing Jewish families with other American families, the Center 
published Are Jewish Families Different? ·( 1982), which · sums up our 
present state of knowledge on the subject. 

The most ambitious Family Center effort to ~aintain high public 
visibility for the Jewish family is its quarterly newsletter. It 
contains feature articles on major issues and trend·s in American family 
life and how they affect Jewish families, descriptions of Family Center 
activities and publications, and reviews· of new books on the family • . The 
newsletter has over 4,000 subscribers, . including rabbis, Jewish educa­
tors, social workers, academics, and non-Jewish family professionals. 
From the feedback the Center gets from rea~ers, it. is evident that the 
newsletter serves a u~eful purpose in keeping people who are involved 
with the f amlly up-t<?-date on chan·ging needs and attitudes; providing 
Jewish professionals with ideas for programs, and serving as. a resource 
for academics teaching courses on the family and the· Jewish community. 

86-750 
9609(JCAD-2) 
F ebruar·y 1986 

Prepared by Lawrence Grossman 
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PUBLICATIONS OF THE 
' 

WILLIAM PETSCHEK NATIONAL JEWISH FAMILY CENTER 

Quarterly 

The William Petschek National Jewish 
Family Center Newsletter 

1979 

Intermarriage and the Jewish Future 
Egon Mayer and Carl A. Sheingold 

Sustaining the Jewish Family 
A Task Force Report on Jewish Family Policy 

1980 

The Jewish Family Impact Questionnaire 

Single-Parent Famiiies 
A Challenge to the Jewish Community 
Chaim I. Waxman 

Working and Mothering 
A Study of 97 Jewish Career Women 
Linda Kuzmack and George Salomon 

1981 

Divorce and the Jewish Child 
Thomas J. Cottle 

A Shabbat Haggadah 
For Celebration and Study 
Michael Strassf eld 



• 

-13-

1982 

Are Jewish Families Different? 
Andrew J. Cherlin and Carin Celebuski 

1983 

Childhood, Harriage and .the Family 
~n the Eastern European Jewish Enlighte~ment 
David Biale 

Children of Intermarriage 
A Study in Patterns of Identification 
and Family Life 

' Egon Mayer 

The Jewish Conununlty and Children of Divorce 
A Pilot Study of Perceptions and Responses 
Nathalie Friedman and Theresa F. Rogers 

Service Providers Look at Divorce 
and the Jewish Family 
A Consultat~on 

The Traditional Jewish Family 
in Historical Perspective 
Jacob Katz 

1984 

American. Jew,ish High School Students 
A National Profile 
James L. Peterson and Nicholas Zill 

Conference· on Genetic Engineering 
· and the F ami).y 

Summary of Proceedings 

Family: The Missing Ingredient 
1n TV Family Fare . 
Harry K_9vsky · 

Focus on the American Jewish Family 
A Selected Annotated Bibliography, 1970•1982 
Dav id Singer· 
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Jewish Campus life 
A Survey of Students' Attitudes 
Toward Marriage and Family 
Rela Geff en Monson 

The Jewish Father Past and Present 
Chaim I. Waxman 

Jewish Views on Abortion 
David M. Feldman 

Jewish Views on Divorce 
Elliot Gertel 

National Conference on Jewish Population Growth 
Summary of Proceedings 

The Pornography Issue: A Jewish View 
Lawrence Grossman 

Single Pare·nt Families at Camp 
· The Essence Qf ~n Experience 

Bernard Reisman and Gladys Rosen 

1985 

The Divorced Parent 
and the Jewish Community 
Nathalie Friedman with Theresa Rogers 

Jewish Families Together 
A Model Weekend Retreat 
for Family-Life Enhancement 
Bernard Reisman .and Harriet Abrahm. 

Jewish Grandparents 
and the Intergenerational Connection 
Summary of Proceedings 

The Joys of Parenting 

Outreach Programs to Intermarried Couples 
Summary of Proceedings 

Single and Jewish 
Conversations with Unaffiliated 
Jewish Singles 
Jan Yager· 
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Working with the Intermarried 
A Practical Guide for Jewish 
Conmunity Workshops 
Andrew Baker and Lori Goodman 

1986 

For the Jewish Family 
Goals, Programs, Accomplishments 
1979-1986 

In Progress 

Becoming Jewish 
Egon Mayer 

The Ecology of Jewish Family life 
Burton Mindick 

Secondary Analysis of Demographic Data 
on Jewish Women 
Eitan F. Sabatello 

86-750 
February 28, _1986 
9609-(JCAD-2) /el 
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The American Jewish 
Committee 

Members of the Board of Governors 

Theodore Ellenoff, Chair 

NEXT MEETING - MAY 14, 1986 
80TH ANNIVERSARY MEETING 

Institute of Human Relations 
165 East 56 Street 
New York, New York 10022 
212 751-4000 . 

April 1, 1986 

J.W. MARRIOTT HOTEL, WASHINGTON, D.C. 
GRANO BALLROOM - SALON III - 2:00-4:00 PM 

Our next meeting · will be held in conjunc.tion with the 80th 
Anniversary Meeting on Wednesday, May 14. Our agenda will 
include a discussion of the implication of proposed tax bills on 
s ome of our socio-economic concerns. 

.In preparation for this discussion, you will find enclosed 
background material on this subject prepared by Dr. Steven Bayme, 
Assistant· Director, Jewish Communal Affairs Department and Gary 
Rubin, Deputy Director, National Affairs Department. 

As you know, the Board of Governors acknowledged the primacy of 
program planning by devoting substantial time in the last few 
months to a profound· and conscientious review of the agency's 
current and projected programs. I am pleased to enclose several 
documents summarizing various phases of this undertaking. They 
are as follows: 

1. 

2. 

The full minutes of the 1986 Board of Governors Institute. 

An analysis of the Program Rating Questionnaires which 
completed by the Governors who participated in 
Institute, as well as related statistical charts. 

were 
the 

Although this is rather voluminous material, I would urge you to 
read it carefully a~ the recommendations of the Institute will 
guide the activities of the agency in the coming years. 

I would like to take this opportunity to share with you a few 
other pertinent documents recent~y issued by AJC: 

1. Jacques Chfrac, France and The Middle East, and Post 
Shcharansky: Winds of Change? both by David A. Harris, 
Deputy Director, International Relations Department. 

'• - 1 



2. For the Jewish Family - Goals, Programs, Accomplishments 1979~ 
1986, prepared by Dr. Lawrence Grossman of the Jewish Communal 
Affairs Department. 

3. AJC Policy Statement on Sexual Orientation, adopted by the Board of 
Governors at its March 17th meeting. 

4. The schedule of Board meetings for 1986-87. 

In the c6mlny weeks you will receive more details on the agend~ of our 
May 14th meeting and, of course, background material on AJC's 80th 
Anniversary Meeting which promises to be a most significant event. 

I look forward to seeing you in Washington, D.C. All best regards. 

TE:ar 
Enclosures 
86-100 
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THE AMERICAN Je:.ISH COMMITTEE 

BOARD Of GOVERNORS INSTITUTE 
TUCSON, ARIZONA - FEBRUARY 1986 

ANALYSIS Of PROGRAM RATING QUESTIONNAIRES· 

INTRODUCTION 

The completion of the Program · Rating Questionnaires culminated the Board 
Institute task group discussions on AJC' s program directions and activities. 
These evaluation and planning aids were devised to assist the Governors to 
engage in a systematic review of current anq projected programs through the 
adaptation of recognized planning techniques. By introducing measurable 
standards, an integral part of any effective evaluation process, we attempted 
to confront the difficulty of determining the value of AJC programs which are 
related to advocacy, public education and other intangible modes of operation. 
Of · course, the information provided through this process is a supplement to 
the in-depth deliberations held by the Governors in their task groups. 

The reports of the task groups and the utilization of these instruments enable 
us to articulate, with a degree of confidence, the consensual understanding 
among the Governors of the mission of the agency and the relative priority of 
current and projected progrdlll areas. 

The findings analyzed in this document are based.on the questionnaires filled 
out by 64 Governors which give us diverse and important information on 38 
program areas each rated by 17 different criteria. These criteria include 
the quality of our programs, the degree of suppor t they have among AJC leader­
ship and membership and the distinctiveness of AJC' s involvement. They were 
selected through discussions with lay leaders and staff, tested with the 
Officers and validated by AJC's research experts.-

The following program areas were rated through the process. Descriptions of 
these programs, their objectives and relat~d specific activities were included 
in the Program and Organizational Plans document which was mail~d to the 
Governors in advance of the Institute . 

AJC Key Areas of Activity 

Anti-Semitism & Extremism 
Israel & The Middle East 
World Affairs 
American Public Policy Issues 
Jewish Public Policy Issues 
Interreligious/Interethnic Affairs 

Specific Program Areas & Activities l 

Anti-Semitism & Extremism 

- Research, trends analysis and information gathering 
- Media campaign and public education · 
- Legislation and law enforcement 
- Executive suite and. social discrimination 
- Intergroup relations and coalition building 
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Israel & The Middle East 

World Affairs 
' 

Advocacy in the U.S. and abroad of Israel's needs and 
concerns 
Research and analysis of issues related to the Middle 
East conflict and the peace process 
Relations between the Diaspora, American Jews and 
Israelis 

- Israel's internal domestic issues: 
Intergroup relations and religious pluralism 
Economic developm'ent 

- International terrorism 
- International human rig~ts 
- Soviet Jewry and Eastern Europe 
- Western Europe 
- Latin America 
· Africa, including South Africa and Ethiopian Jewry 

- Asia and the Pacific 

American Public Policy Issues 

- Religious pluralism and values edueatlon 
- I~~gration and acculturation 
- Socio-economic issues 
- Women's issues 
- Affirmative action 
- Energy 

Jewish Public Policy Issues 

- The family 
- Jewish identity 
- Jewish education 
- Intra-Jewish relations 
- Campus-related programs 

Interreligious & Interethnic Affairs 

- Black-Jewish relations 
- Hispanic-Jewish relations 
- Asian-Jewish relations 
- White ethnic-Jewish relations 
- Ethnic identity and culture 
- Evangelical-Jewish relations 
- Catholic-Jewish relations 
- Mainline Protestant-Jewish relations 
- Moslem, Eastern Religions-Jewish relations 
- Religious leadership education, including 

seminarian and Holocaust education projects 
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Criteria for Rating Program Areas 

1. Relevance to current mission 

Is the program area central to AJC's overall mission and goals? 

2. Consistency with strategies 

Is the program area consistent with AJC strategies, modes of operation 
and skills? 

3. Concern to the Jewish community 

How important is the program area to the Jewish community? 

4. Achievement · of -program area objectives 

How likely are we to achieve the desired and stated objectives of the 
program? 

5. Fundraising appeal 

How well does the program area add to AJC's fundraising appeal? 

6. . Cos.t effectiveness 

Is the program area cost-effective for the agency? What do you estimate 
is the level of return for dollars spent in this program area? 

7. · Quali.ty 

If the program area presently exists, how would you rate the current 
quality of our work in this area? If the program area does ·not exist, 
how would you rate the potential quality of our work in this area? 

8. Uniqueness 

How distinct is . AJC' s involvement in this area? l,)o we · make a unique 
contribution? How does our work in this area compare with that of other 
organizations? 

9. Visibility 

How much visibility will the program area provide for AJC in the general 
and Jewish conmunity? 
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10. Implementable in chapters 

Can the program area be implemented in the chapters in dn efficient and 
effective fashion? 

11. Leadership and membership support 

How well does this program area help attract or retain members dnd 
leaders for AJC? 

12. Impact on Jewish community 

To what extent does (or will) our work in this area have an impact on the 
Jewish conmunity? 

13. Concern to general community 

How important is this program area to the general community?. 

14. Concern to our allies' ·. 

How importdnt is this program area to our current or potential coalition 
partners? , 

15. Impact on general community 

To what extent does (or will) our work in this area have an impact on the 
general community? 

16. Evaluation potential 

Does our work in this area lend itself to evaluation and assessment of 
accomplishments? 

17. Level of resources 

What do you think should 
our work in this area? 
to this program area, 
expenditures analysis, is 

Rating Scales 

be the adequate level of resources allocated to 
(The current percentage of resources ·allocated 
based on 1985 national staff and program 
indicated on the questionnaire.) 

Rating scale f~r Criteria 1-16 

1 
(No resources) 

1 
(lowest) 

2 -3 4 5 
(highest) 

Rating Scale for Criterion 17 

2 
(Lower than 
present level) 

3 
(Continue at 
present level) 

4 
(Moderate 
expansion) 

5 
(Major 
expansion) 
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Criteria No. 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 11 and 17 were identified as the priority 
criteria for the organization mainly because they apply evenly to all of the 
38 program areas rated through this process. Criterion No. 10, while con­
sidered important, was not included in this priority list since there was a 
recognition that certain program areas may be conducted nationaHy and not in 
the communities. 

Special computer programming facilities enabled the presentation of partial 
findings in Tucson. Full statistical analysis, including means (averages), 
standard deviations from the means, frequency of responses and testing of 
correlations, were completed in the national office, and the findings are ana­
lyzed in this document. Copies of statistical charts are enclosed. 

KEY AREAS OF ACTIVITY - Questionnaire A 

There is an overwhelming consensus among the Governors for a broad conception 
of AJC' s mission and the notion that the agency must be involved in several 
major aspects of Jewish concerns and interests. 

The perception of AJC as a multi-focused organization and our continued asser­
tive presence in all ' of ' the key areas of activity received great support from 
the Governors during their . deliberations and was further reinforced by the 
findings. · 

Particularly outstanding were the ratings in. the area of Anti-Semitism & 
Extremism, which may imply a mafor shift from the prevailing attitudes and 
activities of the agency. These ratings demonstrate a high level of concern 
among our leader-s and reflect a vulnerability in the Jewish conununity caused 
by increasing anti-Semitic attitudes among Blacks and extremist trends in the 
farmbelt. · 

AJC's intergroup activities, both interreligious and interethnic, were also · 
very highly rated and were perceived as our main strategy to counter anti­
Semitism and prejudice and to bring about understanding among various seg­
ments of society. 

All six key areas of activity were considered highly relevant to our mission, 
with the means ·ranging from just below 4 to 4.67. The distribution of 
responses on the rating scale indicate a high consensus among the responders. 

Hiss ion 

Distribution of responses on rating scale (by percentage): 

Anti-Semitism & Extremism 921 rated at 4 -and 5; 8% rated at 3 

Israel & the Middle East 74% rated at 4 and S; 17% rated at 2 

World Affairs 66$ rated at 4 and S; 26$ rated 1 or 2; 8% at 3 

American Public· Policy Issues 69% rated at 4 and S; 30% rated 3; 1% rated at 2 

Jewish Public Policy Issues 671 rated at 4 and 5; 271 rated 3; 6$ rated at 2 

Interreligious/Interethnic 95$ rated at 4 and S; 3% rated 3; 2% rated at 1 
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Quality 

The evaluation of the quality or potential quality of our current key program 
areas ranges from moderate to high. The quality of our Israel & Middle East 
related programs was rated the lowest, possibly due to the professional 
situation in the Israel office. Yet even here 52$ of the Governors rated our 
work at 4 and 5, while 25$ rated it at 3. 

Concern to the Jewish Community 

Anti-Semitism & Extremism 

Israel & The Middle East 

Very High Concern 

98$ rated at 4 and 5; 2$ rated at 3 

91$ rated· at 4 and 5; 9' rated at 3 

High Concern 

Jewish Public Policy Issues 78$ rated at 4 and 5; 20$ rated at 3; 2$ at 1 

Interreligious & Interethnic 721 rated at 4 and 5; 19' at 3; 91 at 1 and 2 

Moderate Concern 

World Affairs 421 rated at 4 and 5; 36$ at 3; 22% at 1 and 2 

American Public Policy ·Issues 44% rated at 4 and 5; 36% at 3; 20% at 1 and 2 

Resource Allocation 

The Governors are generally satisfied with the current level of resources allo­
cated to the six key activit.y areas. 

Moderate increases are recommended for Anti-Semitism & Extremism and Inter­
religious & Interethnic Affairs. 

Minor increases are recommended for Israel & the Middle East, American Public 
Policy Issues and Jewish Public Policy Issues. 

~hile the mean for resource allocations (criterion 17) might suggest a 
decrease for the area of World Affairs, an analysis of responses indicates 
that 44% of the respondents recommended sustaining the current level of 
resources and 22% suggested moderate or major increases. 

finally, statistical testings show a high correlation between ·the findings of 
Questionnaire A and those for each of the key areas of activity, (Question­
naires B-G) with the lowest correlation being +0.92 (+1.0 being the highest 
level of positive correlation). 
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ANTI-SEMITISM & EXTREMISM - Questionnaire B 

The findings reinforce the concept that the agency should be concerned with 
attitudes directed at Jews as a group and anti-Jewish trends of .I,deological 
and political significance, though not those · that may affect individual Jews. 
Thus, there is a consensus to curtail our programs on Executive Suite and 
Social Discrimination, with 86% suggesting lowering or allocating no resources 
to this program area and 62% perceiving it of low or no relevance to our 
current mission. 

As to future direction, there is much support for increasing our research and 
trends analysis on anti-Semitism, for educating the public through the media 
and for sensitizing the media to the danger that anti-Semitism poses to 
society at large. Our outreach efforts to targeted religious and ethnic 
groups also. received . the high ratings. 

' 
Of particular interest is the high rating for the proposed media campaign and 
the public visibility it may bring. This may indicate a desire for a change 
of strategy· and moving from behind the scenes to the public arena, now consid­
ered necessary in view of the increasingly sophisticated use of the media by 
extremist groups . 

There was no meaningful consensus or support for legislation and law enforce­
ment related activities. 

A moderate increase in resource allocations was recommended for the three 
priority areas of activity, with 5<>1 qalling for a moderate or major increase 
for research and analysis, 47$ for an increase in media activity and 77$ for 
increased coalition building with ethnic and religious groups. These three 
areas also received the highest rating in the category of program quality 
(80%, 75$ and 951 respectively). 

It is important to note that there is positive correlation (+0.92) between 
ratings in this area in the general Questionnaire A and this more specif le 
questionnaire. 

ISRAEL & THE MIDDLE EAST - Questionnaire C 

An analysi-s of the findings regarding the eight priority criteria indicate con­
sensus on AJC involvement in . the following program areas: American Jewish­
Israeli relations; advocacy of Israel's needs and concerns' and her aspirations 
for peace; research and analysis related to the Middle East; Israel's internal 
social problems, particularly intergroup relations and religious pluralism. 

While Israel's economy is at peril, there seems to be a general consensus that 
AJC does not currently possess the necessary organizational skills to make a 
real contribution, with most of the respondents indicating that agency 
activity in this area is not consistent with our mission or strategy. (64$ and 
65% rated at 1 and 2 respectively.) 

AJC' s political advocacy and research on Israel and the Middle East are not 
considered particularly distinct as compared with that of other organizations, 
and the resources allocated to these two areas are considered adequate, with 
those suggesting either a decrease or increase balancing each other . · Yet, 
these areas received the highest overall ratings.. There seems to be support 
for the contention that, even though other organizations are politically 
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active on behalf of Israel, AJC brings to this activity its unique independ­
ence, high credibility and comprehensive relations in the international arena. 
This program area is also perceived of highest concern to the Jewish community 
(88% · rating at 4 and 5, as compared with 72% rating American Jewish-Israeli 
relations at 4 and 5, and 52% rating intergroup relations in Israel at 4 and 
5). 

Programs to advance American Jewish-Israeli relations seem to be receiving 
great support due to AJC' s established primacy in this area and the seminal 
quality of our work. This area and intergroup relations in Israel were recom­
mended for a slight expansion of · resources (39' recommending a moderate or 
major increase for the first area and 41% for the second). 

The figures suggest that AJC should expand its programs to foster religious 
pluralism in Israel, counteract extremist and anti-democratic forces there, 
and help promote better understanding between various segments of Israeli 
society, as well as between American and Israeli Jews. 

tORLD AFFAIRS - Questionnaire 0 

AJC' s outstanding programs to promote international human rights were over­
whelmingly acknowledged by the Governors. Our consistent record of achieve­
ment in this area, the quality of our programs, and their relevance to our 
mission and strategies accorded this area the second highest ra~ings among the 
38 program areas (imt!lediately following religious pluralism in the U.S.). The 
Governors also suggested a modest increase in resource allocations. 

International terrorism was also considered as .a high priority and of major 
concern to the Jewish conmunity, with a mean of 4.66 in this category. 

Soviet Jewry was identified as one of the most critical issues facing world 
Jewry today and plan's to heighten our presence and activity in this . area were 
supported, including the development of relations with Soviet officials and 
diplomats. 

The Governors seemed to accept the Off lcers' recommendation that we assess the 
impact of our offices in Europe and Mexico and the services we provide to 
Latin America, and they recommended a slight decrease in resources allocated 
to these areas. While there is no major disagreement with the perception that 
our activities in these parts of the world are consistent with our overall 
mission (only 14% and 6$ respectively rated it at 2), there is a feeling that 
they are not of major concern to the Jewish c0mmunity. (The response.s were 
distributed in an inconclusive fashion on the scale, with no consensus indi­
cated.) 

In addition, the res pondents recommend that proposed outreach activities in 
Asia and the Pacific be postponed and receive no emphasis in the near future • 

./ 

As to· the support of AJC membership and leadership (Criterion 11)), the three 
program areas which received the highest rating were: international terror­
ism, human rights and Soviet Jewry (with means considerably above 3 as com­
pared with the 'other areas which are consistently below 3). Generally, the 
findings suggest that the Governors do not deem our activity in the inter­
national arena to be cost effective, perhaps because the course of world 
events is dominated by governments and non-governmental agencies can have 
relatively little impact. 
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It is important to emphasize that virtually every AJC activity in the 
international arena bears directly or indirectly on Israel and the Middle 
East. Much of our advocacy work on behalf of Israel is conducted with govern­
ments, public officials and activities outside the U.S . and the relationships 
we cultivate with world leaders are long-range in nature and enable us to 
mobilize, when warranted, diverse individuals and groups from different parts 
of the world on behalf of Jewish interests. An incomplete awareness of the 
interrelatedness of our international activity with our total agenda may have 
influenced the ratings in this area. 

JEWISH PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES - Questionnaire E 

AJC' s accomplishments ·and initiatives to sustain the family and our projected 
programs "in this area were rated very highly by the Governors. . They were con­
sidered most consistent with our mission and strategies, of high quality, of 
great concern to the Jewish . community and deserving of a modest increase in 
resource allocation. They are clearly the primary prio_rity in the Jewish 
communal arena and among the agency's top priorities in genel'al, with a mean 
average of 3.84 in the eight primary criteria. Sample ratings follow: 

Mission 77% rated at 4 and 5; 18% rated at 3 

Concern to Jewish Community 79' rated at 4 and 5; 20% rated at 3 

Quality 75% rated at 4 . and 5; 20% rated at 3 

It is also considered to be greatly supported by AJC leaders and members. 

Our recently initiated activities to diminish the schisms and polarization 
within the Jewish community and to bring about intra-Jewish tolerance and 
harmony were encouraged by the Governors with responses consistently at 5, 4 
and 3, and 50% of the Governors suggested a moderate or major increase in re­
source allocations to this program area . 

Our programs in the area of Jewish identity, while highly rated in all of the 
eight key criteria, are to be maintained on the same level of resources. 

AJC' s campus-oriented programs were perceived as related · to AJC' s mission as 
follows -- 54% at 4 and 5 and 26% at 3, with 20% perceiving them of low or no 
relevance .to the mission. As to other criteria, there is no consensus as tQ 
their concern to the Jewish community, level of resources or quality. Yet the 
positive responses (5,4,3) outnumber the negative ones (1,2). 

Finally, the ratings on Jewish education programs indicate support for the 
Officers' recommendations that we review our work in this field. While 57%" 
perceive this area of real concern to the Jewish community, 36% perceived it 
as irrelevant to AJC' s mission, with numbers slightly higher for consistency 
with AJC strategies. Decreased or no resources were suggested by 59%, while 
33% suggested maintaining the current level in this program area. Immediate 
impact assessment of our · childhood and adult education programs may be called 
for with the possibility of ph~sing out or curtailing certain aspects of these 
programs, such as our service-oriented activities . · 
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AMERICAN PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES - Questionnaire F 

There is an overwhelming -consensus among the Governors that the area of 
religious pluralism and values education is of the highest' · priority to the 
agency, and that efforts to · oppose attacks on the principle of separation of 
church and state, as well as our activities to define and teach core American 
values, should be increased. The relevance to AJC's miss·ion of our endeavors 
to offer constructive alternatives to political fundamentalist groups was 
rated the highest among the 38 rated programs, with a mean total of 4.44 in · 
the selected criteria and 4.82 on mission (97% .of the respondents rating it at 
4 and 5). The high ratings remained consistent on concern to the Jewish 
community, support of .our members and leaders, quality, visibility, 
fundraising appeal, etc:; 7~ of ~he Governors · suggested a moderate or major 
expan~ion of the resources allocated to this area. 

On the other end ·of the ·sp~ctrum is AJC' s involvement .in the area of energy. 
Tlie findings suggested that we should assess our continued activity in this 
area in light of current glob~l developments and competing agency priorities. 
While there seems to be a recommendation to phase out our activities, the 
agency may have to assess the long-range implications of such a move. It is 
important to note that the quality of our work in this area is recognized by 
the Governors, with 661 rating these activities of average to high quality. 

The ratings on our women's issues programs reinforce the task groups' 
discussions which suggested that we review the premises directing our programs 
and the alternatives of managing our work in this area. One of the options 
discussed was the mainstreaming of our activities within each program depart­
ment and providing national coordination to oversee the implementation of 
these activities. The task groups also recOR111ended restructuring our approa~h 
to women's issues by linking them more closely with our broader human rights 
and social justice concerns. The Governors call for a decrease ih resources 
allocated to this area to make it consistent with our regular annual 
expenditures. (Last year's expenditures were higher than usual due to our 
active involvement in Nairobi.) 

As to other American public policy issues 
socio-·economic issues and affirmative action 
allocations were recommended for all, even 
relevant to AJC's mission and strategies. 

immigration and acculturation, · 
-~ slight decreases in resource 
though they were perceived as 

INTERRELICIOUS & INTERETHNIC AFFAIRS - Questionnaire C 

AJC' s · intergroup activities are perceived as a hallmark of our activities 
because they affect almost ev·ery area of our work and set us apart from other 
organizations. 

, The following specifiC target groups seemed .to emerge as of the highest 
priority to AJC due to the · high relevance to our mission (with means 
consistently around 4.5), level of concern to the Jewish community (with means 
between 3.5 and 4.16), and consistency with our strategies (with means between 
3.7 and 4.45); 
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Catholics - The findings suggest enhancing our · presence in this area and 
utilizing our success with the Vatican II commemor~tions to clarify and 
resolve emerging issues which may impinge on our relationships. 

Evangelicals - As groups like the Moral Majority change their focus and 
aspirations, the "Christianization of America" remains a major concern within 
the Jewish community and to AJC. The ratings demonstrate this concern and 
support major focus in this area. 

Blacks - The Governors recommended augmenting our activities targeted to the 
Black corrmunity, particularly as other segments of the Jewish conununity 
distance themselves from it due to recent manifestations of anti-Semitism and 
the growing polarization between Blacks and ~ews. An overwhelming percentage 
of Governors rated this area very highly on all of the key cC'iteria, with 
total means just below 4 . 

Hispanics - Of all the growing ethnic communities . in the U.S. , the Hispanic 
corrmunity is recoll'lllended for special attention. 

Moderate or major increases in resource allocations were suggested for all of 
the above priority groups . 

Our relations with mainline Protestants and white ethnics were perceived to be 
of a moderate level of priority and are seen as of a lesser concern to the 
Jewish community, even though they are highly. consistent ·with our mission and 
strategies. · Outreach plans to Asians, Moslems and believers of Eastern 
religions are of lowest priority and probably should be postponed. 

Our pilot projec.ts and programs dealing with ethnicity as it affects personal 
self-image, life cycle and . the family are to receive less resources. While 
42$ of the Governors suggested sustaining the current levels, 36$ called for 
lower or no resource allocation, and 22~ suggested increasing re~ources. 

These findings reinforce a general trend emerging from the questionnaires 
which calls for emphasis on group-oriented programs,. rather than programs 
focused on the individual. 

Fina!ly; while · religious Leadership education is considered slightly above 
average as a priority (with a total mean of 3.20 on the 17 criteria), 42$ of 
the Governors suggested a moderate or · major resource increase and 42$ 
suggested maintaining the current level. Task group discussions reflected 
great .interest in the new Holocaust education program which AJC is to 
co-sponsor with the U.S. Conf~rence of Catholic Bishops, with possible 
expansion of this project to other groups. 

The task group deliberations suggest that our activities in the intergroup 
area should focus on cultivating relations with the leadership of the groups 
targeted for future activity. 
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FINAL NOTE 

A close review of the findings highlights an understanding among the respon­
dents of the synergistic nature of the various aspects of AJC' s mission and 
the interrelation of our diverse activities. This, of course, reinforces the 
essence of the discussions at the Board Institute. The findings also high­
light the responsiveness of the Governors to the critical challenges facing 
the Jewish corm1unity. Throughout, there is a meaningful preference for 
traditional AJC modes of operation: -- research and analysis, public education 
and outreach to other religious and ethnic groups --- as the best strategy to 
advance Jewish interests. 

This process is the first phase in a continuous cycle of decision-making on 
AJC program directions, the systematic organization and efforts needed to 
carry out these decisions, and the evaluation of their · results. It will 
increase our capacity to keep the goals of the agency in the forefront of our 
activities, t6 offset uncertainty and change, and to focus attention on the 
integrated nature of our work. These guidelines will enable us to select 
amon.g alternative activities and will lead the national departments and 
chapters as they set forth their objectives, activities,' .. program timetables 
and budgets for the coming year. 

4/2/86 
86-100 
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Pro gram .Areas 

Criteria ' 

Relevance to current mission 

Consistency with strategies 

Concern to Jewish communHy 

Achievement of objectives I 

Fundraising appeal I 
I 

Cost effectiveness 

quality 

Uniqueness 

Visibility 

Implementable in chapters 

Leadership & Membership support 

Impact on Jewish community 

Concern to general community 

Concern to our allies 

Impact on general community 

Evaluation potent1al 

Level of resources 

TOTAL 
MEAN TOTAL 
STD D£V·IATI ON 
MEAN TOTALS- SELECTED CRITERIA 

RATING KEY AREAS OF ACTIVITY - .QUEST A· 
Current Resource Allocation: Total 100%· 

(4 . 7%) 
Anti 

(16.4%) (25.2%) (16.9%} 

& E .. - _ .. --- - - - . - . - ------

4.67 4.20 3.85 4.10 

4.40 4. 01 3.92 4 .12 

4.89 4.67 3.'28 3. 37 
........ 

~,...., ~ 

3.57 -· 3 3.25 3.35 
f 4.64 ) 11 - 4.23 2.98 3.06 /~ ' . (( -...: ;.:: 

- .. 
~ 

~ 

I 3. 75 3.03 3 .01 rj 3 .29 '" ' 
if ,, 

3.89 3.40 3.85 3.92 

3 .18 - - 3 .1 8 3.75 3.54 
- \ : 

3 .10 . 2 .84 2.98 3. 39 

3.92 ~ 2.96 . 2.37 3 .81 

4.23 3.. 75 ~ 3.26 '":.. 3.59 
' ·'A 

3.87 3.26 3.01 3.21 

. 3 .17 ~r 2 .48 2.5 3 .40 . 
·« 
. ' 

3.01 ~ 2.59 2.75 3.85 

2. 98 2.40 2.40 3.31 

3, 15 2,85 2. 71 3.20 

3.76 3 .18 2.92 3.26 

64.2 . 56 . 1 52.8 59.8 
3. 78 . 3.30 3.11 3 .52 
0.60 0.63 0.4·8 0. 3·1 
4.27 3.81 3.39 3.58 

(12.4%} (24.4%) 

- - . -'J - - - - - - .. 

3.98 4.67 

4.06 4 .64 

4 .17 3.89 

. 3.23 3.95 

3 .1 8 3.81 

3.29 . 3.96 

3.73 4.42 . 

3.20 4.5 

3.17 3. 87 

3.82 4.25 

3.60 4.09 

3 •. 4'3 3.76 

2.04 -3.56 
-! 

2 .10 3.78 

1.98 3.59 

2 .98 . 3.64 

3 .12 3. 95 

55.1 68.3 
3.24 4.02 
0.65 0.34 
3.65 4.17 



RELEVANCE TO CURRENT MISSION 

Anti -Semi t i.sm & Extremism 
Israel & the Middle East 
World Affairs 
Jewish Puolic Policy Issues 
American Public _Pol icy I-ssues 
InterEthnic/InterReligious 

CONSISTENCY -WITH .STRATEGIES 
Anti'-Semitism & Extreinism 
Israel & the Middle East 
World Affairs 

_Jewish Public Policy Issues 
American Public Policy Issues 
InterEthnic/InterReligious 

CONCERN TO JEWISH COMMUNITY 
Anti-Semitism & Extremism 
Israel & the Middle East 
World Affairs 
Jewish Public Policy Issues 

American :Public Policy Issues 
InterEthnic/InterReligious 

FUNDRAISfNG ·APPEAL 
Anti-Semitism & Extremism 
Israel & the Middle East 
World Affairs 
Jewish Public Policy Issues 
American Public Policy Issues 
InterEthnic/lnterRel i gious 

RATING KEY AREAS OF ACTIVITY - QUEST A 
Totals by Response Category 

l 2 3 4 5 

0 5 l1 48 0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

1 

6 11 11 36 

3 17 22 20 

4 17 ' 19 24 

1 19 16 28 

0 - 2 13 48 

l 2 3 4 :------s 
0 

0 
o· 

1 8 14 40 

6 10 20 27 

4 16 ' 25 19 

0 

0 

0 

3 16 19 26 

2 18 14 30 

1 5 10 48 

l 2 

0 0 

0 0 

3 11 

0 1 

2 11 

l " 5 

l ·2 

0 1 

1 4 

3 18 

0 17 

l 18 

' 0 6 

3· 4 -- 5 

1 5 58 

6 9 49 

23 l9 8 

13 24 26 

23 1 7 11 

12 28 18 

3 4 5 

4 12 . 47 
6 21 32 

26 11 6 

22 21 4 

26 14 5 

17 24 l 7 ' 

COST EFFECTIVENESS 
Anti-Semitism & Extremism 
Israel & the Middle East 
World Affairs 
Jewish Public Policy Issues 
Jlmerican Public Policy Issues . 
lnterEthni c/ InterRel_ i gious 

QUALITY 
Anti~Semitism & Extremism 
Israel & the Middle East 
World Affairs · 
Jewish Public Policy Issues 
American Public Policy Issues 

InterEthni c/lnterRel i g~ous 

LEADERSHIP & MEMBERSHIP SUPPORT 
Anti-Semitism & Extremism 
Israel & the Middle East 
World Affairs 
Jewish Public Policy Issues 
American Public Policy Issues 
InterEthnic/InterRelig~ous 

LEVEL OF RESOURCES 
Anti-Semitism & Extremism 
Israel & the Middle East 
World Affairs 
Jewish Public Policy Issues 

American _Public Policy Issues 
InterEthni c/InterRel i gi ous 

1 2 3 4 5 

0 3 25 21 

3 17 25 13 

15 

'6 

5 14 i6 13 6 

6 0 11 - 29 18 

l 

l 

8 27 22 . 5 

2 13 30 18 

1 2 3 4 5 

0 4 15 29 16 

l 14 16 24 9 

2 -4 l 0 33 15 

0 6 20 23 15 

' 0 2 15 33 14 

0 l 5 24 34 

l 2 3- - tr s 
0 1 9 28 26 
1 4 19 26 14 ' 

l 13 25 18 . 7 

0 5 21 32 6 

0 6 22 28 8 

0 2 8 36 18 

l 2 3 4 5 . 

1 1 25 22 15 

0 15 31 9 9 

1 21 28 l 0 . 4 

0 16 31 l 0 7 

0 10 32 17 5 

l 4 16 19 24 
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12. 

13. 
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Program Areas 

Criteri~ 

Relevance to current mi·ssion I 

Consistency with strateqies 
.. I 

Conce~n to Jewish community 

Achievement of objectives 

Fundraising appeal 

Cost effectiveness 

Quality 

Uniqueness 

Visibility 

Implementable in chapters 

Leadership & membership support 

Impact on Jewish community 

Concern to general community 

Concern to our allies 

Impact on general community 

Evaluation potential 

Level of resources 

TOTAL 
MEAN TOTALS 
STD DEVIATION 
MEAN TOTALS-SELECTED CRITERIA 

ANTI-SEMITISM & EXTREMISM - QUEST B 
Current Resource Allocation: Total 4 : 7% 

Research.Analysis Medi a· Campaign & Legis. & Law 
& Info.Gathering Public Education Enforcement 

4.28 4 .17 3.42 

4.28 4 .10 3.42 

I".... 4· / 4.28 3.56 
I ' I ---~ 

3.64 ----.. 3.35 3.09 

I 3 .42 
,;occ ,, 

3.95 ]0/J;)J 2. 96 
I { ~ ~ 

. 3.5 7 . ,- 3.56 3.09 
·~ J _J 

I 4 .03 I 3.42 ( \ 
r ' 3.23 

l 

3.48 ~ L-~ f--=-: l~ ~ 3 - 2.43 -

\\~~I 
I 

2.78 3.28 ) 'l ) 2.54 
'\.. '-.~ I / -

2.68. ~L . 3.34 r- 2.70 
........ I 

3.67 Lr- 3.68 ~· 2. 95 

3. 67 . ,., 3.60 1'' 
•. 3 

./ ,o:::;..:-. 

2 .56 r 
2.68 ) .., 2 .• 54 }' • 

2.93 c:;:.: 2.92 2. 90 i 

2. 73 2.82 2.5 

3.25 . 3.09 2 .95 

3.5 3.54 2.68 

58.5 58.8 50.0 
3.44 3.46 2 .. 94 
0.53 0.46 0.33 
3.85 3. 84 3 .17 

Exec. Suite & Intergroup 
Social Di scrim. Coal it ion Bl dq. 

2.45 4 .. 71 

2.82 4.64 

2.68 3.89 

3.04 3.98 

2.29 3 .. 73 

2.5 3.92 

2.85 4.35 

2.90 4.32 

2.42 3 .. 65 

3.10 4.34 

2.40 4.10 

2.57 3.84 

1.67 3.25 

1.89 3.89 

l. 76 3.40 

2.93 3.75 

1.68 4 .17 

42.0 68.0 
2.47 4.0 
0.46 0.38 
2.46 4. 19 



ANTI-SEMITISM & EXTREMISM - QUEST B 
Totals by response category 

RELEVANCE TO CURRENT MISSION . 1 2 3 4 5 . COST EFFECTIVENESS 1 2 3 LI 5 

Research,ana1ysis &. information 1 3 8 17 35 Research, analysis & information 1 7 22 22 12 

Media campaign & public educa. 0 3 13 18 30 Media campaign & public educa. 2 8 20 20 14 

Legislation & 1 aw enforcement 2 12 22 13 15 Legislation & law enforcement 5 12 25 16 6 

Exec. suite & social discrim. 19 21 10 4 10 Exec. suite &·social discrim. 15 18 18 10 3 

Intergroup coalition building 0 l 2 11 50 
~ 

Intergroup coal it ion building 0 2 15 33 14 
,..._ /\. "., 

\ ~_-/ 
CONSISTENCY WITH STRATEGIES 1 2 3 4· 5 -\/ QUAUTY l 2 3 4 5 

Research, analysis & i'nformation. 1 .3 10 13 37 ,1~: Research, analysis & information l 4 10 26 23 
) 

Media campaign & public educa. 0 2 14 18 29 Media campaign & public educa. 1 9 24 22 8 

Legi.sl at ion & 1 aw enforcement 1 13 22 14 14 ~n n legislation & law enforcement 2 1 0 28 19 5 

Ex~c. suite & social d~scrim. 15 15 12 10 12 ~) 
( Exec . suite & social discrim. 11 11 24 12 6 

Intergroup coalition building 0 '- Intergroup coal it ion bu·ildihg 0 0 8 25 31 0 5 13 46 
. .--.::::> ).-

l i~ LEADERSHIP & MEMBERSHIP SUPPORT CONCERN TO JEWlSH COMMUNITY 1 2 · 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5 

Research, analysis & information 0 4 20 12 28 1 1~ ~ Research, analysis .& information 1 8 19 19 17 
~ ~~...--~' 

Media campaign & public educa. 0 5 7 17 35 J 1__J~ Me~ia campaign & public educa. 0 9 14 29 12 

Legislation & law enforcement 3 · 12 17 10 22 i 1-~-._ Legislation & law enforcement 3 17 28 12 4 

Exec. suite & social discrim. 9 23 17 9 6 - -. Exec, suite & social discrim. 14 21 19 9 1 
\ ...._ 

Intergroup coalition building 0 3 17 23 20 ~ Intergroup coalition building 0 2 8 35 19 
;! i.: ... 
.l.<q_I' 

\ 

FUNDRAISING APPEAL , 2 3 ~ 5 "' . LEVEL OF RESOURCES 1 2 3 4 5 

Research, analysis & information 6 8 22 9 19 Research, analysis & informati9n 2 6 24 22 10 
Media campaign & public educa. 2 7 10 18 27 Media campaign & public educa. l 6 27 17 13 
Legislation & law enforcement 8 16 19 12 9 Legi slat ion & 1 aw .enforcement 6 22 25 .;a 3 

Exec. suite & social discrim. 14 24 19 7 0 Exec. suite & social discrim. 29 25 8 0 1 

Intergroup coalitfon building 0 5 21 24 14 Interg_roup coal it ion building 0 2 13 21 28 
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Program Areas 
. . 

Criteria 

Relevance to current mission 

Consistency with strategies 

Concern to Jewish community 

Achievement of objectives 

Fundraising appeal 

Cost effectiveness 

Quality 

Uniqueness 

Visibility 

Implementable in chapters 

Leadership & membership support· 

Impact on Jewish community 

Concern to general community 

Concern to our a 11 i·es 

Impact on general community 

Evaluation of potential 

Level of resources 

TOTAL 
MEAN TOTALS 
STD DEVI AT ION 
MEAN TOTALS-SELECTED CRITERIA 

ISRAEL -& THE MIDDLE EAST - QUEST c· 
Current Resource Allocation: Total 16.4% 

-----18.0%)---- (6.0%) ) ' . 
Advocacy of Research on 
Israel.' s Needs Mid East Con-

· & Concerns fl i ct & Peace 

4 .01 3.84 4.26 

3.88 3. 77 4.11 

4.57 ~-· 3.77 ~ ·--·- 3.98 

I 3.17 e:;_rn-) .l(r•. 3.22 cl\.C\1J n1 3.38 

I 
...:....:. 1.J\ .. : _J ......_·~:. ~ ':l'J·..J "'1• 

4. 04 ~ ,-"/-J I 3.20 \ r1 - 3.39 r 

I 
., 

l~:.J l \ .., I r 
3.25 3.06 3.28 

( \ ' \ 

3.53 3.76 3.73 
c; 

2.63 \ '·~ \ ~: 3.17 ·_} ,' I 4 .01 
L,_ ~. .......... )/_; )/ 3.03 ' 2.71 3.01 , ' 

......_ 
/_,_! 3.09 '-....-.......-I 2.06 _/ 2.98 

L~~ 

3. 93 3.28 J 3.53 
. ~. <;• 

3 .. 52 ~~~~- ,...... 3. 17 ,A~ 3.34 

2 .34 
l ,_') 2.30 

\ l 
2 

I 
2 .61 2 .61 2. 14 

2 .31 2.28 1.82 

2. 92 2.82 2.95 

2. 95 2.93 3. 17 

55.8 52.0 55. l 
3.28 3_.06 3.24 
0.62 0.53 0.69 
3 . 77 3.45 3. 69 . 

(2.4%) (0%) 

- -

3._98 1.93 

3.82 2 

3.66 2.57 

2 .61 1 .66 

2.95 1.92 

2.82 1.63 

3 .1 9 1.66 

3.92 .. 1.57 

2.66 1.47 

2 .12 1.61 

3.23 1.77 

3.06 l.84 

1.87 1.39 

2. 17 1.41 

1 .85 . 1.31 

2.88 1.50 

3.14 1. 53 

50.0 28.8 
2.94 1.69 
0.65 0.29 
3.35 - 1. 87 



ISRAEL & THE MIDDLE EAST - QUEST C 
Totals by Response Category 

RELEVANCE TO CURRENT MISSION. 1 2 3- --tr- ·· ~ COST EFFECTIVENESS 1 2 3--4 5 

Advocacy of Israel'~ Needs 1 ' 7 : 13 10 30 Advocacy of Israel's Needs 0 16 25 10 10 

Research on Mid East Conflict 3 8 12 13 25 Research on Mid East Conflict 2 19 23 10 7 
Jlmer.Jewish/lsrael i Rel at.ions 0 3 12 12 34 Amer . Jewish/Israeli Relations 2 9 26 17 7 

Intergroup Rels./Relig.Plural. 1 6 16 9 29 Intergroup Rels./Relig.Plural. 8 13 28 6 6 

Israel's Economic Development 29 9 14 4 3 /"< Israel's Economic Development 34 13 9 1 2 
~\_:""-.. 

---~ ' 
~ 

CONSISTENCY WITH STRATEGIES 1 2 3 ~ ' 5 -\f QUALITY l 2 3 4 5 

Advocacy of Israel 's Needs 0 6 16 13 25 ~~v Advocacy of Israel 's Needs 0 7 21 26 7 
Research on Mid East Conflict l 8 14 16 21 

l _ ~ n 
Research on Mid East Conflict 0 8 15 22 16 

Jlmer.Jewish/Israeli Relations 0 1 15 ·12 31 ' fl Amer.Jew;sh/lsraeli Relations 0 5 19 20 16 

Intergroup Rels./Relig . Plural. 2 . 6 14 10 27 ~ ' : 
~ 

Intergrou.p Rels . /Relig.Plural. 5 15 17 14 .l 0 

Israel's Economic Development 27 11 11 r 

1 
3 6 ~j( r/- Israel's Economic Development 31 13 10 4 0 

CONCERN TO JEWISH COMMUNITY 1 2 3 4 5 JI~ LEADERSHIP &'MEMBERSHIP SUPPORT l 2 3 4 5 

Advocacy of Is rae 1 's Needs 0 1 6 11 43 Advocacy of Israel's Needs 0 1 19 24 17 -~ ~.....-"'"' 

Research on Mid East Conflict 0 7 18 17 19 J l~J Research on Mid East Conflict 1 13 23 17 7 
Amer.Jewish/Israeli Relations 1 2 14 23 21 -11 ___ Amer.Jewish/Israeli Relations 0 6 28 15 12 
Intergroup Rels./Relig .Plural. 2 7 20 12 20 I \ Intergroup Rels./Relig .Plural. 4 13 21 12 11 ·-
Israel's Economic Development 17 7 17 13 5 Israel's Economic Development 26 17 14 2 0 

-,o~·GI 
. - '-( 
' ~ 

FUNDRAISING APPEAL l 2 3 4 5 LEVEL OF RESOURCES 1 2 3 4 5 

Advocacy of Israel's Needs 0 6 12 16 27 Advocacy of Israel •s Needs 2 16 25 10 6 

Research on Mid East Conflict 3 16 19 14 9 Research on Mid East Conflict 2 14 29 9 5 
Amer. Jewish/Israeli Relations 3 10 16 22 10 Amer.Jewish/Israeli Relations 1 10 25 17 6 
Intergroup Rels./Relig.Plural. 8 15 19 10 9 Intergroup Rels./Relig.Plural. 4 12 19 14 10 
Israel's Economic Development 26 13 13 7 0 Israel's Economic Development 34 12 5 3 2 
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Program Areas . . ' 

Criteria 

Relevance to current mission 

Consistency with strategies 

Concern to Jewish community 

Achievement of objectives 

Fundraising appeal 

Cost effectiveness 

Quality 

Uniqueness 

v;-sibil ity 

Implementable in chapters 

Leadership & membership support 

Impact on Jewish community 

Concern to general community 

Concern to our allies 

Impact on general community 

Evaluation potential 

Level of resources 

TOTAL 
MEAN TOTAL 
STD DEVIATION 
MEAN TOTALS-SELECTED CRITERIA 

WORLD AFFAIRS - QUEST D 
Current Resource Allocation: Total 25.2% 

(0%) (6.7%) (6.6%) (:4.8%) 

Internat 1 l Human So vi et Jewry Western 
Terrori sni Riqhts & E. Europe Europe 

4 .19 4.65 4.20 3.53 

3.92 4. 71 4. 31 3.73 

4.66 4 .19 4.50 -- -- 3.12 

2 .61 \.' I . ' 3 .41 r' ~ 2.87 ''\\ '\ , ll .~-l 3.07 
. - ... o..J' .... 

4 .01 - 3.69 3.87 \ii 2. 71 ., 
2.92 3.52 2.96 2.73 

3.20 ---, 4.22 3.58 3.30 

3.04 ! 
\ . 3.69 l, 2.61 . ,J/ 3 .23 
\ ........ . -

' 2.85 3.42 2.74 2.63 
. 

2.57 ' 3.33 2. 77 ~- 2 .19 

ac 
.__ 

3.61 3.84 3.52 2.84 

3.84 3.66 
) 

3.47 2. 77 - vY",: 

I ' \) c 
3.96 3.26 f 2. 38 2.03 

!' 

3.92 3.68 2.80 2.28 

3.50 2.93 2 .12 1.88 

2.66 3.04 2. 77 2. 61 

3.55 3.46 2.88 2.85 

59.0 62.7 54.4 47.5 
3A8 3.69 3.20 2.80 
0.60 0.48 0.68 0.49 
3. 76 4.04 . 3.73 3. 10 

(5.6%) (l.5%) (0%) 
Latin Africa: Incl. Asia & the 

America S.Africa.Ethioo. Pacific 

. 3.69 3.07 2 .17 

3. 76 3.20 2.41 

3.11 2.74 1.66 

2.92 2.44 1.85 

2.60 2. 31 1.44 

2.85 2.39 l.69 

3.36 2.57 1.88 

3.38 2.49 2.42 

2.61 2.20 l .68 

2.47 1.92 l.58 

2.76 2.33 1.46 

2.76 2.26 l.36 

2.04 2.04 l.50 

2.47 2 .53 1.68 

2 .01 1. 95 1.52 

2.74 2.25 1.53 

2.87 2.26 1.82 

48.4 41.0 29.7 
2.85 2.41 ,_ 75 
0.48 0.33 o. 31 
3 .13 2. 61 1.82 

' 



r . WORLD AFFAIRS ~ QUEST D 
Totals by Response Category 

RELEVANCE TO CURRENT MISSION 1 2 3 4 5 COST E.FFECTI VENESS 1 2 3 it 5 
International Terrorism 1 2 12 17 31 International Terrorism 9 10 25 10 8 
Huma·n Ri ghtS 0 0 6 10 47 Human Rights 2 6 24 19 12 
Soviet Jewry & East . Europe 1 4 8 18 32 Soviet Jewry & East Europe 3 14 35 4 7 
Western Europ1e 0 9 21 23 10 Western Europe 5 25 19 10 4 
Latin America 0 4 22 26 11 Latin J'Jneri ca 4 21 23 10 5 
Africa 4 16 21 15 7 Africa 9 27 22 3 2 
Asia & the Pacific 19 20 15 7 1 Asia & the Paci'fic 31 16 10 1 2 

·CONSISTENCY WITH STRATEGIES 1 2 3 4 5 ) gUALITY ~ 1 2 3 4 5 

International ·Terrorism 2 5. 11 18 . 26 -,J 
International Terrorism 7 8 20 16 11 

Human Rights 0 0 4 10 49 i\l~l Human Rights 0 1 10 26 26 
Soviet Jewry & East Europe 0 2 11 15 35 Soviet Jewry & East Europe 1 4 22 29 7 
Western Europe 0 6 19 24 14 1il : ~ Western Europe· 5 12 15 21 10 
Latin America 1 2 24 20 16 Latin America 5 6 20 25 7 
Africa 5 12 18 21 7 

~ 
Africa 10 15 31 6 1 

Asia & the Pacific 16 15 20 9 2 Asia & the Pacific 29 13 12 7 0 

CONCERN TO JEWISH COMMUNITY 1 2 3 4 5 ~.ft LEADERSHIP & MEMBERSHIP SUPPORT 1 2 3 4 5 

International Terrorism 0 0 7 7 · 49 ~ 1-· __ r International Terrorism 3 7 20 14 19 
Human Rights 0 2 14 17 30 ·. ·- ~ Human Rights 1 4 18 21 19 
Soviet Jewry & East Europe 0 1 7 14 41 ~] l~~~J Soviet Jewry & East Europe 3 5 22 22 11 
Western Europe 1 14 30 l2 6 Western Europe 4 15 34 7 3 
Latin J'Jnerica 1 17 23 18 4 ~11-- Latin Amedca 3 19 33 6 2 
Africa 9 15 24 13 2 Africa 13 24 20 4 2 
As i~ & the Pacific 36 12 11 3 0 ;- -.\ 

... Asia & the Pacific 40 12 8 1 0 
-- -

FUNDRAISING APPEAL 1 2 3 4 5 . ~') LEVEL OF RESOURCES 1 2 3 4 5 

International Terrorism 1 5 15 13 29 International Terrorism 7 5 10 23 17 
Human Rights 3 4 17 24 15 Human Rights 2 5 31 12 13 
Soviet Jewry & East Europe 0 6 16 21 20 Soviet Jewry & East Europe 3 15 36 4 5 
Western Europe 6 21 . 24 9 3 Western Europe 4 16 31 9 3 
Latin America 4 25 27 6 1 Latin America 2 23 21 15 2 
Africa 11 27 20 4 1 Africa 10 30 20 2 1 
Asia &the Pacific 41 15 4 2 0 Asia & the Pacific 33 12 8 6 2 



l .• 

·2 •• 

3 • • 

4. 

5 •• 

6 •• 

7 .• 

8. 

9 .• 

1 o. 

11 •• 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17 •• 

JEWISH PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES - QUEST E. 
Current Resource Allocation : Total 12.4% 

(6 .4%) ( l • 2%) 

Program ·Areas The 

Criteria 
Relevance to current mission 4 .14 3.79 . 

Consistency with strategies 4.-14 3.80 

Concern to Jewish community 
.....~....._ . 

4.32 3.79 • --- - ------
Achievement of objectives 3.58 1n.·-"I-:-- :""""\ 3.11--;:::::in r"""\ ,111 r-,;.\.11 n 

..,u1~ i:~ \ /\J 'J ;-i)'J lJ 
Fundraising appeal 3.48 .- .,, 3.03 .-. ..---,,, .r~ 

;i ·,L_ f ~ \.~ 
Cost effectiveness iJ 3.54 ~ 3.09 ~ '-~ 

' l) /\ ''-
Qual ity 3.96 3. 50 

( 

.. L, ~,- ,J 

Uniqueness 3.69 3.06 ' 
: ( 

Visibility 3.40 ,,..._ ' 2.83 /1 
~__J • -...I / 

-~ ( 

Implementable in chapters 4.00 ~- l 3.33 ,,-

....., - ___J ......... 
Leadership & membership support 3.72 3 .19 p..,0 
Impact on Jewish community 3.75 __/ 3 .22 ~ 

'J 
-- • 1 

Concern to general community 2.59 ~ 
. 

1. 72 
...... 

Concern to our allies 2.87 2.04 

Impact on general community 2.48 1.62 

Evaluation potential 3.16 2. 67 

Level of resources 3.40 2. 98 

TOTAL 60.2 50.8 
MEAN TOTAL 3.54 2.99 
STD DEVIATION 0. 51 0.63 
MEAN TOTALS-SELECTED CRITERIA 3.84 ' 3.40 

(3.6%) (0%) ( 1 .2%) 

-

3.03 3.80 3 .51 

3.22 3.80 3.40 

3.61 3.56 3 .12 

2.70 2.83 2.82 

2·.53 2.69 2.64 

2 .• 41 2. 77 2.69 

3 .12 3 .16 . 3.16 
; 

2.40 3.46 2.80 

2.20 2.83 2.56 

2.66 3.43 3.22 

2.50 3.22 2 .77 

2.70 3.32 2.82 

l.64 1.64 1.82 

1.74 1.87 1 • 91 

l.46 1.66 ' l. 79 

2 . 41 2.85 2 .70 

2. 29 3.29 2.83 

42.7 50.2 46 . 6 
2. 51 2.95 2.74 
0. 54 0.65 0.49 
2.84 3. 29 3.02 



JEWISH PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES - QUEST E 
Totals by Response Categorx 

RELEVANCE TO CURRENT MISSION ~ ' 2 3 4 5 COST EFFECTIVENESS . . 1 2 3 4 5 

Family 2 1 11 18 29 F~mily 1 . 5 23 18 13 

Jewish Ident.ity 1 7 17 14 22 Jewish Identity 2 12 25 17 4 

Jewish· Education 9 13 16 13 10 Jewish Education 11 18 25 5 1 

Intra-Jewish Relations 4 5 l2 18 22 /"-... Intra-Jewish Relations 9 11 23 12 4 

Campus Programs 4 8 . 16 19 14 _/<'·,, Campus Pro grams 8 . 19 17 13 3 
' i 
--\./ 

CONSI-STENCY WITH STRATEGIES 1 2 3 4 5 \~ QUALITY ~·.II 

' : L, 
1 2 3 4 5 

Family 0 3 13 16 29 UJ Family 1. 2 12 24 21 

J Jewish Identity 1 6 17 16 21 r .Jewish Identity 4 4 23 18 12 

Jewish Education 7 . 9 21 11 13 '.] Jewish Edu cat ion 7 3 31 16 4 
Intra-Jewish Relations 5 5 10 18 23 Intra-Jewish Relations 8 5 20 21 6 
Campus Pro grams 6 7 19 15 14 J :s~ Campus Pro grams 6 9 22 17 7 

J ___ -" LEADERSHIP & MEMBERSHIP SUPPORT CONCERN. TO JEWISH COMMUNITY 1 2 3 ~ 5 l 2 3 4 ~ 

Family 0 l 12 14 34 J -=--, Family l 4 17 28 11 

Jewish Identity 1 3 22 16 19 -

I 

-- Jewish Identity 4 9 23 22 3 
Jewish Education 1 8 17 22 . 13 r ' Jewish Education 10 20 24 6 1 

' ·~ 

Intra-Jewish Relations 6 6 13 20 16 Intra-Jewish Relations 7 10 15 21 8 
campus Pro grams 3 16 20 14 8 ~~~·q 

',. ~) Campus Programs 7 16 21 13 3 

FUNDRAISING APPEAL 1 2 3 4 5 LEVEL OF RESOURCES 1 2 3 if 5 

Family 2 5 25 19 10 Family 3 7 27 10 14 
Jewish Identity 4 14 24 14 5 Jewish Identity 4 17 21 13 6 
Jewish Education 9 17 30 4 1 Jewish Education 16 19 . 20 4 2 

Intra-Jewish Relations 9 19 20 9 4 Intra-Jewish Relations 8 7 15 17 1 3 

Campus Pro grams 8 18 25 ·:a 2 Campus Pro grams 11 11 . 21 12 6 
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.. Pr:-ogr~m Areas 

Cri:teria 
Relevance to current missfon 

Consistency with strategies 

Concern to Jewish community 

Achievement of objectives 

Fundraising appeal 

Cost effectiveness 

Quality 

Uniqueness 

Visibility 

l~plementable in chapters 

Leadership & membership support 

Impact on Jewish community 

Concern to general community 

Concern to our allies 

Impact on general communi'ty 

Evaluation potential 

Level of resources-

TOTAL 
MEAN TOTAL 
_STD DEVI ATlON 
MEAN TOTALS-SELECTED CRITERIA 

AMERICAN PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES - QUEST F 
Current Resource All .ocati on: Total 16. 9% 

(5.1%) (2.0%) (1 .5%) 

Religious Immigration & Socio-Econ. 
Pluralism . Acculturation Issues 

4 .82 3.60 3.50 

4. 77 3.85 3.76 
.... . ~ 

4.58 - 3.14 3.25 

4 .01 1.\:c wJ 3. ~ 9 I c.:;, 2.92 
"lJl....:.J•J•....:: •....:. 

4 .15 'f)l ; 2.57 .:\ 2.66 '1 

J~~ \ ' .i) 
4 .12 

' ., 3. ~ 1 '-' 2.93 
J ~ ) 

4.53 3.82 3.42 
-· . '"l ,1,....-J' 

4.26 3.44 ,.... 2.85 

4.04 ' . 2.96 
/; ,. 
; 2.60 

J 
/ 4. 25 3.00 / 2.88 

.4.38 2.93 2.79 
' 

4.25 ~v: 2·. 74 
', 
'· - ·1,,: 2.76 

\.'./\ 
3.68 2.90 .. ' 3.11 t 

3.96 3.42 3.44 

3.66 2.87 3.00 

3.63 2.88 2.73 

4. 15 2.90 2.87 

71.3 53.3 51.5 
4.19 3.14 3. 03 

. 0.34 0.35 0.32 
4.44 3.24 3.15 

(4.8%) (2.8%) (0.7%) 
Women's · Affirmative Energy 
Issues Action 

3.38 3.87 2.30 

3. 58 . 3.98 2. 39 

2.98 3.07 1. 95 

3.09 3.28 2.42 . . 

. 2 .• 87 2.66 l.69 

3.00 2. 96 2. 31 

· 3,58 3.76 3.12 

3.03 3.28 2.88 

3.04 3 .14 2. 14 

3.55 3.33 1.87 

3.15 3. 11 1.87 

2. 77 2.95 1 .. 85 

2.82 2. 95 2.03 

2. 96 . 3.61 1. 90 

2.74 2. 98 . 2.06 

2 .77 2. 95 1.95 

2.57 2.73 1.85 

51.9 54.6 3,6,6 
3.05 3.21 2 .15 
0.29 0.37 0.37 
3.14 3.27 2 .19 



AMERICAN PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES - QUEST F 
Totals by Response category 

RELEVANCE TO CURRENT MISSION . l 2 3 4 5 COST EFFECTIVENESS l 2 3 4 5 
Religious Pluralism.· , 0 0 2· 7 52 Religious Pluralism 0 l 12 26 22 
Immigration & Acculturation 2 6 21 18 14 Immigration ·& Acculturation 2 i3 28 13 5 

Socio-Economic Issues 1 8 23 19 10 Socio-Economic Issues 3 14 26 14 3 
Women's Issues 3 12 19 14 13 Women's Issues · 4 17 20 15 5· 

Affirmative Action .. 2 7 13 16 23 /· ......_ Affirmative Action 2 18 24 . 14 3 

"'(' Energy 20 14 16 10 1 I ....._ Energy 19 18 13 6 5 - ...... 
~ 

CONSISTENCY WITH STRATEGIES l 2 3 4 5 ~\r 

QUALITY 'f ... 2· .. 3--4 --5 

Religious Pluralism 0 0 3 a . 50 ~~J :.r Re l igious Pluralism 0 0 4 20 37 
Immigration & Acculturation 1 0 26 14 20 il u Immigration & Acculturation 0 5 17 23 16 
Socio-Economic Issues 1 3 23 18 16 Socio-Economic Issues 2 6 22 . 22 8 

Women's Issues 4. 6 19 15 17 ~) : Women's Issues 4 8 13 21 15 
Affirmative Action 1 5 15 15 25 ~:=i d' Affirmative Action 2 4 17 23 15 
Energy 19 15 14 9 4 I 1 ~r Energy 14 7 8 20 12 _• 1 ~ I 

CONCERN TO JEWISH COMMUNITY 1 2 3 4 5 l 1=~ LEADERSHIP & MEMBERSHIP SUPPORT l 2 3 4 5 
Religious Pluralism 0 0 8 9 44 J :=-J Religious Pluralism 0 0 8 22 31 
Immigration & Acculturation 0 14 26 18 3 11 ___ .. _,_ Immigration & Ac~ulturation 2 16 29 12 2 
Socio-Economic Issues 1 11 29 12 8 Socio-Economic Issues 4 13 32 10 ' ' Wof!len's Issues 4 15 23 16 3 . Women's Issues 2 10 29 15 5 .. 

·14 ' Affirmative Action 4 25 9 9 1!')~ Affirmative Action 1 16 24 14 6 
Energy 20 27 11 2 1 . Energy 24 24 9 3 1 

FUNDRAISING ·APPEAL 1 2 3 4 5 LEVEL OF RESOURCES l 2 3 4 5 
Religious Pluralism 0 2 12 21 26 Religious Pluralism 0 0 13 26 22 
Immigration & Acculturation 6 19 32 2 2 Immigration & Acculturation 0 17 35 6 3 
Socio-Economic Issues 3 25 20 10 2 Socio-Economic Issues 4 13 31 8 4 

Women's Issues 9 13 21 13 5 Women 1 s Issues 8 22 22 6 3 
Affirmative Action 6 23 19 11 2 Affirmative Action 6 16 29 8 2 
Energy 26 27 8 0 0 Energy 23 23 15 0 Q 



1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9 . 

10. 

• 

Program Areas 

Criteria 
0 Relevance to currer.t mission 

0 consistency with Str~tegies 

0 concern to Jewish community 

Achievement of objectives 

°Fundraising appeal 

0 cost effectiveness 

0Quality 

Uniqueness 

Visibil Hy 

Implementable in chapters 

11.0 3Leadersh_i p & membership support 

12. 

13. 

14 ~ 

15. 

16. 

Impact on Jewish community 

Concern to general community 

Concern to our allies 

Impact on general community 

Evaluation potential 

17. 0 >Level of resources 

TOTAL 
MEAN TOTAi 
STD DEVIATION 
MEAN TOTALS-SELECTED CRITERIA 

INTERRELIGIOUS & INTERETHNIC AFFAIRS - QUEST G 
Current Resource Allocation: Total ·24.4% 

c 
Black/ 
Jewish 

4.65 

4.45 

4 .16 

3.06 

3.22 

3.36 

3.96 

3.57 

3.54 

4 .19 

3.77 

3.90 

3.14 

4 .01 

3.16 

3.40 

3.57 

63 .10 
3.71 

. 0 .46' 
3.89 

(8.8% ) {5.8-%} ( {7~5%} 

Hispanic/ Asian/ White Ethnic Evangei/ Cath./ Main-
Jewish Jewish Ethnic/ Identity Jewish Jewish line 

Jewish ' Culture Protes-
tants 

4.44 3.39 4. 31 3.47 4.49 4.52 4.13 

4. 34 3.70 4.19 3.54 4.37,- . 4.37 4 .14 

3.49 2.36 3. 36 - 3.04 4.06 3.96 3.67 

3.08 2.62 3.26 - 3.03 I . 3.57 3.90 - 3.24 I 

-
2.78 

"l ' 1.98 2. 77 2 .4 9 :i 3.59 3.5.9 2. 91 ' 
\ . . I 

3.19 2.55 3.0.9 .- . 2.78 3.52 3.65 3. 11 

3.60 2.83 3.57 3.62 4.14 - 4.34 3.68 

3.70 
L 

\ -3 .49 3.81 3 .67 4.09 4.08 3.44 
' I 

3.18 " ' 2 .-44 3.14 2. 91 3.86 4.06 3.04 
..., 

3.-88 L-. 3.21 3.78 2.88 3.78 4.08 3.62 

~ ·.29 2.52 3.32 3.06 3.70 3 .• 86 ~.32 
- --

. 3.45 , . 2.49 3 •. 24 2.78 3. 72 3. 77 3.37 
-

2. 77 . 2 .11 2. 72 - 2.52 3.06 3.04 2.88 

3.68 2.78 3.45 2.98 3. 72 -3, 70 3.27 
'· 

2.78 2. 01 2.70 2.39 2 .• 96 3.01 2 .77 

3.13 2.68 3 .'13 2.73 3.36 3.47 3. 14 

3.45 2.70 3 .11 2~65 3.50 3.52 3.27 

58.30 45.90 57'.oo· 50.60 63\50 65 . 00 57 00 
3 43 2.70 3.35 2.97 3.73 3~82 3.35 
0.47 0.48 0.45 0.38 . 0.40 0.40 0.38 
3.57 2.75 3.47 3.53 3.99 3.98 3.53 

) (2.3%) 
Moslems, Rel .Leader­
Eastern ship Edu., 
Rel i gs. Seminarians, 

Holocaust 

3.50 3.87 

3.6~ - ~.03 

2.83 3.48 

2.19 3.45 

2 .16 3 .14 

2 .21 3.28 

2.70 3.86 

3.29 3 .67 - -

2.32 3 ._ 12 

2.50 2.98 

2.34 3.33 

2.36 "3.39 

1.93 2.55 
~. 

2. 37 - 2.86 

1. 78 2.62 

2.29 . 2 ._96 

2.39 3.36 

42.90 55 . 95 
2 .• 52 3.29 
0.51 0.35 
2. 71 3.54 



/.~ . 
~ •·' ·· INTERRELIGIOUS & INTERETHNIC AFFAIRS - QUESi G 

Totals by Response Category 
RELEVANCE TO CURRENT MISSION 1 2 3 4 5 COST EFFECTIVENESS , 2 3 4 5 

Black/Jewish. 0 0 5 11 45 Black/Jewish 4 6 25 16 10 
Hispanic/Jewish. 0 1 9 13 38 Hispanic/Jewish 4 7 30 13 7 
Asian/Je~ish 3 11 22 . 9 16 Asian/Jewish 12 14 23 8 3 

' White Ethnic/Jewish 0 2 10 16 33 White Ethnic/Jewish 4 11 . 24 14 7 
Ethnic ldenti~y Culture 2 8 18 15 16 Ethnic Identity Culture 7 11 25 14 2 
Evangelical/Jewish 0 l 8 12 40 Evangelical/Jewish 2 4 21 23 10 
Catholic/Jewish 0 l 5 16 39 Catholic/Jewish 2 3 19 22 14 
Mainline Protestants/Jew1sh 0 4 12 17 28 Mainline Protestan.ts/Jewish 2 13 22 19 4 
Moslems,Eastern Religions/Jew. 3 11 16 14 17 /'• .. Moslems,Eastern Religions/Jew. 14 21 21 4 0 
Rel.Ldrshp.Edu.,Se~ins.,Holoc. 0 3 -19 15 18 ....... Rel.Ldrshp.Edu.,Semins.,Holoc . 3 6 23 15 6 I\___, 

CONSISTENCY WITH STRATEGIES l 2 3 4 5 . < 
\/ 

QUALITY 1 2 3 4 ... 5 
Black/Jewish 0 l 8 9 42 

1. 1~1 
Black/Jewish 1 2 15 23 20 

Hispanic/Jewish 0 3 9 8 40 J Hispanic/Jewish l 5 21 19 14 
Asian/Jewish l 11 14 9 25 " ~ · 

Asian/Jewish 5 16 21 12 5 
White Ethnic/Jewish 0 4 11 10 35 J White Ethnic/Jewish 2 5 16 22 14 
Ethnic Identity Culture 2 8 15 17 17 I - Ethnic Identity Culture 1 7 15 19 17 
Evangelical/Jewish 0 0 9 15 36 C) l Evangelical/Jewish 0 2 9 23 26 
C~thol ic/Jewish o· 0 8 17 35 Catholic/Jewish 0 0 7 21 32 
Mainline Protestants/Jewish 0 2 14 13 31 " · c' Mainline Protestants/Jewish 0 6 20 17 17 
Moslems,Eastern Religions/Jew. 3 7 13 17 20 ' l [JJ, Moslems,Eastern Religions/Jew. 7 15 27 8 3 
Rel.Ld~shp.Edu.,Semins.,Holoc. 0 3 14 15 21 ' Rel.Ldrshp.Edu . ,Semins.,Holoc. l 2 12 26 12 

CONCERN TO JEWISH COMMUNITY l ·2 3 4 5 c LEADERSHIP & MEMBERSHIP SUPPORT , 2 3 4 5 
Black/Jewish 1 2 10 21 27 

1 l~_f· Black/Jewish 0 4 17 24 15 
Hispanic/Jewish 1 10 19 20 11 Hispanic/Jewish 1 9 ~5 18 · 7 
Asian/Jewish 12 23 20. 4 2 - _,...-, 

Asian/ Jewi s hi 8 20 23 8 1 
White Ethnic/Jewish 2 11 21 17 10 I White Ethnic/Jewish 1 g 26 14. 10 
Ethnic Identity Culture 2 ' 17 23 9 9 

~, 

Ethnic Identity Culture 2 9 29 15 4 \ 
·~ 

Evangelical/Jewish l 3 9 26 22 1 Evangelical/Jewish 1 · 4 l8 22 15 
Catholic/Jewish 0 3 15 24 19 ~ . Catha 1 ic/ Jewish 0 2 16 26 16 
Mainline Protestants/Jewish 1 6 21 17 16 

~~ ,.,.::, 
Mainline Protestants/Jewish 1 7 28 16 a l·. 

Moslems,Eastern Religions/Jew. 10 13 21 11 6 ~ Moslems,Eastern . Religions/Jew. 12 22 17. ·9 0 
Rel . Ldrshp.Edu. ,Semins. ,Holoc. 2 3 24 17 8 Rel. Ldrshp.Edu. ~Semins .• ,Holoc. 1 11 l9 13 9 

I 

FUNDRAISING APPEAL 1 2 3 4 5 LEVEL OF RESOURCES 1 ~ 3 4 5 
Black/Jewish 5 4 33 10 9 Black/Jewish 3 l 22 23 11 
Hispanic/Jewish 7 12 32 7 3 Hispanic/Jewish 2 6 23 22 8 
As·ian/ Jewish 20 24 15 2 0 /lsian/Jewish 10 12 24 11 3 
White Ethnic/Jewish 8 11 31 9 2 White Ethnic/Jewish 4 8 28 14 6 
Ethnic Identity Culture 7 20 24 7 1 Ethnic Identity Culture ' 9 12 25 11 2 
Evangelical/Jewish 1 3 27 19 11 Evangelical/Jewish l 4 24 22 9 
Catholic/Jewish 1 4 23 24 . 9 Catholic/Jewish 2 2 25 21 10 
Mainline Protestants/Jewish 3 15 28 14 1 Mainline Protestants/Jewish 2 7 33 10 9 
Moslems,Eastern Religions/Jew. 18 18 22 3 0 Moslems,Eastern Religions/Jew. 14 16 20 10 0 
Rel . Ldrshp.Edu.,Semins . ,Holoc. 4 11 19 13 . 7 Rel.Ldrshp.Edu.~Semins.,Holoc. 3 4 24 15 7 
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

BOARD OF GOVERNORS INSTITUTE 
January 30 - February 2, 1986 

El Conquistador, Tucson, Arizona 

THURSDAY EVENING .SESSION 

AJC'S PHILOSOPHICAL FOUNDATIONS, 
OPERATING PRINCIPLES & LONG-RANGE GOALS 

Theodore ELLENOFF opened the 
meeting by welcoming the 
pdtticipants and noting thdt 
the specific purpose rif this 

Institute was to clearly establish AJC program priorities thdt . dre responsive 
to the needs of today's Jewish community as weJ l as to the special mission and 
focus of our agency. 

David GORDIS referred to the mandate given to the Officer's by the Governors in 
·December, which called upon them to .present their definition of the mission of 
the agency and the underlying assumptions, judgements and perspectives that 
unite us as a group. He stated that the agency is more than a conglomeration 
of programs; it is also a group of people who share similar views of the 
Jewish community, American society and the world. These views which we 
espouse include a commitment to the democratic values upon which American 
society is based; the unique role that Jews have in this society; the state of 
Israel as the most signif leant feature. of contemporary Jewish life; a.nd the 
vitality of a creative, successful American Jewish community. We are a group 
which· is dedicated to tt:ie concept of pluralism, which we see as a source - of 
strength and energy for Jews and non-Jews alike·, and to a deep concern for the 
rights of Jews and others whose freedoms are threatened anywhere in the world •. · 

Dr. GORDIS ·noted that the basic objectives of the · agency' today are reflective 
of current · world conditions, with our present dgenda being defined by the need 
to fight anti-Semitism, to support Israel's ·needs, to enhance the relationship 
b_etween American Jews and Israelis, to protect the civ ii rights of Jews and 
others around the world, arid to enrich the quality of Jewish life in the U.S. 
In addition to the external threats_, we must take into consideration internal 
problems facing the Jewi$h community which threaten our continuity and crea­
tive existence, particularly the growing polarization between various segments 
of the Jewish community • 

. Consistent_ with our vision of how the world .works best, we -pursue our objec­
tives through a net.work o_f relationships with groups both within and without 
the Jewish community,· includi~g groups with whom we often disagree. In 
addition, we concentrate our efforts on effective research and strategic 
planning, social dnd politiqal action, an·d public education and interpretation. 

Or. GORDIS -disagreed with those who would suggest that AJC shape its pro.gram 
by concentrating only on areas which dre not addressed adequately by · other 
Jewish organizations. He noted that shutting ourselves out of principle 
issues of concern to the Jewish community would be untrue to our history, 
strip us Qf our weight . and influence and lessen our dttractiveness to con­
tributors. He stated, however, thdt addressing ourselves to such issues, as 
well as to those in which we are preeminent, does not mean that we -are trying 
to be everything to everybody and cannot make hard choices. It meani, rather, 
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that honest and sober appraisals of our agency structure dnd program, such as 
the _ one being undertaken dt this Institute, can be used as successful tools to 
help establish an organizational structure that brings us together as a group 
and reflects our style and ideology. 

Or. GORDIS then proceeded to enumerate the six brodd areas· in which · A:JC .j..s in­
volved. The first three -- Israel, anti-Semitism and world affairs -- are 
also the concern of other Jewish organizations,· and we must work to _develop . a 
sense of uniqueness about our role in these areas, utilizing our tradition, 
talents and unique methodology to pursue . our go4ls. In the remaining three 
areas -- American and Jewish publlc policy issues, interethnic and interreLig­
ious affairs, and research and strategic planning -- we are the preeminent 
player, and we continue to have a . major role irl formulatlng public policy 
which affects t~e Jewish and general puplic, based on the humanistic nature of 
our Jewish experience. 

He noted that the budgetary decisions which will be made in t~e coming months 
will conform to the progra1TD11atic prior.j..ties decided upon by the Governors, and 
he expressed confidence that our current fundraising efforts will produce 
sufficient funds to do so effectively. Dr. GORDIS stated that the budget for 
the current fiscal year will be balanced, and . he pointed out that . we will have 
raised at least $1,000,000 more than was raised during the preceding twelve 
months. · These facts belie the rumors that the capacity of the agency to raise 
funds has deer.eased; rather they promise a successful future, after some 
initial corrections and refinements are made. 

Dr.- GORDIS concluded by noting that lt was crucial to the future of the . agency 
that we emerge from the weekend's deliberations with a clear7cut commitment to 
what the AJC is all about and how the various· elements of our program are 
closely related to the basic principles and fundamental goals of our organi­
zation. 

AJC PRO~AH EVALUATION & PlANNING PROCESS Howard FRIEDMAN noted that 
the concentrated process that 
the agency has been engaged 
in since November will be 

culminated by the effort tak.j..ng place during the weekend. He believes that 
the results _ of these deliberations will g~ve the agency· a new sense of self­
understanding and importance and will guide the Officers in moldirig the budget 
along the lines of the decided-upon priorities. 

He described the proc.ess the Off leers have followed in qrder to fulf i LL the 
Board's m~ndate -- clustering all the agency's programs in -the six areas 
described by Dr. Gordis and examining each one in light of a nurnber of· 
criteria. Among the criteda with which each program was rated were its level 
of concern to the Jewish GOrmtunity, the likelihood of dchieving our desired 
objectives, its fundraising dppeal, its cost effectiveness, _the qudlity of our 
work in the area, the uniqueness of our contribution, and the level of visibil­
ity it will provide for AJC. The percentage of resources allocated to each 
program within the six areas was also calculated to assist the Governors in 
understanding the · amount of staff and program costs related to each. Mr. 
FRIEDMAN noted that the Off ice rs have devoted much time during the last few 
months to this process and that they have made a great deal of progress, dnd 
he stated · that he would be presenting the results of their personal 
evaluations the ·fol lowing morning. 
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He went on to describe the . process in which the Governors would be pdrtici­
pat~ng during the weekend. ~hey will be organized into four tdsk groups, with 
ea~h group examining every progrdm area in depth. These sessions will be 
followed by the same evaludtion exercise already undertaken · by the Officers, 
wherein they will fil L out questionnaires rating each program in 17 different 
catego·ries. 

Hr. FRIEDMAN pointed out that the results of these evaluations will provide 
valuable guidance in the upc.oming budget process, although it is not · in itself 
part of that process. If there are further budgetary reduct ions necessary, 
they will not fall only on the agency's program, but on the entire range of 
our expenditures, including central administration and the field. 

He closed by noting the importance of the process the Governors wnl be en­
gaging in during the weekend and noted thdt it is a constructive one that 
should perhaps be undertaken periodically to ensure an ongoing and systematic 
review of the agency's program. 

In the ensuing discussion, it was stated that there were not many significant 
differences among the Off ice rs on the basic program thrust of the agency. It 
was noted that the Off leers' recommenddtions were offered as a response to the 
Board's mandate, and the Governors were encouraged to formulate t heir independ­
ent recommenddtions in the program areas· unc:ter consideration. 

FRIDAY HORNING SESSION 

PROGRAM RECOMMENDATIONS Of THE OFFICERS Mr. FRIEDMAN presented the 
recommendations resulting 

· from the Off ice rs' numeroµs 
meetings and the ev~luations 

they compiled. He noted an overwhelming consensus. regarding the · overall 
mission of the agency and the belief that we must be involved in the following 
major aspects of Jewish concern and interest -- Israel and the Middle ·East;. 
anti-Semitism and extremism; world affairs, as related to Jewish concerns; 
interreligious and interethnic affairs; American ·and Jewish public pollcy 
issues; and research and strategic planning for th~ Jewish community. The 
Off leers feel that many of our program activities in these areas are 
interrelated and feed each other, forming an ov.erall pattern consistent with 
the agency's principles and strategies. He then proceeded to outline the 
specific recommendations of the Officers in each program area. 

1. Interethnlc & Interreliglous Affairs -- This category was given 
the highest priority because it af.fects every area of AJC' s work 
and because our unique accomplishments ~n this field set us apart 
from other organizations. Even though major resources are al­
ready invested in this area, the Officers recommended. a slight 
increase for the coming year. 

Specific ·program recommendations call for augmenting our . 
relationships with emerging leaders in · the Black community; 
adjusting the emphasis of our relations with white ethnic groups 
to focus on common political objectives; reassessing the impact 
of our ethnicity programs which relate to personal self-image, 
the life cycle and. the family; exploring with Evangelical 
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Christians the subjects of religious plura.lism and missionary 
activities; and adding emphasis on Catholic-Jewish relations 
through religious leadership training, Holocaust education and 
our seminarians program. 

2.·· Americ.an Public Policy Issues -- Our involvement in the. American 
public policy arena was rated by the Officers as second in order 
of priority, based on our perception of the Jewish community a~ a 
full participant in American soc iety as a whole and AJC's ability 
to affect meaningful social · change based on our heritage of 
Jewish values and ethics. The Offtcers recommended a slight 
increase in the amount of resources allocated to this program 
area and a redistribution of funds among the programs within this 
category. 

Specific program recommendations include incre.asirig ·our efforts 
to promote pluralism and teach core American values; clearly 
defining our position on social policy issues, which is now being 
considered by an agency task force; restructuring our approach to 
women's rights issues by linking it more closely with our broader · 
human rights concerns; reassessing and possibly phasing out our 
involvement in the energy area; and assessing the nature of our 
activity on immigration and acculturation based on the 
recommendations of our task force . 

3. Anti-Semitism and Extremism The Officers recommended that AJC 
become more vigorously and visibily involved i~ countering anti- . 
Semitism of ideological and political significance and more re­
spons~ve to the intense concerns of the American Jewish community 
on this issue. They believe AJC's perception of this phenomenon 
as an aberration, rather than endemic . tq American society, gives 
us a unique vantage point from which · to stimulate effective 
change. They recommend increasing th.e resources al located to 
this area. 

Specific program recommendations include increasing our research, 
analysis, coalitionar · activities and public educati~n efforts to 
fight the growing assault on the separati·on of church and state, 
the movement to "Christianize" America, the rise in anti-Semitism 
among Blacks, and the activities of extremist groups in the 

· nation's farmbelt . The Officers also recommend phasing out our 
executive suite and social discrimination programs. 

4. Israel & the Middle East -- The Officers believe that AJC's tra­
ditional independence from other Jewish organizations and our 
high level of activity on the international scene enables us to 
make a unique contribution in interpreting Israel's needs and its 
aspirations for peace. 

They recommend that the greatest emphasis be given to foster i'ng 
religious pluralism and intergroup relaUons within Israel by . 
utilizing our unique coalition-building skills and exhibiting 
sensitivity for differing points of view within Israeli society. 
They also suggest continuing our seminal work in the area of 
American Jewish-Israeli relations. A slight increase in resource 
allocations was suggested for both these areas. 



-5-

5. Jewish Public Policy Issues - - The Off leers feel that AJC should 
continue its tradition of activities which enhance the quality of 
Jewish life, foster the conception of the family as the main 
vehicl:e for transmitting Jewish values and ethics, dnd assist 
Jews to be Jewish in a modern world. They suggest maintdining 
the present level of resources al located ·to ·this · program ared, 
with some readjustments as described below. 

. . 
Specif le program recommendations include a mdjor focus on the 
internal polarization within the Jewish colTfllunfty; continued con­
centration on Jewish family issues; a reassess~ent of our contri­
bution in the field of Jewish education, l~dding to d possible 
curtailment of our adult education activities and increased 
concentration on augmenting the Jewish knowledge of AJC's leaders 
and members; and a .limitation of our campus r~lated programs to 
activities involving our academicians network. · · 

6. World Affairs -- The Officers r~commend a more targeted approach 
to our inter·national activities, focusing on the areas of human 
rights, international terrorism, Soviet Jewry and endangered 
Jewish conmunities. 

They suggested a review of the ~ork of 'AJC'·s foreign offices and 
of the services we provide in Latin America and Western Europe, 
as wen as the creation of a network of correspondents in key 
locations to assist us in cultivating relations and assessing 
trends in various parts of the world. They recommended decreas­
ing the resources allocated· to this area and reconceptualizing 
our o~jectives and strategies. · 

Mr. FRIEDMAN closed by noting that the Officers ·highly recommend the centrali­
zation of the agency's research activities, which they believe will enhance 
the quality of our research and strategic planning capabilities and . enable 
concentration on long-range issues and phenomena that must be stud.led in order 
to formulate effective AJC policies. 

In response to a question on how the program criteria will be weighted, it was 
explained· that those criteria over which t.he agency has some control will be 
weighted more heavily when the final analysis is tabulated. It was also noted 
that the Off ice rs' recolTfllendations were based on numerous and substanti:ve de­
liberations probing the agency's mission and program, and that the rating pro­
cess was only the culmination of these discussions. 

FRIDAY EVENING SESSION 

tORLD AND COMMUNAL CHALLENGES -
AJC'S UNIQuE'. ROLE 

Dav id SQUIRE opened the 
session by noting that AJC is 
ofte~ called upon to react to 
new and emerg·ing needs . of 

American and world Jewry. He stated that this session would touch upon three 
such contemporary issues, with the speakers recommending possible strategies 
for AJC to pursue. 

Mimi ALPERIN addressed the subject of the recent revival of religion in the 
U.S. and around the world. She noted that two phenomena seemed to be growing 
simultaneously -- a rise in religious fundamentalism, which we find extremely 
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threatening, and a deepening commitment to one 's own religious tradition, 
which respects religious pluralism. She questioned whether Americans will 
remain committed to the concept of pluralism in the Long run, in light of the 
wave of fundamentalist ideologies now sweeping the world. 

Ms. ALPERIN stated that AJC's role in combatting the fundamentalist threat 
must be systematic, rather than piecemeal. She suggested undertaking research 
focusing on the fundamentalist mindset, utilizing the knowledge of eminent 
religious thinkers,' sociologists, psychologists and historians to help us ex­
plore what makes fundament~lism so attractive to certain people and societies 
and ~ow the current phenomenon compares to such movements in the past. 

She enume·rated the threats to the Jewish corrmunity posed by this rise in reli­
gious fundamentalism, which include ex ternal and internal threats to Israel, 
the participation in cult activities by a growing number of young Jews, and 
the lo.ss of many basic rights for women, and she · urged AJC not to under-
estimate the seriousness of this problem. 

On the subject of women' .s issues, Ms. ALPERIN stated her belief that this area 
should be of . central concern to the agency • . She noted that women make up 52% 
of the American Jewish community and that the Jewish women's movement has had 
a rev italiting impact on Judaism. She also cited the important link women 
have forged with Christian groups as a· result of our activities in Nairobi, 
and she me~tioned t~at tentative plans are now underway for an interreligious · 
women's confe'rence in Genev~ . She closed by urging AJC to continue to play an 
important role in this area. 

Sholom COMAY next spoke on the topic of pluralism, noting that it is the under­
lying theme of all the discussions being held during the weekend. He cited 
the external · forces in today's world which are working to undermine the 
concept of pluralism -- extremists and anti-Semites, such as Louis Farrakhan, 
and fundamentalists who are attempting to "Christianize" America. To balance 
these centrifugal forces, AJC has establishe4 a network of alliances with many 
other religious and ethnic groups, with whom we puc-sue common goals in an 
attempt to hold society in a state of equilibrium. · 

M·r. COMAY noted that we a'lso face · a similar challe~ge within the Jewish 
corrmunity today, with increasing .divisions between Orthodox and non-Orthodox 
Jews. He believes tha~ AJC can be particularly effective in dealing wi th this 
issue, pue to our long history of bringing various groups together. He 
pointed out that the science of intergroup relations was pioneered by AJC over 
forty years ago, when we began exploring the area of ethnic identity.. As we 
enter our 80th Anniversary year, he ~oted, AJC is poised to cont inue its impor­
tant con~ributions to intergroup understanding and the defense of pluralism. 

Robert RIFKIND then shar ed his views on the current internal situation in 
Israel and how .it will affect AJC' s relationship with her. He expressed his 
doubt that the peace process will move ahead in the near future, partly due to 
Israeli coali tional pressures, and he predicted that the rotation agreement 
will go into effect and that the troubled economy will take a turn for the 
worse. As the percentage of Jews from Arab lands increases, due to their 
higher birthrate, and the political orientation of the country moves more to 
the right, he foresees that we will find it increasingly difficult to communi­
cate our views and establish a common set of values with the Israelis . 

Mr. RIFKIND feels that this situation will cause increasingly 'difficult prob-
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lems · for Israel, including the inability to form normal relations with its 
Arab neighbors and an increase of antagonism and insecurity. He believes that 
Amer lean Jews will be less likely to rally to the defense of such a society, 
and he feels that such a situation would, in turn, demoralize American Jewry. 

To prevent such a scenario from materializing, Mr. RIFKIND· stated that we will 
· have to alter the way we deal with Israel by di~Unguishing between Israelis 
and the Israeli government, cultivating relationships with those opposed to 
such a ·government, and offering useful criticism to Israel when necessarr. He . 
also suggested that we become constructively involved in the relationsh1p be-
tween Israel and other Jewish organizations, such as UJA and the Jewish 
Agency. He concluded by urging that AJC work toward transmitting positive 
American values to the Israeli public, which will be a major contribution that 
will. benefit both communities in the long run. · 

In the ensuing discussion, concern was voice<! about ·the stereotyping of 
Sephardic Israelis in Mr. Rifklnd' s remarks and the suggestion that Israel 
could become a fascist country. A number of Governors pointed out the increas­
ing rate of int~rmarr lage between Sephardim and Ashkenazim, the leveling expe­
rience of serving in the Israeli army· and their belief that any existing socie­
tal gap will be bridged in one more generation. Others noted recent positive 
trends in Israel, including the improving economic situation, the recognition 
of Israel by Spain and a number of African nations, and the increasing commit­
ment of American Jewry to assist Israel ln coping with political, economic and 
societal problems. 

AJC's role at the Nairobi Women's Confer~nce was reviewed, and it was pointed 
out that the ramifications of that meeting must not be viewed only as a 
women's issue, but as an issue of general concern to AJC because of · the anti-
Western bias th~t still is perpetuated by groups such as the World Council of. 
Churches. 

On the subject of pluralism, it was pointed out that this concept can also 
present a danger to America, with increased competition betwe~n different 
ethnic and religious groups causing a fragmentation of our society. Others 
ar~ued that it is just in such a society~ wh~re separate groups are valued for 
their d~stinct characteristics, that Jews flourish best. 

SATURDAY EVENING SESSION 

KEY AREAS Of ACTIVITY FOR THE COMING 
YEARS - REPORT OF TASK CROUPS 

Charlotte HOLSTEIN dpened the 
session by commending the 
Governors on the high level 
of discussion and decision-

making which was displayed during the series of task group discussions. She 
stated that the four Governors who served as "reporters" would now present 
brief reviews of the discussions concerning the program areas they covered. 

ANTI-SEMITISM & EXTREMISM Bruce RAMER, who audited the 
sessions on Anti-Semitism and 
Extremism, stated that a 
basic conclusion reached by 

the Governors was that AJC must remain true to its founding pr lnciples and 
contemporary goals by combatting antL-Semitism and extremism. They believe 
that this issue cuts across the .entir'e spectrum of agency programs, and ~hat 

AJC has a unique role to play in this area. There was high praise for our 
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interdepartmental "rapid deployment force," wh.ose readiness was exemplified by 
our . recent response to the farmbelt crisis. The Governors noted the ·percep­
tion of vuinerabHity which pervades the American Jewish comi:nunity today and 
the switch from individual concern to group concern on this issue, and they 
feel that AJC must react to this mood. 

Mr. RAMER stated that economic dislocation often provides fertile soil for the 
rise of anti-Semitic extremist groups, as ls presently occurring due to the 
farm crisis in the Midwest and among Black populations of major cities where 
unemployment is on the rise. · He also noted that anti-Semitism is often 
spurred by anti-Israeti propaganda emanating from the United Nations or by 
episodes such ·as the recent Pollard affair. 

He pointed out that AJC can make a major contribution in this area due to our 
expertise in intergroup relations, and that the Governors believe we should 
aim at making this an American issue, rather than just ·a Jewish one. They 
recommended that AJC engage in res'earch and analysis aimed at discerning 
trends and causes · of anti-Semitism; continue our efforts to influence 
Christian teachings · about Juda i sm; develop further techniques while trans­
mitting core values to the American public; continue our support for the 
positive and healthy aspects of pluralism in our society; play a significant 
role in transmitting accurate information to the media; and continue our input 
with legislative and law enforc~ent bodies. 

Mr. RAMER concluded by noting that AJC's Task Force on . Anti-Semitism and 
Extremism, which is currently engaged in a series of meetings throughout the 
country, will be coming back to the Governors with a series of recommendations 
for effective agency program and poli'cy i n this important area. 

WORLD AFFAIRS. · Ann KAUFMAN next reported on 
: the deliberations of the task 
groups on World Affairs and 
Israel · and the Middle East. 

During the · sessions on world affairs, international terrorism was the highe·st 
priority of each group, and program suggestions in?luded convening a national 
conference on this issue; raising the consciousness of the American public on 
the dangers of terrorism; .ind developing coalitions with 9ther religious .ind 
ethnic groups around this issue. · The Gov.ernors suggested that AJC begin by 
evaluating the \'.¥Ork and materials produced by other groups who are fighting 
this phenomenon, so as not to duplicate those . ~fforts already. underway. They 
also recommended reaching out to foreign governments on this issue ; now that 
thelr dependence on Ara_b oil is on the wane and they might be more receptive 
to cooperative action. 

There was also a consensus · that AJC should continue to be· deeply involved in 
the areas o~ human rights and Soviet Jewry ~ As these are issues of primary 
concern to the Jewish community, there ls a likelihood that we can also use 
our activities in these areas for fundraising pu_rposes. The Governors 
recommended that we utilize our interreligious connections and influence with 
European governments. to promote these important causes. 

Concerning our program in Europe, the Governors felt that the .structure of our 
Paris office and. European operations should be reassessed . There was general 
support for our German activities, which were viewed as a model for relation­
ships with other. western European countries. The Governors felt that South 
Africa should be on AJC' s agenda, with a particular view toward aiding · the 
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locdl Jewish conmunity, as well as fighting apdrtheid. A. number of questions 
were also raised as to the effectiveness of our programs in Latin America, and 
little enthusiasm was voiced for dny involvement in Asia and the Pacific. 

Ms. KAUFMAN reported that there was brodd support and appreciatio~ for the 
work of the Jacob Blaustein Institute for the Advancement of Human Rights dnd 
d desire to utilize their mdterials more effectively in our chapters, which 
often feel removed from our activities in the international arena. · 

ISRAEL & THE MIDDLE EAST She next turned to the 
ses.sions on Israel and the 
Mid~le East, where AJC' s in­
volvement ls baseq on our 

conunon origin and sense of peoplehood, as well as our dWdreness of the ulti­
mate safety valve that ·rsrael represents for wor l d Jewry. We also share the 
same convnitment to basic democratic values, thus making American Jewry: jointly 
responsible for Israel's wel 1-being . The Governors were optimistic about the 
upcoming staff change in our Jerusdlem office, and they felt that AJC 1 s pro­
gram in Israel shoufd concentrate on areas where we have the greatest exper­
tise, rather than duplicating the work being done by organizations such as 
AIPAC. Recommended program activities i n this area included promoting inter­
group relations and pluralism among Is~aelis and continuing our seminal work 
on the reldtions between Isrdelis and American Jews . It was suggested that we 
might broaden our program to teach more Israelis about the American Jewish 
experience and· follow up more closely with Israeli visitors to the U.S. after 
~hey return home. Ms. KAUFMAN closed by noting that .AJC'ers who participate 
in · programs in Israel might want to assist in this task by meeting with 
Israeli students and others to expose them to American Jewish values and view-
points. 

AMERICAN & JEtISH PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES . Robert GOODKINO then reviewed 
the Governors discussions in 
the area of American and 
Jewish Public Policy Issues. 

He began by noting that A.JC' s involvement in· Americ.an public policy stems from 
our belief that American society ls the greatest experience in self-government 
in history and that it has offered Jews the greatest opportunity to play an · 
integral role in its shaping. Our Jewish traditions, values and ethics· assist 
us in understanding and contributing solutions to contemporary social issues. 

Our invofvement with Jewish communal issues 'derives from our belief in the 
viability of the American Jewish community and our deep concern about its 
continuity. This impels us to deal with internal threats to our community, 
such as intrareligious f~iction, the erosion of Jewish family life and 
intermarriage. 

The Governors strongly endorsed AJC programs which promo~e intrareligious dia­
logue among the various branches of Judaism, with the ' hope that AJC's 
trddition of bridge-building might lessen the growing polarization within the 
Jewish community. There was .general agreement that this program also has 
great potential for implementation in the chapters. 

Mr. GOOOKIND noted that the Governors strongly support the agency's work with 
respect to the Jewish family, and they particularly cited our grandparenting 
program. They also endorsed our annual academicians missions t~ Israel. 
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Strong support was voiced for programs which promote religious pluralism, 
church-state separation and, . particularly, the teaching of core American 
values, which they feel also has fundraising potential. Ih each of these 
areas, · they urged utilizing our ·coalitional network and sponsoring colloquia 
which will inform the public and change the climate of opinion. 

_.,, 

On . the subject of .women's issues, al though there was general support for ou.r 
invoLvement in this. area, many Governors called for integrating our program 
into tl:te context of our broader work on human rights and social justice. 
There was a consensus that the resources al located to this area should be 
reduced, particularly in light of the large portion of last year's budget 
devoted to the Nairobi conference and the Pay Equity Task Force. 

The . Governors had a mixed reaction to our programming on immigration and 
acculturation, with a general sef)se that perhaps . our task fo,rce ·Should be dis­
mantled and our efforts directed toward working with Hispanic ,groups. On 
social and economic policy issues, they suggested · waiting for the report of 
the Social Policy Task Force before establishing definitive AJC policy 
positions on issues such as unemployment and poverty. Mr. GOODKIND concluded 
by noting that the Governors endorsed the agency's policy on affirmative 
action and expressed satisfaction t 'hat we have gained new allies in the Black 
conmunity for our pos~tion. 

INTERETHNIC & INTERRELIGIOUS AFFAIRS Robert HEXTER next offered 
his report on the Governors 
deli9erations on Interethnic 
and Jnterreligious Affairs. 

He stated that there was strong support for our Black-Jewish relations 
program, with part icu l_ar emphasis on our contacts with emerging Black 
religious and political leaders. They also endorsed our work with Hispanic 
and Asiaf) groups in those communities where they make up a substantial portion 
of the population. 

The Governors felt that our growing relationship wi~h Evangelical° Christians 
was very important, and they stressed the delicacy of working with this group, 
which normally supports us on Israel and Soviet Jew.ry but is opposed to us on 
most domestic . i~sues. They also endorsed our ongoing Catholic-Jewish rela-

. tions program, with particular interest . expr-essed in our preparation of 
Holocaust education materials for Catholic schools. As for mainline Protes­
tants, they felt that our dialogue with this group must be maintained, as they 
are our strongest allies on domestic social issues. Training programs for our 
leaders involved in interreligious dialogues was also strongly endorsed. 

Mr •. HEXTER noted that the Governors felt that our work wi~h white ethnic 
groups should focus mainly · on our shared political agendas, rather than our 
past concentration on exploring ethnic identity. 

He closed by noting the Governors' call for wider dissemination of our mate­
rials in this area and an improved public relations effort to let the public 
know about our important accomplishments. 

During the discussion that followed, it was noted that each reporter presented 
a general overvi.ew of all four task group meetings on their particular sub­
ject, thus .perhaps failing to note that some groups devoted more time to cer­
tain issues than others. It was pointed out, however, that there was an over­
all endorsement of the agency'.s major programs. While there w·as little desire 
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to curtail our activities generally, there were suggestions for refining dnd 
improving particular programs. 

One of the Governors voiced support for continuing to handle World Affairs and 
Israel & the Middle East in a joint manner, as well as for retaining the sep­
arateness of our work on women's issues, rather than submerging it into the 
general mainstream of our efforts. 

Some concern was raised that the Governors expressed more interest in the 
identity of other ethnic groups than they displayed about explorfog Jewish 
identity, and they were urged not to ignore the important contribution AJC can 
make in the latter field. 

The session closed with a number of Governors commenting on the success of the 
task group and program rating sessions and noting t~eir importance and pro­
ductiveness in guiding the agency's future program . 

. SUNDAY MORNING SESSION 

ORGANIZATIONAL & INSTITUTIONAL 
IMPERATIVES & OBJECTIVES 

Or. GORDIS reported on a num­
ber of organizational and 
institutional tasks which the 
agency will be undertaking in 

the coming program year. He described the plan to enhance our research and 
strategic planning capdbilitles by centralizing our r~search and information 
act"iv ities . and concentrating on long-range issues and phenomena which wll l 
guide us in formulating appropriate strategies and policies. He mentioned the 
upcoming inauguration of . AJC's Project 2000, a comprehensive endeavor to study 
emerging needs and problems which wi 11 affect the American Jewish community at 
the turn of the century and beyond. · 

He stated that a major effort will be undertaken to reduce the deficits· of our 
agency publications the American Jewish Year Book, Commentary, Present 
Tense, and AJC Journal -- through a variety of fundraising approaches. 

Plans to broaden the structure of our campaign and augment our fundraising 
programs in a conservative and evolutionary manner will inc"lude . increasing the 
number and volume of plate dinners; involving our Leaders in directly identi­
fying, soliciting and securing major contributors and honorees; expanding our 
major gift campaign; and increasing our direct mail activities. A ·number of 
.campaign publications are already available to assist ·us in these efforts . 

Dr. GORDIS stressed the i~portance of our field operation, which provides a 
major arena for articulating and implementing agency policies and programs, as 
well as participating actively in membership recruitment and fundraising. Our 
plans for the .coming year include a systematic review of AJC's potential in 
conmunities around the country; an upgrading of printed conmunlcations with 
chapter leaders and members; and an .effort to reinforce the relationship 
between the chapters and national through improved planning, reporting, 
evaluating and service systems. 

In the area of marketing and communication, Or. GORDIS outlined a plan to im­
prove our input to both the Jewish and general public by regularly conmuni­
cating with four targeted market groups -- insiders (Governors, chapter pres­
idents and· key chapter leaders), contributors (influential people who dssist 
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our campaign efforts), Jewish leaders (heads of Jewish organizat i ons and 
conmunities here and abroad)) , and American influentials (business, political 
and c i vic l edders). He ddv ised the Governors thdt the agency has .engdged the 
services of two senior marketing experts to assist us in developing d long­
term 1t1arketing pla.n. 

Leadership and staff development was the f i ndl area touched upon by Dr. 
Gord i s . He spoke of plans for a comprehensive development cycle which would 
include a review and improvement of our current meeting structures; create a 
computerized leadership resource file; create new and meaningful national 
leadership posit ions; encourage chapter leadership retreats; and develop im­
proved manc}gerial, facilita t ion and fundraising skills among our professional 
staff. 

Fo1 l owing Dr·. Gordis' presentation, concern was expresseq t hat the Goye·rnors 
sometimes cross the line between the ir role of policy formulat ion and the 
staff role of implementing those policies . There was support for an increased 
staff development program and attempts to further improve lay/staf f r elations. 

On the issue of communicating the agency's message, it was suggested that we 
might initially undertake a test marketing campaign to gauge the success o~. 
our present efforts in this area. It w~s pointed out that t he l ack of success­
ful marketing t echniques seriously undermines the effect of our program 
achieve-ments, as well as our. fundraisihg efforts. The format ion of a lay 
conmittee on marketing and co11111unicatlons was also reconmended. 

SUMMARY OF GOVERNORS' PROGRAM 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

tionnaires . He stated that there seemed to 
Officers' and Governors' vis ion of the program 

Mr. ELLENOFF presented a pre-
1 iminary analys i s of the tabu­
lated r esults from one-half 
of t he program r ating ques-

be . much consistency between the 
directio~ for the agency. 

He noted that both groups had chosen interet hnic and interreliglous affair-s as 
the area of hig hest priority for AJC, c iting · its relevance to our mission, the 
quality of our work in this area and the uniqueness of our contribut ion . Both 
groups also shar ed the basic assumption that our network of r elations hips with 
other ethnic and r eligious grou.ps provides us with the bes t assur ance of 
Jewish survival. The Officers and the Governors recommended that this area re­
ceive the largest percentage of resources and that our work i n this field con­
tinue o·n its present course . 

The Gover nors chose anti-Semitism and extremism as the second highest area of 
priority, with a consensus . that we should considerably increase the amount of 
resources allocated to this area. Their choice d iffered from that of the 
Officers, who had selected American public policy issues as t heir second high­
est priority area. 

The Governor s rated the remaining program areas in the following order of 
priority -- American public policy issues , Israel and the Middle East, Jewish 
public policy issues, and world affairs . There was a recommendation to raise 
the level of resources allocated to each of those program areas, with the ex­
ception of world affairs, where a slight decrease was suggested. Analysis of 
this last reco11111endation reflected the feeling of the Governors that AJC can 
effectivel y achieve the targeted programs mentioned below with a lesser amount 
of resources. · 
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Mr. ELLENOFF then proceeded to outline the specific result~ tabulated for each 
program area. 

1. Interethnic & Inter religious Affairs Chosen by both groups as 
the top priority area, they both put the highest emphasis on 
Jewish relations with Blacks, Ev.angelicals . and Catholics, recom­
mending that additional resources be allocated to these three 
areas. There was also support for expanding our relations with 
Hispanic and Asian groups. 

While the Officers recommended maintaining our current level of 
coalitional activities with white ethnic groups, the Governors 
suggested a slight reduction in this area. Both agreed that · less 
effort and resources should be allocated to exploring the identity 
and culture of ethnic groups. 

In our activities with mainlin.e Protestants, the Officers recom­
mended an increase, while the Governors sugge~ted maintaining the 
current program Level. Neither group felt we should become in-
volved at this time with Moslems or members of Eastern rel igions . · 

Religious traini.ng for .our leade.rs involved in inte'rreligious dia­
logue was highly endorsed by the Governors, though it generated 
less enthusiasm among the Officers. 

. . ~ 

2. Anti-Semitism & Extremism -- Both the Officers and Governors 
agreed that a major focus of our . program in this area should be to 

. mobilize our intergroup ties to pr·omote the idea that anti­
Semltism is an American concern, not merely a Jewish problem. 
They also placed importance on our research and analysis and our 
media and public education campai,gn in tilts area. 

Two specif le areas delineated as being of minor concern to both 
groups were our involvement with legislation and law enfo.rcement . 

. efforts and pursuing · c~ses of discrimination against· individual 
Jews, such as execut.ive suite ac~ion. · 

3. American Public Polley Issues -- Promoting religious pluralism .in 
American society was the program of greatest' interest to the 
Officers and Governors in this area. It was, in fact, the single 

· program on AJC's agenda. that was rated · most highly by both groups, 
and adqitlonal resource allocations were recommended to increase 
our efforts. 

4. 

Both groups _recommended a reduction in the resources allocated to 
all other· programs in this area. Minor reductions were called for 
in our programs on i~migration and acculturation, women's issues 
and affirmative action, while a major reduction and curtailment of 
activity was suggested for our energy program. · 

It was recommen~ed that we maintain our current level of activity · 
on socio-economic issues until our task force presents its recom­
mend.at ions. 

Israel & the Middle East -- Both groups considered our activities 
in israel and work on her behalf in the U.S. as our· hig~est 
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priority in this area. 

There was major approval and support .for our work on Amer ipan 
Jewish-Israeli relations and. our efforts to promote pluralism in 
Israel. Additional resource allocations were recommended for both 
these programs. 

It was suggested that current levels of funding be maintained . for 
our advocacy of Israel's interests in the U.S. and our research 
and analysis on the Middle East. 

There was · agreemer:tt in. both groups that the agency shot,ald not 
become involved in act'ivities related to the Israeli economy. 

5. Jewish Public Pot.icy Issues -- Both the Off i .cers and Governors 
agreed that the highes·t priority in this area sho'uld be given to 
our work on the Jewish family, and additional funding was recom­
mended for this program. Current levels of effort ~nd resources 
were suggested for our work ~n Jewish identity. 

The Governors recommended that we undertake new activities con­
cerning intra-Jewish relations, with additional resources 
allocated to this program. They also suggested reduGing our pro­
grams related to Jewish education and campus life; with the ex­
ception of our. an~ual academicians missions, which are self­
s4staining financially. 

~ 

6. World Affairs -- There was approval by both groups for additional 
programming and resource allocations . in the areas of human rights 
and international terrorism. They also . recommenqed sustaining the 
current funding levels in the areas of ·_soviet Jewry and Eastern 
Europe. 

A reduction · in funding was suggested for our programs rel~ting to 
Western Europe, Latin America and Africa ( in_cluding South Afr.lea). 

Mr. ELLENOf='F concluded by r·emindin,g the Gov,ern<;>rs that these findings may be 
somewhat altered once all the questionnaires are tabulated, at which time they 
will receive· a report summarizing the results of the· weekend's deliberations. 

In the ·ensuing discussion, it was suggested that t~is program evaluation pro­
cess be undertaken at regular intervals by the Governors, with the national 
program commissions performing similar evaluations in their respect'ive areas. 

The Governors were assured that their recommendations would be given first 
priority in those program areas where their recommendations· differed from 
those of the Officers. 

General satisfaction was expressed with the weekend's deliberations, with many 
Governors stating that it allowed them to learn more about program areas they 
are not direc~ly involved in and to express their concern for the agency. 
They felt the experience had consolidated and cemented their commltment to 
AJC, and had brought forth a consensus on a direction for the agency's 
efforts. The process was widely viewed as a beginning, and the Governors 
looked forward to seeing their recommendations . translated into specific 
actions and decisions. 
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SAC KGROUNDE R 
CURRENT TAX ISSUES 

. . 
The current debate surrounding tax reform directly touches issues 

high on the AJC ·agenda . . The Tax Reform Bill passed ·by the U. S. House 
of Representatives and the Administration version (commonly called 
Treasury II) contain numerous provisions impacting directly upon family 
policy and approaches to poverty. The following considerations are 
intended for .discussion .concerning potential AJC initiative~ · in the .tax 
debate. 

l. ·. General Principles 

Pending recommendations . of our Socia 1 Policy Task Force, 
AJC's current policy would suppo~t tax reform which would accomplish 
the following -objectives: . .. 

1. ·. It should strengthen famiJ ies in .the u·.s •. by -favoring 
necessary family · responsibilities such as child 
rearing and education and, at minimum, not penalize 

·· . . ,· people who .live in intact family · un i ts. 
-

, 2: It should seek to help the popr and near poor by ·-
., · decreasing _ their liabilities, not imposing ~ djs­

proportionate tax burden on them, and encour.aging -. 
them to work. · 

• . I. • 

3. It should target especially vulnerable populations 
:··such· as single-parent fami·lies and large, faiyiilie~ 

below the .poverty line for· special relief. · 

,··1 4:-•· ... Jt.,should'.decr.ease the t>urden on middle-class· 
familiest especially young parents raising '· 

:.: ·. cMldren on moderate· in~omes • 
.. . . 

. ·:. 

Both proposals now before the Senate~ t~e House-passed Sill and 
Treasury n · speak in different ways to these concerns. The . tax burden 
distr'ibution .in the House Bf11- would greatly improve the position of 
the poor. and near poor and enhance incentives to work, while · 
Treasury II contains .some important features that benefit families. 

I. , • 

·11 p:: .Benefits Qf Treasury n . 

.. Treas'ury II .incorporates two feature.s that provide both 
substantive and symbolic support ·for ·families: 
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l. Treasury lI raises the . personal exemption to $2 ,000 
for all taxpayers, ·while the House Bi 11 contains 
thi.s provision only for non-itemizers , increasing 
the exemption to only $1,500 for those who . itemize. 
Tr-easury II would both materially aid larger 
famiHes ·and younger middle class families with 
children · who would itemize to save on mortgage and 
inter.est ·deduction$ but who would lose wtth smaller 
personal exemptions. 

2. . Treasury H increases the . Individual Reti remeht 
Account for homemaking · spous.es from $250 to 
$2 ,000 ·whi1 e the . Hou.se Bi'll retains a $250 ·cei 1 i ng . 
The . Treasury approach would esPeciall y aid ' fami fies 
that opt to have one s·pouse stay at home to care 
for ·chii'dren. Whi le AJC has consistently endorsed 

.. day care and other measures · that · support working 
parents, we should also back proposals, such ~s 
the .Treasury II IRA provisions, that benefit 
famtl ies th.at defe~ . outside employment ·for- chi l d­
r-eari'ng. · 

While the . personal exemption issue and the . IRA increase for 
homemaking spouses mean much to · individual families, they are not J : 

. big money i terns i'n the context ·of· the . who 1 e bi 11 ·. · Revenue 1 ost 
through retention of.Treas.ury ·n•s-- provtstons· can easily be made up 
by adjustments··e1sewhere. i'n the"legi slation. · 

III. Benefits of the . House-Passed Tax Bill 

Several . aspects .of the House-passed ·tax bill would 
materially aid poor families. · ·These . include.: 

l. The :House Bi'll would end tax liabilities for working 
poor . families whose incomes are . below or slightly 
above the . poverty line . In all, about 6.5 million 
households in this status would have their tax 
liabilities eliminated : 

2. This would provide significant relief to poor families:. 
Under current .law, a family of four earning at . the . pro­
jected poverty 1 ine of $·12;000 in. 1987 would owe· 
$1,271 in income and payroll tax: This liability under 
tb.e . House Bi'11 would be reduced to $399 in Social 
Security taxes. In additton to providing relief, this 
wou 1 d al so encourage these fami·l i es to work ·since they 
would keep a larger share cf their earntngs. .. · 

3 , This reduction of tax burdens for families earning under 
$20 ,000 of $30 billion over the next flve years would 
be accomplished by three provisions: the p~rsonal 
deduction would nearly double~ to $2,000 for those who . 
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do not itemize; the standard deduction would be 
significantly raised; and th~ , Earned Income Tax 
credit would be enla_rged. ·- · 

. 4. : Moreover, ·unlike· the . current" sy-~tem~ .th~ Hou~~ : 
.. Bi:Jl woul d not a~low .. these- ga1ns fo_ be e·foded · 
. . by ~- ri ~i -~g costs _of Jiving . . All thre~ . inaj9r · 

-provis,i9ns are ~ndexed for i~-f.lation. 
. . • • • • • • : • • • •. • • l • • • • • ;~ •• ' 

. - 5. Jhese -b~nefit~ "for . th.e poor are not new poficy. 
, · · The= . H9u~~ ~i 11:- restores . the . tax st~4ation .,of· 

.. · ·the poor: to - 1_,ev~ls that .e~i.sted iri · t .he late. ' 
1970s before inflatiQn .eroded many . provisions 
that. kept tax liability 1 ow for low income · · 
families. 

6. The . House Bill ·~also provi_des rel i~f to lar.ger 
.fami 1.i es ·n~ar .. ~~~ pover,ty .;_line and to families . 

.. . headed ,_ by_ sing1e par~nt's1:·who . are especially _·.· 
. . . ... vu1nerab1 e under : t~e. ~urrent t:ax system. ., 

.: ... 
~ - • 17 ; . Treasury · I.( ~l so :.pro:v.ides . .- some sigriifi._cant t ,ax 

relief for the poor al'.ld near· poor,"bi.lt ,.not as ··_: 
much as the . House Bill". .The House· version 
results in a: tax liability. of 33% less · than 
Treasury II for a f~mily · of four at : the :poverty 
line and sets its income tax .threshold about · 
$1 ,000 h_i gher. 

8. The Hous~ Bill also provides greater relief to 
·middle. class families, many of them young with 
child-rearing responsibilities.~ The .Ho\1se ··" . ': ''• 

version provides greater tax cuts ·than 
Treasury II to every income class earning less 
than $75,000~ while giving lesser cuts ·to those 
making more than this amount. Both the :Hoase 
Bill' and Treasury II would transfer tax burdens 
from individuals to corporations by restoring 
the corporate share of federal 'taxes to -_ abo.ut 
the level they were at in 1980. 

9. The . House Bill would continue full deductibility 
of state and local taxes, preserving revenues 
that fund many programs for famili'es and the . 
poor. Treasury II would eliminate .much of this 
deduction which would threat~n these programs. 
Many l ocal Jewish agencies would fall into this 
category. · · 

' : 

. · .. 

. : 

.... ·· 
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IV. Other Considerations 

Both the House Bill and Treasury II drop the current 10% 
exemption on spous.al income which was designed . to eliminate the 
"marriage tax," that is to assure that married couples do not pay 
more in taxes .than 'two people living together without marriage. 
The rationale for the new proposals is .that flattening tax brackets 
will reduce taxes for all families. Still, under both proposals, 
unmarried couples making $30,000 each will be ·in .the .25% bracket, 
while if combined in o·ne family income the .$60.000 total will place 

· them in the .35% bracket. In other words, both bills would restore 
the marriage tax, ·tho.ugh in 1 imited form. 

V. Conclusion 

Should AJC. deci.de to enter the .debate on t~x policy, it 
may do so on the .basis of its record of statements on poverty and · 
family values as well a~ the .forthcoming reconmendations of our 
Social Policy Task Force . · Aspects of both major current ·proposals 

' could interest us. Major decisions on taxation will be ·ma.de 
throughout the spri_ng and summer. We need to decide soon· whether 
and in what ·form to enter this debate. 

Prepared by: 
Steven Bayme and Gary· .Rubin 
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Jacques Ch-lrac, the newly-named French prime minister, returns . to 
the key position he first held from 1974 to 1976 under President Giscard 
d'Estaing. leader of the Rally for the Republic (R.P.R.), the neo­
Gaullist party he has led for a decade, and two-term Hayor ' of Paris, 
Chirac's accession· to power portends a poss~ble shift in France's 
pro-Israel posture under President Mitterand. Although .Mitterand's term 
continues until 1988, the French P.Olitical structure provides for a 
distribution of power between . the top two posts, thus permitting Chirac 
to have a major, perhaps decisive, impact on the direction of French 
domestic and foreign policy. 

As Mayor of France's largest city, Chirac has enjoyed good rela­
tions with the 300,000-member Jewish conmunity. Jewish leaders praise 
his openness, accessibility and energy. In December, Chirac addressed a 
mostly Jewish gathering at the naming of Rene Cassin Square, even 
q~oting from the Talmud in honoring the late French Jewish Nobel Peace 
Prize winner and human rights .activist. Early this year,. after lengthy 
and complex discussions between the Paris City Hall, Ministry of Culture 
and .Jewish community, agreement was reached to ql'eate a museum of Jewish 
art. Chirac's support for this project was crucial to its successful 
outcome. Indeed, the municipality has offered a building gratis. 

In August ·1982, a kosher restaurant in Paris was attacked, leaving 
6 dead and 22 wounded. Mayor Chirac returned from vacation to. attend a 
memorial ceremony and condemned the "horrible' and "racist ·character" of 
the tragedy. At the time of the bomb blast at the Rue Copernic 
synagogue, which left 4 persons dead, Chirac immediately dispatched an 
aide to the scene and himself cam.e to the site the next day. · Yet when a 
mass demonstration to protest this anti-Semitic attack was organized, 
the R. P.R. heslt.ated to participate because of the heavy involvement of 
the Socialist and Communist parties in the manifestation. Finally, 
however, it was decided to join to "express its solidarity with the 
national elan. against racism, 1' ~ccording to Chirac. 

. . 
Chirac was interviewed at length in 1982 in the French Jewish 

monthly l'Arche. Of the French Jewish c~mmun1ty and its ties with 
Israel, he· said, "History shows that Jews t)ave resided in what is today 
France for more than 2,000 years, and that~ despite the persecutions and 
expulsions·, · they always lived in at least one par~ of the country, from 

·' 
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Marseille to Alsace ••• ! do not forget that during the Middle Ages the 
French rabbis were celebrated and one of the first to use the French 
language was the famous Rashi ••• It is normal that in the hearts of the 
Jews there is a place for Israel, the object of twenty centuries of hope 
and prayers, the biblical Promised Land, and the plaqe where Holocaust 
survivors live." 

French Jews, nevertheless, are concerned about the possible impact 
of Chirac and his R.P.R. party on French foreign policy in the Middle · 
East. France is a significant military and economic power with sub­
stantial global interests, including the Middle East and North Africa. 
One of five permanent members of the U. N. Security Council and a 
founding member of the 12-nation European Economic Community, Fran.ce is 
farther centrally placed to address Mlddl~ East issues. 

· The election of Hitterand in 1981 ushered in the most unabashe~ly 
pro-Israel French leader in years and · strengthened Franco-Israeti 
b.ilateral ties, a move that Chirac has criticized as excessive, accord.­
Ing to A 1982 study on France by the London-based In~tit~te of Jewish 
Affairs. Does the Socialist reversal in the recerit election and 
ascendancy of the R.P.R . , under Chirac ' s leadership, therefore, augur a 
change in this pro-Israel policy? Chirac's previous foreign policy 
record, notwi th standing his favorable ties with French Jews 
domestically, gives pause for thought. 

As prime minister, Chirac negotiated the French nuclear cooperation 
agreement with Iraq. He claimed that the construction of a reactor near 
the Iraqi capital posed no risk to Israel and was adequately safeguarded 
by French restrictions on its operation, yet Israel, of course, did not 
share Chirac's sanguine view·. It found it necessary to conduct a 
successful preemptive . strike against the facility .in June 1981. 

According to a New York Times account, Chirac flew to Libya in 
1976 for an official two- day visit, the first by the head of a Western 
government since Qaddafi came to power in 1969. At the time Chirac 
spoke of the "close and longstanding" ties between France and Libya, and 
added, 11 1 think we shall be discussing political problems as well as 
French-Libyan cooperation, which should be extended and well-balanced~" 
At · the end of the visit, Chirac and Libyan officials signed agreemen~s 
for France to build a nuclear power plant in Libya (but not research 
facilities or the facilities to produce heavy water)' and several 
technical and cultural accords. Three months later, France agreed to 
build 10 naval ships for Libya armed with sea-to-sea missiles and 
anti-aircraft guns. 

Also during Chirac's tenure as prime minister, France permitted the 
P.L.O., which had hitherto been part of the Arab League representation, 
to open its own Information and Liaison office in Paris. He claims, 
again in the L 'Arche interview, that, "Everyone knows - for reasons 
about which I will not now comment - that I learned about this decision 
from the radio." Other observers, however, argue that Chirac had 
certainly never opposed the -move in government decision-~aking circles . 
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In the L 'Arche interview, Chirac dwell.ed at considerable length o.n 
his Middle East views: "France has never equivocated about Israel's 

· right to exist and live in pea·ce. I recall the discussi_ons I had as 
prime minister, especially in Tripoli and Baghdad, where I emphasized 
this point as a fundamental tenet of French policy ••• If there are 
differences between France and Israel - and this is the case - it is due 
to the different ways in which we approach the search for ·peace in the 
region. These concern method but not the substance (of Isr.ael's right 
to exist)." 

On the Pale$tinian question~ Chirac tqld L 'Arche, "It is indis­
putable that there ls a Palestinian problem and that any· return to peace 
in the region · requires, in one way or another, a P~lestinian entity - ·a 
land for this people· - and, therefore, negotiations to determine its 
modalities ••• ! well know that Israel asserts that the P.L.O. is not 
represent.ative. This was, at one time, · France's position on the 
Algerian F.L.N. (independence movem~nt). tam not certain such an 
approach is t_he best way to ~chi eve peace." . . 

In response to a question concerning the R.P.R.'s unenthusia$tic 
reaction to the Camp David Accords, Chirac replied, "If I had reserva­
tions about the Accords, it was because I do not believe in the adage 
'diviqe and conquer.' Cutting the Arab world in half; as a result· of the 
Accords, resulted, it se~ms to me, in further alienating certain Arab 
stat~s from the peace process." In addition, explained Chirac, France 
did not participate in the multinational Sinai peacekeeping force 
because "this initiative was an outgrowth of Camp Dav~d .•• about which 
we had our reservations. I wish to.add that it is my belief that what 
France can be~t do for Israel is not to align itself systematically with 
every IsraelJ position. In such a case, France would lose its credi­
bility as a m~iator ••• I am terribly upset by the Middle East situation 
and wish, above all, that there could be a conciliation of feelings 
which . could l.ead to peace." 

In 1984, in a meeting with an American Jewish Committee delega­
tion, Mayor Chirac, while acknowledging his strong and long-standing 
ties with Iraq and its leaders, said, "If Israel is · attack~d, the 
E:uropeans should immediate.ly be on Israel's side. We have first to 
.support Israel, but also to support peace. Nobody contests Israel's 
right to exist, but the problem i~ that Israel wants territory and 
settlements. The political costs, however, are too great." He added 
that Iraq and Israel actually had common interests in their opposition 
to Syria, the real Middle East menace . .. One ~ay, he speculated, Baghdad 
and Jerusalem might actually reach an u_nderstanding and draw Amman in as 
well. 

Later in the year, Chirac made his first trip to Israel and, by all 
accounts, it was a successful mission. He met with a wide range of 
senior government officials and toured the country. After meeting with 
Prime Minister Peres, Chirac stated in a January 1985 interview in 
L'Arche, "I was very impressed by my conversation. He is· a profound, 
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forward-looking, honest man, and I was taken by this approach." The 
mayor also visited Yad Vashem, the memori~l to the Holocaust victims . He 
said in the same inte.rview, "My emotion became a physical reaction, 
pressing on my soul and heart and constricting my throat. The 
exceptional quality of the monument and especially the intensity of the 
exhibitions, particularly the photographs, are such that one truly 
discovers a new dimension of the Holocaust tragedy ." And as is the case 
with so many first-time vi sitors to Israel, Chirac was s"truck by the 
country's small size. "It is true that if one does not know Israel 
first-hand, it is difficult to appreciate the exigencies that geography 
places on the life of the people, especially because of t he shortness of· 
distances an~ what this means for the country's security," he. explained. 

Will Chirac's strong pro-Arab tilt of the 70s once again prevail as 
he assumes office? T~ what degree will t he un~recedented leadership 
configuration of a Socialist President and neo-Caulllst Prime Minister 
result in changes in French external policy until the 1988 presidential 
elections? Has Chirac's pro-Arab position be~n softened by his warm 
ties with the Paris Jewish community and visit to Israel? How will 
Chirac's barely disguised interest in running for the presidency in 1988 
affect his posture on issues between now and election date? Will the 
new foreign minister, Jean-Bernard Raimond, the current French envoy in 
Moscow and a career diplomat, reflect the tra~itional Arabist thinking 
prevalent in the Foreign Ministry, or counsel a more independen t line? 

While it would be premature to answer these questions, t here is an 
apprehension in large segments of the French Jewish community that the 
advent. of Chi rac and the R.P.R. may bring an effort t o strengthen 
further France ' s position in the Arab world , even at t he expense of its 
ties with Israel, and that the heady days of Franco-Israeli relat~ons of 
th~ last ·five years may perforce be numbered. 

* * * * 
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A· few hour.s '3 .ft~'; Na tan .(Ana~ol;) . Shcharans~y'_s memorable _arrival 
in the W~si~. ~ ~our~alist calle~ me to ask ~f the s~ru~gle" fo~ Soviet 
Jewry was essentlal_ly over. 'After aH, he ~aid, ._the m~in symbol of the 
movement now was liberated and a principal demand pf the Wes~ern world 
-- Shcharansky's freedom . -- was inet. What more n·eeded to be done? I 
respondeq by telHng -him an .ar:i~cdote recounted by. Jews i~ Moscow: . . . . . . . . 

I ., • • ~: 

. ShQ~tly : af:ter p~bi'ica~t'on . ·of . ~h~ _ So~iet _census in . 1979, 
Generai. S~cretary . Br.«:zhnev asked Premi~r Kosygin the offic1al 
Soviet ,Jewish pop~latlon figure. "The .total ls 1.8 . r:ni.lllon," 
replied Kosygin. "I h've a.n idea; ~' said .the Soviet leader. 
"What if we permit the troublemakers among the Jews to 

, em_igra~e. ;.. WQn'.t t .h.a:t win. us -some f~vo~able .publlc~ty overse~s 
and, at the same time, . c1efuse tensions here?" "A .fine· idea," 
exclaimed Kosygin. "How many do you think would ieav·e; 
Ko.sygln?'~ - ~'N9 .-l~ss th~I) 5 mU~ion," .Ko.sygin responded • . 

· . The point is, of . course, that th·e str~gg.le in behalf 9f th~ Je~s in 
the ~ovl.et Union, .who.se. actual n~ber may well be ·2-~:~ mlll1:_on (g,lven 
s~rlous inadequacies in the Soviet census m~thod), is· far from over. And 
many oth_et-· Soviet c·l tt'z~ns . ~lso_ seek to leav~. for a :var lety .of .polit­
ical, -rellg:ious.· .and family reaso.ns • . .. This in :no way diminis~es t:,he 
importanc~-. of s.~cl:lar _ansky. ' _ s llbera~ion.. . Shcharansky 1 ·s name long ago 
e"ntered · th~-. ~exlcon . of · human . r ighFs., and he b~came, together w.ith 
still-exiled .Nobel Laureate Andrei Sakharov .and. in:iprisoned Soutti African 

·apti-.ap~rthe~-d activi,st Nelson -M.andela, amon_g the. best-kn~wn prisoners 
· of consc-ien~e . in th.~ ~orld • . His .unyielding struggle, including a 
· .109-day. hunger str.lke,' to maintain h.fs · innocence of spy charges and his 
· identity_asi a Je~ 'nd a Zionist during ~e~ily nine years of the most 
unim~g~~able_· prlson COl'.l.d_iti.ons i~ an extra~rdlnary demonstra'tion · of 

· ~ourage. · · . . · . 

Avital Shcharansky's relentless advocacy in .her husband's behalf, 
inc~uding cou~tle.ss m!!etings with :We.stern leaders, demonstrations and 
peti~ioris, _symb9lizes the indomitable will of a loving and devoted 
spouse . .. A~ Anthony Lewis wr~te ln the New York Times in June '19.83: 
"Moving t_he -Sovie~ leade):·shlp on a!" individual h':Jman righ~s case often 
seems i :h6p~le~ s bus1ness: · ·sui 1r you meet Avltal Shcharansky ••• you 

: . : . 
.. . 

1 · Shcharansky: aro the U.S .• Goverrment have · a.lways maintained that he never 
... engaged' _ln ~n-y act of esP,lonage"._.for the U.S .• or . another We_st.ern 

country. 
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will know there ls no alternative to trying." In addition, Shcharan­
sky's elderly mother's unstintinq efforts from Mo~cow to secure her 
son's release, and her arduous trips to remote regions to seek even a 
brief glimpse of him hav~ touched many of us. I will never forget 
meeting this rem~rkable woman in 1981. At the time, she said tearfu°lly: 

"I have not received a single card or letter from my son in 
months. I traveled to ·the Perm labor camp in May but they 
would not let me in. I begged the camp comman~er to simply 
show me my son, even from a distance, to assure me that he was 
still alive, but htr wouldn't even do it. Can you imagine, I 
d~n It even . know whether . l'l'.IY son is living! II . 

Shcha~ansky's arrival in Israel -- the realization of a decades-
long dre.am -- ls a tr.lumph of the human spirit, the power of faith, and 
the yearning to live in fr~edom. It ls, too, a tribute to the efforts 
of the· U.S. Government, joined by other Western governments, parliamen­
tarians·, Jews ". and Christians alike who never let his name be forqotten 
and never yielded to the ·temptation of indifference. . 

But for tens · of thousands of other Soviet Jews the situation 
remains :unchanged: · 

*Emigration, ' which peaked at ' more than 50,000 in 1979 and .totals 
270,000 since 1970, .has declined precipitously in recent years. In 1985, 
less th~n 100 Jews per mQnth were issued exit visas, a drop of more than 
95% from the 1979 figure. Some Soviet leaders have sought to explain 
this decline by suggestln9 that few Jews now seek · to le.ave. "Family 
reunification has essentially heen completed and, for this reason, 
emi~rati<?n has diminished," explained Samuel· Zivs, first deputy chairman 
of t~e official Soviet Anti-Zionist Conmittee at a pr~ss conference in 
June · 1~s3; "V~ry few people indeed have any desire to leave their 
[Soviet] c·ountry," added Avtandll Rukhadze, ·a Soviet journalist writing 
ih the En9lish-la~guage · Soviet Weekly in 1984. Despite Soviet as-

. sertlons, . th~ · Israeli Government has the names and addresses of more 
than 375,oo·o Soviet Jews who have requested a vyzov. (-affidavit) from 
Jerusalem as th~ ~lrst step in the emigration process but have not yet 
lift. No doubt, others ~re reluctant even to request affidavit~ because 
they accurately perceive that their chances of leaving the USSR today 
are virtually nil. · · 

. .. 14,000 refuseniks, that ls, ind'ividuals whose exit applications 
have been denied, some for as lonq as ten years or more, live as 
"fnternal ~efugees." Beniam~n Bogomolny, for example, enj"oys the 
~ublous honot of being .listed in the Gulness Book of World Records as 
the world's lonqest-standing refuse~ik, having made his first request 20 
years ago. If a reason for refusal ls given, lt may be the absence of 
parental permission (reqardless .of one's own age) or "state security," 
even if a person has left (or lost) his job years ago in connection with 
an exit application. Unable to comprehend such arbitrariness, Soviet 
Jews often use humor to face these anomalous situations. 
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Rabinovich was s·ummoned to OVIR (visa and ·passport office) and 
told that he had been refused an exit visa due to· possesslon 
of a state secret from his work. "What possible state secret 
could I kno·w," pro.tested Rabinovich, "when the technology we 
employ at our plant ls . a·t least 20 yea!s behfnd the Amer­
icans'?" ' "That, rriy dear .Rabinovich, ls the state secret!" 
replied the official. 

* Other prisoners of conscience remain in Soviet labor camps and 
prisons, ·includin¢ .fosif Beg·un, a victim of "triple jeopardy." Begun is 
now serving a third sentence· -- 12 years ~- for the 'crime' of teach~n9 . 
Hebrew. And· Vladimir Llfshits, a Leningrad refusenik, was arrested 
afte~ the Novefuber Genev~ summit meeting for the 'crime' of writing 
abou~ the Soviet Jewish conditibn to people· in the West~ as a signal to 
Jewlsh activists that domestic conditions have not . eased. In e·arly 
February li"fshits was badly beate.n by criminal inmates and suffered a 
brain cioncussion . · 

* "The Kremlt:n. has always sought to ·portray "itself ·as anti-Zionist 
but not :anti-Semitic, .yet · the reality of the officially orchestrated 
campaign over the years has .been . to att·ack Z·ioni"sm, Israel, Jews and 
Judaism. Two typical exa~ples~ (1) In Vladmir Begun's The C~eeping 
Counter-Revolution'· published in · two editions total1n9 200,000 copies, 
the author ·writes: "If we view the Torah (Five Books of Moses) from the 
standpoint of modern civilization and progressive co·nmonlst morality, it 
proves to be an. unsurpassed textbook of bloodthirstiness and hypocrisy, 
treachery, p~rfldy and licentiousnes~ ~ - of every vile human qu~lit-y." 
(2) And in a · them~ freqoently echoed in the Soviet press, V. V. Bol­
shakov, author of Zionism· in the Service of Antl-Conmunism, alleged that 
"in many cases the Zionists served as· Hitler's 'fifth column,' and their 
international .network was used · to establish Nazi German domination of 
the world." 

. .. 
At the same time that· these libels are being featured in the Soviet 

media, Jews ·als'o endute"·anothet ominous form of · anti-Semitism, ·namely; 
lnc·reasing r·estrictlons· on employment and enrollment in institutions of 
higher education.·: .. The ·London-based Institute on Jewish Affairs ·noted 
that the Jewish student population in the USSR had declined from 112,000 
in 1.968-69 to 50-55, 000 ln 1980, a decrease of more than 50%. During 
the same period; the total . Soviet Jewish population dropped only 16%. 

* The virtual absence of any serious religious and. cultural 
opportunities · for· Soviet Jews· is a major problem. Twenty years ago, 
this si~uation was ·denounced by the Rev~rend Martin ~uther King, Jr.: 

"While Jews· in Russia may· not be physically murdered as they 
w·ere in ·Nazi" Germany, they are facing every day a kind of 

· spir . .ftuaJ. . and cultural genocide.;. the. absence of opportunity 
to associate as Jews in the enjoyment of Jewish culture and 
religious experience becomes a severe limitation upon the in­
dividual. · These deprivations are part of a person's emotional 
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and intellectual life. They determine whether he is fulfilled 
as a human being." 

In the same year, the noted author Elle Wiesel wrote an account of 
his visit to the USSR entitled The Jews. of Silence.. Had Soviet Jews, he 
asked, been destined to oblivion through .a deliberate Kremlin effort to 
forcibly assimilate them? · 

Fifteen ' years .later, however, ~n American delegate of the Associa­
tion of ·Jewish Book Publishers to the Moscow International Book Fair 
recounted his amazement at the sight of thousands 9f Soviet Jews lining . 
up ·to view the 1, 500 books on Jewish themes brought by the de.legation. 
He recounted the story of a young woman with four children. On each of 
the first four days of the fair, she brought one of her children. They 
would sit together in a corner of the exhibit as she translated from 
English sto-ries of Jewish religion and h.istory. Somehow, she was 
seekino in that hour or two to instill in the child a sense of Jewish 
identity and pride. An elderiy man . also visited the exhibit. At one 
point, he was standing in . the . middle of the exhihit, away from the 
hooks, but the line to . enter was so long, blocking access to the 
adjoining Western Communist parties' publishing booths, the American 
approached the man and asked hlm to move on. "Young man," replied the 
Sovietl ~you don't understand~ Unfortunately, I am unable to read your 
books in English, Hebrew and Yidd~sh. But don't deny me this oppor­
tunity, if only once in my lifetime, to breathe your Jewish air!" · 

Notwithstanding such a· bleak picture, the question that persists, 
· fn light of Shcharansky's release, ls whe_ther this act augurs· a funda­
mental policy shift or ls simply a singular event. While it is still 
too early to discern any major change in Soviet policy, it is clear that 
the Kremlin long : ago recogn !zed the utility of at least symbolic 
gestures in the human-rights sphere, at opportune moments, as a tool for 
seeking to improve its image in the West. Hence, in addition to Shchar­
a.nsky' s inclusion in the spy exchange, there was an attempt to defuse 
the case of Sakharov, the other renowned Sovie~ human rights SYmbol, by 
issuing a . temporary visa to Elena Bonner, his wife, to permit her 
medical care and ,. a .visit with h.er family in the Boston area. It should 
be ,noted that. the step was announced three weeks before the summit. Of 
course, she wi 11 shortly b.e rejoining her husband -- though one would 
hope for the reverse · -- in the prison-like conditions to which they have 
heen sentenced in remote Gor·ky. 

The Soviets a.lso announced the resolution of ten divided bl­
national-marriage cases four .days before the Geneva meeting. In 
reunitinq ten couples, however, they leave another twenty cases un­
addressed. With three summit meetings scheduled, perhaps the Kremlin has 
decided to releas~ one-third of the proup for each meeting and-thus 
exploit these calculated gestures in the continuing battle for ·Western 
public opinion. 

Finally, the Soviets have begun to issue exit visas to a handful 

~ . 
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of the long-term refuseniks. · Mark Nash pi tz, Yakov Mesh, Yakov 
Gorodetsky and llya Essas are among the few well-known activists whose 
exits are occurrin~ in a carefully staggered fashion. Yet as welcome as 
the resolution of these long-standing cases may be, the obstacle to un­
bridled Western enthusiasm remains the low overall emigration numbers 
and the continuing repression of Jewish activists. 

Soviet Jews define an optimist as someone who is "insufficiently 
pessimistic." . In . this view., there is today guarded hope of change, 
mindful of the risk of succumbing to a Soviet strategy that may be 
little more than a smokescreen to deflect attention from continuina 
human-rights abuses within its borders. -

· First, ·there is no question that · the fate of Soviet Jewry has heen 
linked to the ~hb and flow of superpower. relations, made hostaqe to a 
ruthless Kremlin ~eopolitical strategy. · When superpower relations t1.irn 
sour, the fortunes of Soviet ~ews decline accordingly. Conversely, if 
the Kremlin desires to soften the . atmosphere and gain reciprocal 
advantage in other areas of the bilateral ·relationship, it ·may choose to 
turn on the · emigration spigot. This was best i l lustra'ted in the early 
1970s during· the era of detente .and again ln 1978-79 when a Soviet 
desire for Senate ratification of ·SALT-II and improved economlc ties led 
to a record year· of emigration. Subsequently, as relations declined in 
1979 and beyond, .emigration· took a nosedive. 

The current reestabllshment of a modicum of dialogue between Moscow 
and Washington, the expansion of contacts in the diplomatic, economic, 
cultural and other spheres, and the increased, if still distant, chance 
for progress on : arms-control issues, all help to set the stage for 
possible ·pro~ress on · Soviet Jewry. On the other hand, there is also a 
serious risk that, Ju·st as Soviet Jews could hecome beneficiaries ir· 
bilateral ties improve, they may also become the victims. · The Kremlin 
will be watching very carefully to ascertain how much flexibility they 
will have to demonstrate in this area to secure desired agreements in 
other sectors. · If their conclusion ls that a few carefully timed 
gestures ' such as the release of Shcharansky or the resolution of a 
handful of bi national-marriage case·s succeeds in muting the outcry over 
human-rights violations, why, · from their own viewpoint, should they do 
m.ore? Thus 1 t b·ecomes critical that the Administration, Congress and 
public opinion remain united in insisting on significant progress toward 
an otderly emigration process and an end to harassment and imprisonment 
at. home as a ·slne qu~ non of pro9ress ln other nonsecurity areas. 

· A· second area that bears watchin9 ls t~e Kremlin's policy vis-a-vis 
Israel. Moscow broke ties with the Jewish State in 1967 after main­
taining relations, with only one hrief interruption, since Israel's 
foundin9 in 1948. Indeed, the Soviet Union and the U.S. were the first 
two countries to · accord diplomatic recognition to Israel. In 1947, 
speaking at the United Nations in support of the plan ·to partition 
Palestine, Andrei Gromyko stated: 
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"During the last war, the Jewish people underwent exceptional 
sorrow and sufferin9 ••• It may well he asked if the U.N., in 
view of the difficult situation of hundreds of thousands of 
the surviving Jewish population; can fail to sho~ an interest 
in the situation of these people." 

Regrettably, these words of support did not prevent the USSR from 
embarking on an unprecedented anti-Jewish campaign at home that contin­
ued until Stalin's deat·h in 1953 and came to be known as the "black 
years of Soviet Jewry;" nor did they then encourage the Kremlin to 
pennit Jewish emigration to Israel. 

Still, some Soviet sources have privately suggested that the 
Kremlin has belatedly recoqnized its mistake in severin9 ties with 
Israel. Having been excluded as a principal player in the Middle East 
while the U.S. succeeded in strengthening its own position, the Kremlin 
may seek to reenter the scene. One way would be to restore relations 
with Israel. Is there a realistic chance today? The evidence is still 
scanty but noteworthy: 

(a) Poland recently reestablished low-level diplomatic ties with 
Israel, 19 years after it broke ·off relations. In so doing, .it became 
the first Warsaw· P~ct natibn to resume diplomatic relations (with the 
exception of Romania, which always malntaine<1 ties with Israel). 
Obviously, Warsaw could not have taken this step without the approval of 
Moscow·. 

(b) · Hun~ary, while not having diplomatic ties with Israel, has 
expanded commEfrcia.l, cultural and tourist contacts with Israel. The 
volume of annual trade exceeds $15 million and thousands of tourists are 
traveling back ·and forth. Will Hungary follow Poland's lead and set the 
stage for further diplomatic breakthroughs between Israel and the Warsaw 
Pact nations? 

(6) A publicized spate of diplomatic coritacts between Soviet and 
Israeli officials ·at the United Nations, in Paris and elsewhere last 
year has 1 ed to speculation of warmin9 t.tes. If; indeed, a thaw is in· 
the offing, and this is far from clear, it may be accelerated by the 
Kremlin's belief that· it can strike . a better deal with Prime Minister 
Peres than . with Forei9n Minister Shamir, who is slated to become the 
Israeli . leader in· October under the agreement worked· out by the Labor 
and Likud parties in the fall of 1984~ But Israeli leaders have made 
clear they would he more amendable to the reestablishment of diplomatic 
t les . or Soviet· involvement in an international conference on the Middle 
East if the Kremlin acts on the Soviet Jewish emigration question. 

And a third area of· potential importance to the fate of . Soviet 
Jewry lies in recent Soviet leadership changes. Gorbachev's ar,cession 
to power, his growing consolidation of control, including the purging of 
both the Politburo and Central Committee, and his ·desire to instill 
vigor into the beleaguered Soviet economy have major implications for 

•C.: I t ¥" 
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all segme~ts of Soviet life, including Soviet Jewry. ·And the appointment 
of Anatoly Do~rynip, fo_r · 24 years Moscow! s envoy. ·in -Washington, to 
replace Boris Ponomarev a• the person in charge of the Central Com­
mittee's International Department, a key position in the ruling Com­
munist Party structure~ will doubtless have impact on the Kremlin's 
P.Olicy formulation on East-West .relations. For the moment, though, it 
would be premature to draw precise conclusions; at least vis-a-vis 
Soviet_ Jewry. 

The Chinese have an old curse: "May you live in interesting times!" 
The reality of the Soviet Jewish situation remains unchanged -- low 
emigration numbers, divided families, harassed activists, prisoners of 
conscience, a ban on Hebrew teaching, monitored telephones, disrupted 
mail, lost jobs, no rabbinic seminaries and only. one rabbi for every 
300,000 Jews, frequent an~i-Zionist/anti-Semitic books, articles and 
television programs -- and Soviet Jews are fearful of attaching too much 
hope to the prospects for improvement, but these are admittedly inter­
esting times. Soviet Jews have been disappointed before. Nevertheless, 
there just might be something in the air; the hint .of a. possible change. 

This is the first real opportunity in six years for the two super­
powers to engage in serious discussions on the four principal agenda 
items: (a) arms control and security matters, (b) regional conflict~ 
(Central America, Middle East, Afghanistan, Southern Africa, Southeast 
Asia), (c) bilateral issues (trade, culture, etc.) and (d) human rights. 
On the last item~ a Leningrad Jewish activist recently told an American 
visitor: 

"Don't be misled. Our situation is as gcim as it has ever 
been. St i 11., even in spite of our 'best instincts, we are 
holding our breath and walking oA pins and needles in the hope 
that change may b.e in the offing." 

The succes' of the Soviet Jewry movemerit has always depended on 
four interdependent factors: (a)' the courage and determination of Soviet · 
Jews themselves to assert their identity and to seek the right to leave; 
(b) the existence of the State of Israel as the home of the Jewish 
people and the support Israel has given to the advocacy effort; (c} the 
role of Western governments, particularly the United States, in pressing 
the Soviet Jewry issue, both publicly and privately; and (d) the 

·strength of Western public opinion, generated by people of conscience, 
Jews and Christians, ·who have spoken- out, demons'trated, visited Jews in 
the USSR and prayed for their redemption. 

It can only be through continued, indeed intensified, efforts in 
the West at this critical moment in both East-West relations and Soviet 
history that the current bleak situation may be reversed and the gates 
reopened. As a refusenik friend from "atheist" Moscow told. me some time 
ago in response to frustration I expressed about the lacR of progress, 
quoting Ethics of the Fathers: 



-8-

~The day ls short, th~ work is great ••• It is nbt thy d~ty to 
comple~e the work, but neither art thou free to desist from 
it." 

.. 

-.: J \ .. 



Cur rent papers on Soviet Jewry available from the American Jewish 
Conmittee's International Relations Department: 

* Anatoly Shcharansky and Soviet Jewry in the .Wake of the Summit, by 
David A. Harris 

* Anti-Jewi sh Discrimination in Soviet Higher Education, by Allan L. 
Kdgedan 

· * A Basic Guide to Soviet Jewry, by David Geller· and David A. Harris 

* Crisis in Soviet Jewry : A Call to Involvement, by David. A.· Harris· 

* Gorbachev in Paris: Important Days in the Struggle· for Soviet Jews, 
by Nives Fox 

* Oral Histories of Recent Soviet Emigres in Ame~ica , a cat·~lo9ue by 
Da~id A. Harris for the William E. Wiener Oral History Library. 

* Soviet Anti-Jewish Publications, 1979-1984, by Allan L. Kagedan 

* Soviet Jewry After Shcharansky: Winds of· Change?, by David A. 
Harri s 

* Soviet Jews: An Overview , by David A. Harris 

* Soviet Jews: Beneficiaries of Improving Soviet-American Relations?, 
by David A. Harris 
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FIRST BAPT.IST CHURCll 

DAI.LAS, T•::l:AS 7520 I 

March 31, 1986. 

On May 14 and 15 a most significant 
take place here in Dallas, Texas - 1986: 
PRAISE IN ALL THE EARTH (Isaiah 62:7). at 
Hotel in North Dallas. 

gathering is to 
JERUSALEM, A 

the Registry 

This gathering has b~en designated as a "Prophetic 
Tribute" to be held on Israel's Independence Day, May 14. 
We wanted this time to have the opportunity which we missed 
in November, 1982, to present to Israel's beloved states­
man, Prime Minister Menachem Begin; "THE PROCLAMATION OF 
BLESSING. AND FRIENDSHIP" which his American f r~ends - bo~h 
Christian and Jewish, b4siness and civic - are now privi­
leged to extend to him. 

·· A "Preliminary Invitation Committee" (see enclosed 
copy of names) was for~ed ~nd a g~oup from them was select­
ed to visit Israel. They consulted with Israeli officials 
who gave their positive acceptance to be with us for this 
most amazing gathering. Greetings will be sent from the. 
Cqief Rabbi of Israel and Jerusalem's Mayor, Teddy Kollek. 
Prime Minister Begin will accept THE PROCLAMATION. Also, 
we are pleased that a pra~tical means of "blessing" America' 
good friend and ally in the Middle · East will be brought to 
pass by a special presentation made to business leaders by 
Israel's Minister of Trade and Commerce, Mr. Ariel Sharon, 
and the Minister of Building and Construction, Deputy Prime 
Minister David Levy. 

Prior to our sending out to some 6,000 selected indi­
~iduals invitations to these gathering~. we are forming 
the "final" NATIONAL HONORARY INVITATION COMMITTEE. Your 
name was given to us by one of the members of the "Prelimina 
Committee" to be a part of the NATIONAL HONORARY INVITATION 
COMMITTEE which will be comprise~· of approximately 200 
distinguished people. 

.,. 



We are planning on having over 3,000 in attendance 
from a41 over the ·country - plus many more friends from 
Israel. Could you call our offices to confirm your 
desire to join our INVITATION COMMITTEE? Please call us 
at : 

JERUSALEM, A PRAISE IN ALL THE EARTH 
Nationa 1 Committee Headquarters 2.14-4 58-97 50 
Confirm no later than April 7, 1986. 

An outstanding program of music and speakers is 
planned for the occasion. 

God richly bless you as you make your decision -
we will be in touch . In the meantime, let us all "Pray 
For The Peace O~ Jerusalem" for "they that love her shall 
prosper." 

Encl. 

Sincerely, a fri~nd of Israel, 

W. A. Criswell 
National Honorary Chairman 
Jerusalem, A Pr aise In All The Earth 

Page 2 
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PRELIMINARY INVITATION COMMITTEE" 

FOR 

JERUSALEM, A PRAISE IN ALL THE EARTH 

Dr. W. A. Criswell, National Honorary Chairman 

D~. Ben Armstrong, Executive Director, The National Religious 
Broadcasters 

Irvin Borowsky, President , The American Institute for Racial 
and Religious Cooperation, Philadelphia, PA 

Rabbi Saul P. Besser, Dallas, TX 
Richard and Bonnie Brown, Dallas, TX 
Philip Berman, Philadelphia, PA 
Ralph and Becky Buntyn , Dallas, TX 
Terry Burrus, President, The Catalyst Companies, Denver, CO 
Mary C. Crowley, Chairman of the Board, Horne Interiors and 

Gifts , Inc., Dallas, TX . 
Dr . James DeLoach,· Second Baptist Church, Houston, TX 
Dr . Jerry Falwell, Old-Time Gospel Hour,. Lynchburg, VA 
Richard Fox, Republican Jewish Coalition 
Don and Marilyn Goss, Dal.las , TX 
Anne Hood , Dallas, TX 
June Hunt, Cornerstone Christian Outreach, Dallas, TX 
Ru~h Ray Hunt , Dallas, TX 
Do11glas and Deborah Krieger, Editor, Catalyst Magazine, and 

The National Prayer Breakfast in honor of Israel 
Dr. Robert and Sue Mitz , Dallas Baptist University, Dallas, TX 
Dr. and Mrs . . Paige Patterson , Criswel 1 Center for Biblical 

Studies, Dallas. TX 
Jay Pritzger, Chairman of the Board, Hyatt Hotels 
Jack Pogue, Dallas, TX 
Or .. Pat Robertson, President, The Christian Broadcasting 

Network, Virginia Beach, VA 
Lori Rippert, Dallas, TX 
Michael and Dulce Ross , Dallas, TX 
Evangelist Jimmy Swaggart, Baton Rouge, LA 
Dr . Bai le1_.. Smith, Ev~el ist_-.F~rst Southern Baptist Church; 

__ De.1--Crty, OK . \ 
' Freddy and Jo Sidi, Linkoi 1 In teq1ational, Dal.las, TX 

chae 1 and De§l!1J1.;t. Signoi;_et.~~ , ··-~?ti las, TX 
e _ Honorabte-·-Herbert Tenzer, Founder, The American-Israel 
Fri~~dship League, New York, NY 

Fred and Mary Volz, Dallas, TX 
Saul Volchok, Co-Chairman, Israel Bonds Cabinet of America 
Susan Winert , Chairperson of the Women's Chair of the Israel 

Bonds Cabinet 
Robert Young, Pr~sident, The Young Companies, Dallas, TX 
Sarah Young, President, Te~as Bearings, Dallas, ~X 
Or. Tom Zimmerman, General Superintendent, Assemblies of God,USA 
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National Jewish Community· Relations -·· · 
Advisory Council · ·,, ·~ 

443 Park Avenue South, New York. N. Y. 10016 

President Ronald Reagan 
The White House. Off ice 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

(212) 684-6950 

April 15, 1986 

The National Jewish Community Relations Advisory Council 
applauds your decision last night to attack the bases from 
which Muammar Khadafy has launched terrorist attacks against 
innocent Americans and the nationals of other countries. We 
join you in saluting the courageous members of our armed 
forces who carried out your policy of a measured , firm, and 
unambiguous response to the outrage of international terrorism. 

We commend this action, not only because it is incumbent · 
on the United States as a principle target of such violence to 
demonstrate that terrorists cannot, herceforth, act with impu­
nity, but. even more importantly, for the United States, as the 
champion of democracy and individual liberty to def end these 
freedoms in behalf o( her own citizens ap.d, indeed, everyone 
seeking the right t~ live freely and without fear. 

As the national planning and coordinating body for . the 
~ield of Jewish comn;iunity rela~~ons consisting of the 13 
national and 111 .community .m~mber agencies listed on the 
reverse of this· letterhead, we have long recognized the need 
.for a forceful ~e~~t;on to international terrorism. Please 
be assured of ou~ continued and most enthusiastic suppor~ 
for the difficult, dangerous, but essential measures you 
have undertake~ in the battle against international terror­
ism. 

MP :bp 

Sincerely, 

Michael Pelavin 
Chairman 

cooperation In lhe common cauae of Jewish community relations 
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Memo 

TO: NJCRAC Member Agencies 

COMMUNITY RELATIONS ADVISORY COUNCIL 

443 PARK AVENUE SOU T H, N EW YORK, NEW YORK 10016 e 684-69 50 

April 15, 1986 

FRCM: Charney V. Bromberg, Associate Director 

RE: Action Recon:mended on U.S. Strike Against .Khadafy 

The following was sent today to corilmunities on the NJCRAC-CJF Tele~~nicatio~s · ·-­
Network: 

In consultation with members of the NJCRAC Israel Task Force Strategy CoIIIllittee 
including national and 9oamunity inember ·agencies, we are recommending that CRCs 
as well as nationai member agencies (a) send letters of support and conmendation 
to the President for his decisive action last night against Khadafy's Libya; 
(b) send letters to members of Congress indicating support for the President's 
action; and (c) issue a public statement along the lines sketched below. As you 
kriow, our Joint Program Plan has for many years called upon the U.S. to adopt 
a more. purposeful policy against international terrorism. 

Comm.inications should comnend the President for having sent a measured but 
unambiguous message that the purveyors of terror cannot act with °impunity. 

· Statements should emphasize that the President acted on what is now accepted as 
clear evidence of Libyan responsibility for recent terrorist attacks; and 
intelligence . information on Libyan pi.ans for pendi.ng attacks. The Strategy 
CoIIIllittee believes the President acted in a measured way, attacking military 
sites and terrorist training bases, thereby avoiding population centers and 
large civilian casualties. In contrast, it is precisely Libya's doctrine to 
kill innocent civilians . While we harbor no illusions that. this action will 
eliminate international terrorism, it is·, in· the opinion of members of the 
Strategy CoIIIllittee, an important step toward bringing it under control. 

The obverse side of this qoin is that the event is yet another reminder that the 
Jewish pomnunity must be mindful of institutional security. There is, of 
course, no reason to alarm the communitv, but , as we have indicated in earlier 
memos, now is the time to assess and implement appropriate security measures. 

CVB:tn 
O,EX,ITF.NJ 

*· Please see over for a copy of Michael Pel av.i n ' s letter to Presi dent 
Reagan. 

(over ) 



APR 2 3 1986· 

Howard I. Friedman 
President 

David M. Gordis 
Execu~ve V1ce·Prcsiden1 

Theodore Ellenoff 
!:Mir. Board of Governors 
Alfred H. M oses 
Cllair. Nationol Executive Council 
Robert S. Jacobs 
Chair. Boerd of Trustees 

Edward E. Elson 
Troasurer 
Shirley M. Szabad • 
Secretar)I 
David H. Peirez: 
Associaie Treasurer 
Rita E. Hauser 
Choir, Execu~v~ Committee 

Vice-Presidents 

Norman E. Alexiinder ' 
Wes1cheS1er 
Howard A. Gilbert 
Chicago 
Alan C. Gnienberg 
Now York 
Robert H. Haines • 
NowYort . 
Charlotte G. Holstein 
Syr1cuse 
Ann P. Kaufman 
Houston 
Robert L Pelz 
Wenchester 
Idelle Rabin 
OaHas 
Bruce M. Ramer 
Los Angeles 
David F. Squire 
Boston 
Richard l . Weiss 
losAnocles 

Honorary Presidents 

Morris B. Abram 
ArthurJ. Goldberg 
Philip E. Hoffman 
Richard Maass 
Elmer L. Winter 
Maynard I. Wis'l:lner 
Honorary Vlce·Presi,dents 

Nathan Appleman 
MartinGan9 
Ruth R, Goddard 
Andrew Goodman 
Raymond F. Kravis 
James Marshall 
William Rosenwald 

MexM. Asher 
Honorary Chair. 
N.i;onat EKocutivo Council 

Executive Vicc·Prtttdenis Emenrl 

John Slawson 
Bertram H. Gold 

:MEMORANDUM 

The American Jewish 
"'---..--..- ·Committee 

To: Marc Tanenbaum. 

F ro:n : Nives Fox 

European Office 
4, rue de fa Bienfaisance 
75008 Paris 
Tel. 45.22.92.43 43.87.38.39 
Nives E. Fox 
European Representative 

Apri l 16, 1986 

S uhj·: , Freµch Co~nii t tee . oil · Auschwitz Carmel April 15 
... 

' Leade rs of the Committe~, chaired ~y Ady Steg, ~et with 
Cardinal Glemp on April 14. Present were the Chief Rabbi 
b~ France~ ·Re~i S{r~t; Central Consistory President, Jean 

·• P aui E'lkann; H"en·ry Bulawk.o ·, · representing Deportees; and 
Mr . ~·Te int raub., rep res en tiq g CR! F and WJC and the only one 
wh o spoke some Polish . (The Cardinal haq his own interpreter . ) 

At a press conference Dn the same day, before ll!~eting with the 
Jewish· g roup, tjie Cardinal° aready had declared that "I still 
don't know yery well why the existence of the Ca~rael in 
Ausch'.witz is raising objections." . He. also said that " Polish 
anti -Semitism is a my th · ere a te d by its enemies. One must re­
me~b er that 6,230,000 Poles perished~ thus the destiny of 
Jews and Pole.s is a parallel one. n 

Du rinB the meeting wlth the · Committee leaders . he listened 
attentively arid at first sou.nded rather negative. He so f t­
e i;ied . th.is attitu«ie after so.me explanations, uere given but, 
according to those present, remained . perplexed. 

The po in ts he made wer.e: · I ·t was Cardinal Macharsky who was 
in charge of the Carmel diocese; of course, as Primate of 
Poland he could intervene if he felt it was a matter of 
3 ustice ; but ~e did have trouble understa~ding the Jewish 

· objections -- others died in Auschwitz, Russians , Poles, 
etc . He ~gain used the figure of 6 , 300,000 for non-Jewish 
Poles, whether as ·a wi ll ful eq u at ion to . six !!lillion Jews or 
a confusion due to a not aYtogether new Polish habit of 
adding the death of 3 mi l lion Jews in Poland ro that of 
3 mi llion Poles. Many, he said, died in Auschwitz; and 
it was Birkenau which was the place of Jewish extermination. 
We re it_ a question of Trehlinka; be added , he could under-
stand better , for there only Jet-Ts were ·killed . · 

I. 
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He declared he was ready to intervene with regard to em­
phasis on the nuns's prayers and intimation of conversian; 
but that there would be a problem explaini~g to Poles why 
the convent shou l d be moved whileX"existing Ca rmelite 
Convent in Dachau could stay . He also pointed to Polish 
territorial soverei~nty and the difficulty of tell ing PQles 
that outside interven~ion nec~ssitated a change. What 
possible harm. could come of the nuns' recitation of psalms, 
which are both Jewish and Christian texts? If one could 
not pray in a place of martyrdom, then what of the Golgotha, 
or commemoration~ of the Harsaw Ghetto? 

Each ~ember of the dele ga tion tried to explain the Jewish 
posit ion. Prof. Steg with moderation, Elkann wi t h aggres­
siveness , Sirat with religious themes. Warsaw was a symbol 
of fighting, not exteroination; the final solution was applied 
only t o Jews; t he re were differences in camp conditions and 
Dacnau, Buchenwald, included political prisoners, hostages, 
did not have selections, no complete families were taken and 
gassed . . In Auschw~tz the Poli~h detainees came as individuals, 
received letters, packages with .clothes and food, . and some 
~emb lance of a~her~nce to internationai accords was maintained. 
The Jews and the gypsies there had none of this; to confuse 
the conditions in different camps and treatment of Jews and 
others is a historical error, Glemp was told. 

The Cardinal listened and then asked the group to submit their 
arguments in writing, leaving the door open, as it were. 

It was the content of the "argumentation" to Gle1!1p that the 
Committee r~viewed the following day. 

~twas decided not to engage in a battle of figures, though 
a recent publication by Georges Well°ers (well known historian 
and an authority here on 'the genocide period) g.ave some 
fairly definitive ones about Auschwitz:xwxeR li million Jews , 
150 , 000 Po les, 21,000 Gypsies , 11, 000 Russians. Perhaps 
this will be .used in an anne x. The Carmel ' s dedication to 
Maximilian Kolbe, a known anti - Semite, and Edith Stein, a 
converted Jew, also was discussed . To include proof about 
the first was deemed both difficult and unwise. But the 
de-Judaization and Christianization of Auschwitz will be 
raised. Elimination of the Carmel will not be asked, just 
removal and retur.n to its original site in the town of 
Auschwitz. As for Birkenau, it was part of the enormous 
Auschwitz complex, and the entire area remains the symbol 
of Jewish destruction. 

Another difficulty raised at the meeting was that of Israeli 
support , and lack of it, given c u rrent efforts to re-establish 
ties with Poland . 

I .. . 
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Sam Hoffenberg, of the B 'a4i B'rith felt he had fo und a perfect 
alte rnative t~ all these approaches, through a juridical a t tack 
of s or ts , which would be more valid than pleas to Churchmen 
and the Va t ican. Among Unesco ' s International Conventions there 
is one, ~dopted by the General Conference in 1972, on Wor l d 
Heritage. It was signe d by Poland in 1976; and in 1979 Poland 
requested that the site of Auschwitz be added to the list as 
unique and , by implication, untouchable~ In the description 
and listing of every building on th e 191 hectares encompassed 
by the Auschwitz camp , the theater is nominally i ncluded. 
The Wo rld Heritage Committee is made up of 21 r evolvi n g re­
presen t atives of signatory states, and has been operating as 
an independent body, with Unesco logist i cs aid. The U.S. 
signe d the Convention in 1975 . 

It may be po~sibl~ to use the convention and pol nt out that 
a mis take was made by the government when permission for the 
Carmel was given . Approaches wi th government~ who have signed 
it, the US and Poland , might be effective . Perh ap~ Sidney 
Liskofsky can cast his trained UN Conventions eyes on the 
Worl d Heritage one. The terms, rapidly read at the meeting, 
left room for interpretation. I will be getting the document 
in fu ll, or at least the necessary excerpts in a few days; 
but it probably is also possible t o p rocure th e material 
through the Wqrld Heritage group in the US. 

(Note : Hoffeaberg saw Mordechai Waxman in London last week 
and shared this with him. Waxman , he tells me, felt the 
convention may well be the clincher for th e ent ire Carmel effort. ) 

One goes round and round wi th the problem, with the same sense 
of outrage over w'ha t is ha pp eni ng (latest report s 'now have the 
number of nuns settled at the Carmel as 11) and a sense of 
helplessne~s about stopping these~devoted ladies~who wan t nothing 
but to pray for world salvation. Who has the final say? Macharsky! 
Can Cardinal Glemp ove r ride the Cardinal of Cr acow? How inde­
pendent is ~he Carmelite Order? Though it is very independent , 
some say, it is inconceivable that they should be permi tted to 
act against the Church ' s wishes. 

~hen Steg was asked to set up a Committee, Gerard Israel wrote 
the enclosed paper outlining the situation and possibilities 
of action. Two of the three proposals made have been carr ied 
o u t . A possible Vatican interventi on is still under consider­
ation. Israel and Bu lawko will be writing the "argumentation" 
for Glemp, which will be submitte d in a Polish translation . 
Also enclosed are copies of two articles which appe~red in 
Liberation t his past Saturday and Monday , as a result of con­
t acts made by CRIF's PR, Sabine Rojtman . The article by 
Emmanue l Levinas, written at the r eques t of the Committee , 
was published in Le Figaro of April 14.(Enclosed) Unfortuna­
tely, alongside it was· one by Father Riquet, a Catho lic 

I . .. 
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personality that has been closely associated . with Jewish 
and Israel causes since the war. Although Father Riquet 
originally had signed a Christian protest against the Carmel, 
he has since ch~nged his mind and. now finds nothing wrong 
about its' establishment. In his· article, he describes the 
convent ~s if . it were ~ n the town of Auschwitz and not within 
the camp, com.pounding confusion in the minds of readers. 

Privately, a few persons have said to ~e that while one must 
follow up with the "argu~ent·ation" for the Cardinal and continue 
objecting about the Carmel, they doubted a satisfactory solu­
tion would be found. The only hope, t~ey say, is action by 
Jewish organizations in the US and pressure there on the Polish 
government. 

This was also the major thrust· of the · AJC position at the 
March 23 meeting; and at the Committee meeting yesterday Mr. 
Weintraub made . a passing remark about WJC, of course, takin~ 
all necessary political ac~ion in th~ US. 

CRIF did see the Polish Ambassador in Paris , as planned. His 
reaction, friendly enough, was to the effect that relations 
between the Polish government and the Church were complex and 
te~se enough and they were not looking for additional issues 
of discord. 

Ja~zelsky is slated to visit the US , where he will be 
pleading for hii suffering ' land. His visit c9uld give an 
occasion for US intervention on th~ Carmel and the leverage 
AJC . spoke 6f for ecpnomic aid and ME~. 

rn any case, I would very much app r eciate having all possible 
information about AJC thoughts and action concerning this 
mattet and what, i~ anythin~ c~me of ihe r~quest for appoint~ 
ments with Carliinal KroLl and the Polish Ambassador. 

c·c: Harris . .. 

Enclosures: Tanenbaum only 
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ANTHONY T. PODESTA . · ~ 1711> . 
President 

1424 16th St., N. W. • Suite 601 • Washington, D.C. 20036 • Telephone 202-462-4777 
A Project of CitizeM for Constitutional Concerns, Inc. 



ROBERTSON quoted hi s own open LETTER TO KIRK which said: "It's 
the intention of the DeMocr~tic party to begin a full-scale 
attack on the parti c ipation o f Christians in the electoral 
pr•:•cess. " 

"That ' s b i gc•t r y a rid it s reli gi o •.1s d iscrirni r1ati or1. Its tirne to 
s t and u p aga i ns t i t because i t 's wrong, it ' s wrong wher e ve r you 
f ir1d i t , i t's ur1-Arnericar1 and it's ur1-fair. " 

" I f he had written the same thing about Rabbi Tannenbaum 
<ia:.1gr.s :· , y.:.:.: wc0(1ld have heard the r c•c•f fall ir1!. 11 

Dr . Cons tant i n Menges , fo r mer CI A e~pert on central American and 
curr ently s pecial a s s i stant to the President on national security 
affai r s ap peared, denouncing Nicaragua~ domestic and aggressive 
f 1:0re-igr1 pc0 l icy arid 1:waisir1g REc.gar1' s pc·licies. 

l mME~i~t ~? !y a ~ter Mer.gas ' appear ance, ROBE RTSON asked viewer s t G 
lE·t t r.ei1· Cc0r: ~resspe:·s.c•n kru::o"" of t heir opir1i i::•r1 c•r1 the rnatter, r1c• 
M~ t t e~ whethe r t he y ag r eed or d isag r eed wit h the Reagan li ne. 
~QI~ : th i:. s eer11s t r:• be t""o i s r1ew t acti c , ge t. ti rig "e>:pert s" t •:• 
e :po::1.1 ti? t t-.e de!:.ired attitltdE arod ther1 ~ · R says, very . ben ig r1l y, 
' i sr.•t tr:.:> t irot erE: t ir·~ , le.di£"::. ar1C: ger1t ler11c.n ! Yo:••.:r C•:•r1gre s srna~·, 

wants t c• know how you f e e l a bou t th i s mat t er , he really doe s Cor 
a lt ~~A.;:iv~~y . ca ! i t he Wh i te H~use swi tch board here's t he 
t e i•:· ;-.:-1 °:0 r.;:. r1l11,~ ::. ::- 1 · -- a :"1d te ll thern ye· '·' op1 n i c•r1 on this rnat ter >, 
whether you ag~ee wi t h h i M or d isag r ee with hi M, its iroportant t o 
bec.::011~ !? i nv•:• l ve.j a rid le t hirn he a1· frc•r11 yc·~l . 1 Alsc• l".1C•te that, 
ir.t R :·•~s t ir. qly e.--..:oi.:gh, Be-.-, Kir1chl ·:•v: is steppir1g in tc• take the 
r.i.:0r·e a 9gr·essi ve: 1 1n°:0r e C•Ve~·tly e xtrer,-,e, pc·litical · ro l e fri:or11 whi:::-h 
P~ ~ Ma~ b e shy i ng away . 

L"' R.:.cie: ~· ~. ll'1·:·1· l ey , a •.1 thc!1· c•f "W:-1er1 it s Rig ht to Fight~ " appeared, 
an~ P~ re~ar~ed : I don't t h i nk t he &~bl e t eaches pac if1sM. 

i:·c.t R.:0 t·el' t s ·:•r1 a :"1u Dc. r1•.1 t.; So:•der rnar. a r e r11ys t e r1c•us.ly a bse r.t. Be :-. 
~inch l6w is pi nch-hitti ng. 

KINCHLOW ON GAY RIGHTS l eg is l a ti on t hen pend ing i n New York t o 
r e c o:•g r1 ize f1.1ll e q•.ra l rights f c·r h·:·mc0sex1Jal s : "If · it d·:•es 
pass •• • wh a t it does wi ll set ' in mot i on a pr ecedent tha t would 
t he n be gi n t o imp~c t on what happens a l l a r ound the Un i t ed 
s~. ates . . • ar1d what i-:e ' r e t alking ab•:Jllt here •.• we ll the prc•b l ern i s 
if you l e galize that .•• t o s ay t hat t h is s o-ca l led sexual 

.::0rie r1t oti.o:.r. is a pro:•te-c teci 111i r1•:•rity t her, y.::11.1 must C•f r1ecess i t y 
a l low e~~ctly the sa~e t hi ng for peop le who co111e along and s ay, 
' I prefer my sex t h r~ugh rape , 1 prefer raping peo ple. ' Then you 
Must p~0t~~t [ pe 0ple who have) .; sexuc.l or i e~tat ion th• t Means 
t h=ct p;;o ,:· ~·i ~ i-1h·~· at·c: ir1t•:• be s tiaiit)' , wh•:• c oft1e up a rid say ' we ll , I 
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... TheAmericanJewish ~Committee 
OFFICE OF THE WASHINGTON REPRESENTATIVE, 2027 Massachusetts Avenue, NW, Washington, O.C. 20036 (202) 2~2000 

April· 28, 1988 

His Excellency Dr. Vence! Hazi 
Ambassador E. and P. 
Embassy of the Hungarian People's 

Republic 
3910 Shoemaker St. NW 
Washington, DC 20008 

Dear Ambassador Hazi: 

I was delighted to learn from Viktor Polgar that you shall 
be participating in the American Jewish Committee's Ambassadors' 
Forum. ·we are honored that you will join us. 

The Amba.ssadors ' Forum was designed to permit informal 
meetings and exchanges between distinguished ambassadors and 
leading members of the Jewish community from the Washington area . 

. Our first two guests were Ambassador Rinaldo Petrignani of Italy 
and Ambassador Allan Gotlieb of Canada. 

The luncheon· will take place on Thursday, May 26 in the law 
offices of Covington & Burling, 1201 Pennsylvania Avenue N. W. on 
the 12th floor . It will begin at noon and end no later than · 2 
p . m. The host and chairman of the event will be Alfred Moses, a 
highly respected Washington attorney, former White House official 
during the carter Administration, and an officer of the American 
Jewish Committee. Mr. Moses led an American Jewish Committee· 
delegation to Hungary in February 1985. At that time, the group 
met with senior Government officials and representatives of· the 
Jewish community. 

We expect approximately ~o guests to attend the off-the­
record discussion. After lunch has been served, we would ask 
that you begin the discussion with _a 15-20 minute presentation, 
to be fallowed by questions. Normally, 'because many questions 
are asked , we want to leave sufficient time for this part of the 
program. 

I 

You · may .want 
Hungarian-American 
Jewish community, 
Hungarian ;view on 

, 
/-

to touch on topics such as the state of 
relations, information abou~ the Hungarian 
Hungarian-Israeli · bilateral relations , · the 
prospects for peace in the Arab-Israeli 

i. 



· MAY 2 1986 

Rabbi Marc Tan~n~aum 
American Jewish Com.!ni:ttee 
165 East 56 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10021 . 

Dear Rabbi Tanenbaum: 

19 East 88 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10128 
April 29, 1986 

· The April 17th Re'ligioUs Public Rel;ations Council luncheon 
meeting was a very special occasion, thanks ·to your partici­
pation. While listening to you talk, I was reminded that ever 
since I worked on the Christian-Jewish dialogue project, I 
.have been tot.!illy convinced that you are one of the religious 
community's most effective representatives. I wish you were 
in a position to not only influence but also make official 
government policy. And I mean .high up. {Sorry. I tend to 
get a little carri,d -away with enthusiasm, when there ia some­
thing I _ can admire--~hich is ~ot often nowadays.) 

As I mentioned .to you briefly, I have found something· that I 
consider worthy o! support--Fundamentalists Anonymous. I be­
lieve FA could serve, indirectly, as a valuable instruaent to 
call attention to the dangers ·inherent in t~e accelerating 
growth of fundament_alism in our country. Let me quickly add, 
I do not put all fundament~list leaders in the same category. 
There is a great distance sep~rating Billy Graham from the likes 
ot a Popoff in Los .A.ngele·s. However, fanaticism worries me, 
a.& does the : prospect of too ~uch_ political power in the hands 
ot certain fundamentalist leaders. 

So, what can I hope to do about this? I intend to produce a 
documentary film which will focus _ on the work of FA as a sup­
port _ group helping ex-fundamentalists. The human interest 
stories of persons harmed by their fundamenta1ist esperiences 
could convey to general: audiences more about the destructive 
potential ·existing in this religious movement than any amount 
of . 111ecturing" or cold statistics could. I realize that this 
is 1 a dangerously sensitive area I would be venturing into. But 
I a.m confident I could provide a non-sensational, balanced til.m 
that woul~ be constructive, not destructive, in impact. 

I hope you will be able to find time to look over the first 
draft of the presentation. Any guidance you could give me as 
to content and/or s~ggestions as to persons who might be inter­
ested in supporting this_ film would be deeply appreciated. 

Would you yourself care to be associated with this ~ndeavor? 
As a co~sultant, perhaps?-

Reminder: I have long been 1nvolved in film work, including 12 
years scripting and co-pro~uc_ing educational films. Copies of 
several of my films are available for screening, if necessary~ 

Sine erely ·yours, .. 
,' I . - -{ ' / . 
· · 11 • ,,/ . ,. I ~L. <c. e,, ~ ··"'1..i.-1.- '-~: 

Beatrice M. Rothenbuech·er 
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FA AND THE QUESTION OF H~LLFIRE 

A documentary consisting of interviews shot 

on location in different parts of the United 

States, and archiva1 footage. 

(1/2 hour - 16111l color) 

(NOTE: Because the· subject matte.r being dealt with is controver­

sial, it is presented in some detail te &void any !!liseonceptions 

aa to the film's point of view. No attack on fundamentalism per 

se is intended.) 

Objective 

The ·purpose of the !il• is to take a close look at Fundamentalists 

Anonymous (FA), a national support organization, and their unusual 

and dramatic work helping ex-fundamentalists cope with the trauma 

that usually accompanies th• decision to leave the fold. 

Description 

~he current revival of That Old-Time Religion is at the core of the 

strongest ~eligiows movem,nt in the United States since the 1900s. 
Evangelic_al or Fundamentalist Christian groups have picked up 10 

million new members in the past few years. One in five Americans 

is now a born-again believer. ~hile membership in their own congre­

gations dwinalea, liberal Protestant, Roman Catholic and Je~~sh 

leaders watch the phenomenon with dismay. 

Fundamentalists Anony.mou·s is one outgrowth of the reaction to this 

unremittingly authoritariaJl religious force. But FA is not anti­

Christian or anti-religion. It does not recruit, rather, it offers 

support onl1 to. those persons who, having been burned by the funda­

mentalist experience, seek their help. Founded in spring 1985, it 
received illlllediate media attention, both nationally and internation­

ally ,and a strong public response. Something of a phenomenon in its 

own right, FA appears to be providing a much needed service. 

Richard Yao, creator and founder of FA, wa& born into a devout fun­

damentalist Protestant family in the Phillipines. His gradual de-
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tection from the faith of his fatµera was completed by the t~me he 

had graduated from the Yale DiYinity School and New York University 

School of Law. Nevertheless, he was still haunted by th~ concept of 

"unpardonable sin." Wondering it others might be havin~ similar 

paintlll. withd.rawal symptoms and need help, he placed a two-line clas­

sified ad in the Village Voice, a weekly newspaper. Yao received over 

100 replies. Over 4,000 letters reached .him after his first televi­

eioa appearance (on the Phil Donohue show). Continuing TV exposure 

adds to the landslide growth of FA. 

Currently located in basement office space donated by a prominent 

mainline church in New York City, Yao and hie colleague, ·Jim Luce, 

a former Wall Street banker, guide and .direct FA activities. A 

newsletter and study materials are published, telephone hotline& are 

tended, and thousands of letters answered. With the help of volun­

teers, new support groups are established across the country. 

The Rev. Charles N., one of many FA volunteers, is the minister of a 

non•fU11da.mentalist Southern Baptist church in a small town i~ · North 

Carolina• Re has assumed responsibility for forming the first FA 

chapter in his state. Re is care!lll. tp point out that the ~rganiza­

tion is in no way anti-religion. As for those •ho are ·nappy in fun­

damentalism, "God bless thea," he sa1•• Re himself spent two years 

in counseling to resolve problems brought on by a dogmatic: f .undam,n­

talist father determined to raise him in his own image. 

Nancy w., a for~er schoolteacher, is a vocational counselor and FA co­

ordinator in the San Francisco Bay Area. Her father was a fundamen- . 

talist minister, and her entire family devoted themselves to fulltime 

Christian work. But Nancy was unable to accept their belief system 

and spent her childhood in confusion and fear. Even after she went 

through a "conversion" mainly for her parents' sake~ she did not feel 

''saved." Nancy assumed herself to be a hopelessly wicked skeptic. 

She regrets FA was not around much earlier. 

Barbara M., a former counseling service employ~e, is the . FA contact 
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person in Des Moines , Iowa. She was twice publicly ex-communicated from 

the fundamentalist church in whic h she was raised, first at 16 for " for­

nication" when she was pregnant and unmarried, and later when she di­

vorced the f'ather of' her child. The emotional stress.;c a used by these 

events led to substance abuse and suicide thoughts. She credits her 

university study of psychology with helping her understand the .mi.nd­

control tec hniqaes us~d in her church. Now she encourage• other ex­

tundamentalista to "join the mainstream of life." 

Persons seeking help trom FA find great therapeutic value in the cath­

arsis that comes f'roa sharing their stories and from the realization 

that they are not alone in their feelings of alienation. It ia diffi­

cult to break the cu1t-like bonds, the rules and regulations~-no smo­

king, no drinking, no rock music, no jeans for women, no association 

with non-believers. And it i• hard to root out prejudice, s.uch as , 

anti-feminism, anti-Semitism, and all the other "anti-" at.titudes 

that flourish in a climate of intolerance. But the really traumatic 

problems arise when coming to grips with the fundamentalist mindset. 

HaTing been taught that questioning is Satan-inspired , ex-fundamen­

talists worry about loss of personal salvation and punishment by hell• 

fire. They miss the quick spiritual fix they have been dependent on. 

As one recovering ex-fundamentalist says, "I didn't know I was a reli­

gious drunk wuil the da1 I woke up sober." 

The stories revealed at support group meetings point up the vulnera­

bility of the hW11an condition. There is commonality in pain, though 

the backgrounds of those suffering may differ widely. Not only ex-

· fundamentalists attend FA meetings. Also spouses, relatives, and 

close friends of fundamentaliats seek guidance. Jewish-born Laurie 

B. worries about her small son who lives with his fundamentalist fa-

ther since the couple's divorce. When she sees the child, he talk.a 

constantl1 about ho• hard he must pray !or her. The Roman Ca tho lie 

family of Benjamin R. is distressed because his minister insists 

the1 will go to hell if the1 do not convert. 

Richard Yao is quick to emphasize that it would be wrong to assume 

that intolerance and the inability to compromise are manif estation.s 

limited to Christian fundamentalism. Fundamentalism is a worldvie• 
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that ia growing, he reminds ue, not onl1 in the United States. 

Man1 college students are caught up in the resurgence of religious 

hunger, in the search for ultimate meaning. For example, 1?,000 

attended a fundamentalist conference held for students in 1984. 

Thousands of these young people have joined fundamentalist con­

grega tiona, hoping !or religious certaint1 and the warmth of group 

acceptance. Disillutioned, cany have left. 

Yao, 30, aeeas to speak for these idealistic young adults. Small of 

stai'.ire, he is David taking on Goliath. Television provides a visual 

battle arena. On CBS's Nightwatch, for instance, Yao discussed fun­

damentalist beliefs with the Rev. Daniel Dunphy, of Lee, Maine. The 

pastor himself made news in &WDJller 1985 when he was beaten in his church 

b7 a father who accused hia of brain-washing hie 16-7ear-old daughter. 

(The story is unclear. Dunphy claims the townspeople are angry because 

he denounces their evil ways.) On the Nightwatch program Dunphy de­

monstrated his beat-the-Devil technique, asking questions like: "Do 

you believe sex outside of marriage is wrong?" To which Yao replied, 

"I may believe that, but I would not impose •1 belief on others." 

On another show, NBC's Today, Yao confronted Jerry Falwell whose Sunday 

worship service reaches 172 television markets. An influential con­

servative political lobbyist and founder of Moral Majority, subsWlled 

under the new Liberty Federation, Falwell's various ventures brought 
I 

in $100 million in 1985. On camera with Yao, Falwell smiled and avoid-

ed giving direct answers. To an1one interested in finding out who the 

real Jerr1 Falwell ie, Yao adTi&ed, ''Listen to hia preaching to hie 

own flock." 

However, Yao does not consider it his job to take on teleTangelist•. 

o~ •he Donohue show he remained cool in the midst of heated discussion 

about right-•~ng Gospel TV. Yao, whose entire saving& haTe gone to 

launch FA, is far removed froa the stars of the electronic church who 

spend possibly $2 billion an.nuall1 on the purchase of TV and radio 

tiae--according to the estiaates of their own National Religious Broad-
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casters. Yao is happy just to be a gue&t on the air. 

Many Americans find solace in the electronic church, as diverse itself 

as the progra~ of its innWll~rable practitioners, including: kindl1 

Mother Angelica, the Franciscan nun; Bible~thumping, Gospel-singing 

Jerr1 Swaggart; Robert Scbuller purveying Christian optimism from 

his $18 million Crystal Cathedral; the forerunner o! all tele•angelists, 

highly respected Billy Graham; and blue-blooded Virginian Pat Robert­

son, possible political candidate, whose Cnriatian Broadcasting Net-.. 
work bas an annual income ot i233 million. 

The current groundswell ot religious awareness ia sweeping thousands 

ot new converts into the .fundamentalist fold. Religious awareness 

is also causing thousands to leaTe. For them, FA has soae answers • 

••••• 

•. 

Bea Rothenbueeher 

19 East 88 Street 

New York, N.Y. 10128 

(212) 369 6546 
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Since your rema'rks at our recent RPRC·:meetino indi·cated 

a strong interest in interfalth publishin~, ·I thought . 

· ~-x9u ·~ight be interested in seeing the attached pro­
: .. .J·S& ~ 
posa] concerning a book on the S~bb~th. This writer, 

arid man.v Adventists I know, have been very moved by 

Rabbi Heschel's book on the Sabbath. 

. . 
God bless you in yo~r dedication nromoting ·understanding 

among people ·of ci ll : faiths. 

Form OA-8 @Copyright :1969, 1970 Laurel Office Ald;s. Inc., Bronxvtlle •. N. Y. · 10708 ~ 
Distributed In canada solely by v .w. Eimicke, Ltd., Peterborough, Ontario. 



DAY OF GLADNESS 

The Need 

Western religion has within it a resource. for helping 
people to cope .with the powerful forces unleashed by urban, 
technological society. It is not ·simply an idea but a practice, 
not just a theoretical formulation, but a way of living. In 
its broadest form it is the weekend--a time to break the rou­
tine, to relax, to be with the family and friends not seen 
.during the week. Historically., this weekend has radiated from 
a religious core: a holy day. 

Days can be symbols that order our existence. Extraordi­
na~ eve~ts become festivals around whic~ we organize our lives. 
Temporal .symbol~ rescue us from the chaos of the ordinary. 
Christmas' is the climax of the year; festivals highlight sea­
sons;. and a · day of rest and celebration creates the week. 

While many enjoy the weekend they have not penetrated the 
significance of its core. For centuries Jews have reflected 
on the importance of a holy day, but have not often emphasized 
its· universal retevance. Christians--including their thought 
leaders--have remained amazingly unaware of the deep signifi­
cance the greatest of their .thinkers--Augustine, Calvin, Emmerson, 
Barth--have seen in the Sabbath. As a result., the holy day has 
lost its power to suffuse the weekend--and the week--with meaning • 

. One .purpose of the book is to revive fQr ·the general reader 
the power of a sacred day to give meaning to the weekend--and 
the week. just as New Year's· celebrates a year, so time that 
becomes · lur.li.nous with the holy can infuse surrounding days 
with gre~te+ significance. 

Anoth.e+ purpose is to re-ignite the interest of Christians 
with part of their lost heritage. By being drawn into the rich 
meaning of a holy day they can ·once again experience a sacrament 
in t ·ime--not simply Baptism and Holy Communion , but also the 
Sabbath. 

While most Jewish thinkers have not written on the Sabbath 
for the gen~ral public, the work that best combines deep 
reflection with a form of expression that moves all reade.rs is 
The Sabbath, by Abraham Joshua Heschel. The heir of generations 
of Eastern European, Hasidic rabbis, and also the recipient of 
a doctorate in philosophy at the University of Berlin, Heschel 
distilled his .book from his own philosophical studies, the 
writings of the rabbis in which he was ste~ped, and his experi­
ence of the Sabbath in Eastern European ghettos. The Sabbath 
is a profound work and an artistic expression; it both convinces 
and moves the reader. 

Christian writers seem to be paying more and more at~ention 
to the Sabbath, but none has produced a work comparable to 
Heschel '·s. Harvey Cox devoted a chapter of his Turning East 

' " 
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(Simon and Schuster, 1977) to the Sabbath. Nils-Erik Andreasen 
(The ·christian Use of Time, Abingdon, 1978) and Tilden Edwards 
(Sabbath Time, Seabury Pr~ss, 1982) have recently written book­
length treatments of the £ubjeqt. While helpful, neither book 
attempts either the theological creativity or poetic style 
achieved by Heschel o Some schalars have become interested in 
the Sabbath, but they tend to produce specialized works, such 
as Winston Sol;.berg's Redeem the T~me: The Puritan Sabbath in 
Early America (Harvard University Press, 1977). Finally, con­
servative evangelicals have shown interest in which day .of th~ 
week should be the holy day--the seventh or th~ first. ·Examples 
are Samuele Bacchiocchi's From Sabbath to Sunday {Pontifical 
Gregorian University Press, 1977) and D.A. Carson's edited 
volume, F~om Sabbath to Lord's ·Day (Zondervan, 1982). These 
books by evan9elica·1 Protestant writers focus much more on what 
day to keep than on the meaning of a s:acred day. 

. . 
The Content and Style 

What is needed is the kind of work Heschel produced, but 
drawing on two thousand years of. Christian thinkers. My aim is 
to produce a book as steeped in the writings of great Christian 
theologians as Heschel's was in the sayings of the rabbis, but 
like Heschel ·create ·my own, contemporary expression of the 
Sabbath's meaning. It will be a book in 'which one person invites 
another to enter into the order, release and refreshing fellow­
ship of the Sabbath experience. 

The first of the three parts of the book w'ill show how 
special moments, such as the Sabbath, bring order to our exist­
ence. Without special· events, such as Christmas, Thanksgiving, 
birthdays, our lives Lose their rhyt.hll'. Special days, full of 
meaning, bring to the welter of seem.ing.ly unconnected events in 
our.· lives a sense of completion and wholeness. We do not simply 
live one ordinary day after another. Celebrating the Sabbath 
forms our days into a week: .a period with a beginning and an 
end. We are ·reassured that our time, our existence, like all of 
God's creation, has shape and forfll. Th~ Sabbath enhances the 
significance of the other days · of the week. Through the Scibbath 
we a.re able to look at all ~ur days and know that they are :good. . . . . 

' . 

. The second part of the book will demonstrate how in the 
. Sabbath we experience freedom. The Sabbath celebrates man'· s 
i~dependence from non-existence~-God creating man .out of the dust 
of the ground. The day also cel~brates God's independence :from 
his · creation--God pausing, demonstrating His own freedom by 
resting on the Sabbath, refusing to be a mere perpetual-creation 
maqhi.ne. On the Sabbath; as Christians feel release from the· 
demands and pressures of· their workaday jobs, they sense the 
liberation so many felt when C~ist went out of his way to per­
form healing miracles on the Sabbath, miracles that brought 
physical, social and religious freedom. Calvin himself thought 
that "the Sabbath was a ·sacrament, since it was a visible figure 
of an invisible grace." What Baptism is once, and the Lord's 
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Supper is quarterly, the Sabbath is every week: a sacrament 
renewing the experience of· freedom and redemption Christ brings 
to our ·entire lives. 

The third, and concluding part of the book, will explore 
the fellowship ~njoyed on the Sabbath. The Old Testament Sabbath 
was a time when servants and strangers -were to be treated as 
equals. Oh the Sabbatical year, debtors and slaves were to 
be released. The Sabbath was a constant reminder that in God's 
eyes the community was a fellowship of fr~e ·and equal persons. 
In 'fact, it was just this sort of ideal community to which the 

.New · Te·st·ament :.point·ed :when .:i.t -:said ··.that "-there ::r.emain~ a $.abbath 
rest for the people of God." The final day ·of the week points to 
a culmination of · history that is not merely an escape for indi­
viduals, but a gathering of the perfect fellowship community. 
History's last day will ~e a Sabbath day, a time of freedom and 
j·OY, . of fellowshipping i :n tpe rest of God. Himself. · 

Since ·the book will be an intellectual exercise but also 
the sharing of an experience, tl)e style of .expression will not 
be declamator)r or argumentative, but evocative. An exceedingly 
important and integral part of this book will be reproductions-­
as many as possible in color--of the Sabbath as portrayed in the 
history of Christian art. So f ·ar, this religious artistic tradi­
tion has been totally ignored. The book will include depictions 
of the Sabbath in mosaics of the early church, medieval illus·­
trations- Qf biblical manuscripts, rennaisance paintings, reforma­
tion woodcuts and modern . drawings. 

In ·both its .content and · form· the book will be an invitation 
to share the response of Karl Barth, when he confessed with "a 
certain awe, the radical importance, the almost · monstrous range 
of the Sabbath •• ·• it discovers and clai:ms man in his depths and 
from his utmost bounds." 

The Author 

My major professor at Harvard, where I received my doctorate 
in religious ethics, introduced me . to the work of Abra..~am Joshua 
Heschel, a turning point in my own .. thinking on the Sabbath. 

The twelve years that I have been affiliated with the 
Kennedy Institute of Ethics at Georgetown University has made 
it possible to consult with· Protestant, Catholic and Jewish 
{conservative) thinkers on the subject of the Sabbath. 

. . 
Prior· to coming to the Kennedy Institute I taught for five 

years at the SDA Theological Se~inary, where my teaching in 
ethics and theology provided an opportunity for research on 
what major figures in Chri.stian theology have said about the 
Sabbath.. My writing on the subject is that of not just an observer, 
b~t a participant in a contemporary Christian community whose 
life -revolves around the Sabbath. Some of the most vivid express­
ions of universal truths emerge from the most distinctive and 
particular of experiences. 
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I have written both 
subject of the Sabbath.. 
Most .recently I edited a 
Sabbath. 

-.rt-

academic and popular essays on the 
One article appeared in. Judaism. 
volume. of essays, Festival ·o·f the 

(The attached resume provides fuller information about 
the author . } 

. ... : 
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Festival of 
Fellowship 
by Roy Branson 

T he Sabbath was nev.er 
a haven of solitude, 

but always an invitation to fellowship. When 
man first entered the seventh day, he was 
accompanied by "every living thing that 
moves upon the earth" (Gen. 1:2~). God and 
His creation were closer than they would 
ever be again . Man and worn.an could "hear 
the sound of the · Lord God walking 'in the 
garden in the cool of the day" (Gen. 3:8). 
They could feel the breath C?f God's presence. 

Eden was not a refuge for mystics. Instead 
of private intuition, there was conversation: · 
God directed man and woman to oversee 
"every beast of the field and every bird of the 
air," which the Lord God brought "·to the 
mah .to see what he would call them" (Gen. 
2:19). God did not draw mankind into a mys­
tical oneness with Him. Rather, there was a 
walking ai:id talking in the garden, the giving 
and accepting of responsibility. Eden was the 
joy of fellowship . 

The garden of delight beca·me the ·setting 
for tragedy when human fellowship wrongly 
became opposed to fellowship with God. 
The result of man's decision was not the crea­
tion of evil matter or of demons, but oflone-

Roy Branson is senior research scholar , Cente.r for 
Bioethics , Kennedy Institute, and associate professor 
of Christia.n ethics at Andrews University . He earned 
his doctorate at Harvard University . 

liness, separation from God and alienation 
from the land and God's other creatures. 
work 'became labor' responsibility turned to . 
drudgery. When . "the Lord God sent him 
forth from the garden to till the ground from 
which he was taken," man was doomed to turn 
even. against himself. "The flaming· sworc:i 
which turned every way," made man an exile 
from fellowship (Gen. 3:23, 24). 

Yet, the Sabbath remained - not a garden, 
but a moment of delight, not a place to touch 
divinity, but a time to feel God's atmosphere. 
It became a day to remember God, and "all 
the work th.at he had done," a day to fum­
blingly restore some measure of fellowship 
with God and His creatures. In remember~ 
ing, human beings could maintain some 
sense· of their origins, of who they were and 
what was important. The Sabbath provided a 
time to ~xperience freedom from the de­
mands ofa creation that had become burden­
some·, a time once again to relis.h· aff Go-d's 
creatures . Eden was lost, but the Sabbath 
remained to knit all people with God and 
creation. 

By the time of the exodus from Egypt, 
space had become an enemy. The alienation 
from the soil included all that could be 
fashioned from the soil: palaces, temples and 
burial places. Huge buildings in space de­
manded not fellowship, but slave labor,. The 
~round from which man had been · formed 
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was about to swallow him. Instead of de­
lighting in God's creation, he drew back in 
fear. 

Into this chaos, God entered to restore 
some semblance of creation's original free­
dom and fellowship. With a mighty hand and 
outstretched arm, God released the Hebrews 
from the dust into which they .-were being 
ground. Man was not created to be a beast of 
burden. Man :was made to. :b.e free,. to con­
verse, to walk and talk in the cool.of the day. 

The conversation could not be so int'irriate · 
as in Eden. The distance between God and 
man had to be bridged with thunders, light­
nings, trumpet blasts and smoke. God's first 
words heightened the sense of His transcen­
dence. First , Yahweh commanded that there 
could be no other gods. He would counte:_ 
nance no pretenders. Second, He. would not 
allowidolsorimages. Third, Yahweh would 
not accept casual and disrespectful use of His 
name. 

In another sense, God was clearing away 
·barriers to His presence. He. was rejecting all 
lesser 4ivinities, spirits or revered ancestors 
as avenues of communion with Him. Noth­
ing in space - neither buildings, nor king­
doms, nor even deities - was to separate 
Him from His people. Th~ Sa.bbath was the 
alternative to the pagan pantheon. It was a 
moment when God would be transcendent 

. to human tampering, yet remain _present 
with men. In the Sabbath~ man could know 
God directly, not through incantations, 
bloodletting or sacrifice of children, but in 
time shared completely. 

As at creation, God did 
not come to isolated 

individuals, but to a community. In Eden, 
He came to the whole creation, but creation, 
·in the form of man, broke ~hat relationship. 
God did not locate another place for close 
fellowship with human beings, but He did 
find a time, the Sabbath day, and a commu­
nity , Israel . 

A day was an appropriate way to restore 
fellowship. As Abraham Joshua Heschel says: 

Every one of us occupies a portion of 
space, takes it up exclusively. The portion 
of space which my body occupies is taken 

Spectrum 

up by myself in exclusion of anyone else. 
Yet no one possesses time. There is no . 
moment which I possess exclusively. This 
very moment belongs to all living men as it 
belongs to me. We share time; we own 
space. Through ownership of space, I am a 
rival of all other beings; through living in 
time, I am a contemporary of all other 
beings. 1 

Time can b.e shared. God ,can .be -invisible and 
still share a day with milnkind; He can share a .. 
day with one person and still share a day with,, 

"The covenant between God and 
Israel created solemn obligations 
among people. No one could ever 
remember the Sabbath and forget 
either God or fellow men. For one 
.day in the week, the fellowship 
of Eden was. restored." 

others . More than that, by sharing a day with 
many, God can bring all together without 
crowding any out. 

God's resto~ation of fellowship began with 
Israel's liberation. Still, God's freeing Israel. 

from tyranny did not free themfor fellowship. ;.: 
Before the Sinai experience, Israel was still 
only a collection of wandering, former 
slaves. Dissension separated one from 
another, and discussions turned into strife. 
But the presence of God transformed free­
dom into fellowship. By restoring the Sab­
bath, Yahweh brought out of cha<;>s a new 
creation: the people of God . 

Israel's common relationship to Yahweh 
brought them inco fellowship with one 
another. Sharing a Sabbath with God and 
other human beings combined in them a rev­
erence for God with a respect for others. The 
covenant between God and Israel created sol­
emn obligations among people. No one 
could ever remember the Sabbath and forget 
either God or fellow men. For one day in the 
week, the fellowship of Eden was restored. 

The Sabbath is the arch holding together 
the structure of the law. Coming as it does 
between the outline of commitment to God 



Volume 9, Number 1 

and obligations rn fellow men, the Sabbath 
commandment is the hinge of the cwo tables 
of stone. Sabbath fe.llowship is to renew cov­
enant promises to both God and man. "The 
people of Israel shall keep the Sabbath, ob­
serving the Sabbath throughout their genera­
tions, as a perpetual covenant" (Ex. 31:16). 

Of course, Israel did not consistently keep 
the perpetual covenant. When Israel divorced 
worship of God from obligations to one 
another, God sent the prophets as His 
spokesmen. Jeremiah , at God's bidding, 
stood before the temple in Jerusalem where 
Sabbath worship took place and mimicked 
the invocations of the pious worshipers . 
Their cliches were a mockery of God's cov­
enant commands: 

Do not trust in these deceptive words: 

39 

These I will bring to my ho ly mountain, 
and make them joyful in my house of 
prayer . . . For m y house shall be called a 
house of prayer for all peoples (Isa. 56:3-8) . 

Clearly, the prophets saw the Sabbath as 
more than a weekly restoration of a past gar­
den of delight. They looked on the Sabbath 
as a fellowship that was to include all people 
in a covenant ofSabbachjoy. 

The fulfillment of the 
covenant did not 

.. come at Sinai or in the prophets. The fullest 
entrance of God into fellowship with man 
was the life lived with and for human beings 
- the birth, ministry, death and resurrection 
of Jesus of Nazareth. 

" This is the temple of the Lord, the temple · 
of the Lord, the temple of the Lord" (Jee. · 

The first three chapters of Matthew dealing 
with Jesus' life, from His birth to early minis­
try, are full of references to Jesus' coming as 
vindicating the word~ of the prophets and the 7:5). : 

Behold you trus.r in deceptive words to 
no avail. Will you steal, murder, commit 
adultery, swear falsely, burn incense to 
Baal, and go after other gods that you have 
not known, and then come and stand be­
fore me in this house , which is called by 
my name, and say "We are delivered" -
only to. go on doing all these abomina­
tions? (Jer. 7:8-10) 

The Sabbath should have reminded Israel 
that worship of God and justice to fellow 
men go together. · 

Through the prophets, God announced . 
chat Sabbath felJowship burst the bounds of 
human convention. Isaiah received a special 
message for those often regarded by Israel as 
outside the covenant community. The Sab­
bath was a time when they coo could enjoy 
fellowship with God, when they could know 
in the present that they would delight in a 
future fellowship. In the Sabbath, God drew 
all men to Him: 

To the eUJ?.UChs who keep my Sabbaths, 
who choose the things that please me, and 
hold fast my covenant ... 

And the foreigners who join themselves to 
the Lord .. . 

Everyone who keeps the Sabbath, and 
does not profane it, and holds fast my 
covenant -

covenant they renewed. Matthew's first ref­
erence em·phasizes that as God fellowshiped 
with human beings in the Sinai covenant and 
in the prophetic word, so now more com­
pletely , in the words oflsaiah, Jesus is "Em­
manuel, God with us" (Matt . 1:22; cf. Isa. 
7: 14). Luke praises Jesus' coming with 
hymns taken from the prophets. Such central 
pares of Christian worship as the angel's An­
nunciation, Mary 's Magnificat and Simeon's 
Nunc Di mi tis are all rephrasings·of prophetic · 
passages. . 

The culmination of these hymns and bless­
ings celebrating the incarnation of Christ was 
Christ's inaugural Sabbath sermon.Jesus an­
nounced that He was the em:bodiment of the 
prophetic word . - .the Word that qad re­
newed the covenant_ To restore humanity to 
fellowship with God, the covenant must be 
reestablished. Qudting Isaiah, Jesus an­
nounced': 

The Spirit of the Lord is upon me, 
because he has annointed me to preach 
good.news to the poor. 

He has sent me to proclaim release to the 
captives, and recovering of sight co the 
blind, 

to set at liberty those who are oppressed, 
to proclaim the acceptable year of the 
Lord . · 
(Luke 4:18, 19; cf. Isa. 61:1,2~58:6) 
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Nothing could. be more dramatic .in the long 
.history of the covenant than Jesus' simple 
statement following this reading: , "Today 
this scripture has been fulfilled in your hear­
ing" (Luke · 4:21). No wonder the people 
thought He spoke as one who had authority. 
God would not forget His covenant, or His 
people. Truly the prophetic, covenant Word 
"became flesh and dwelt among us" Oohn 
1:14f . 

''Like the .other sacraments 
celebrated by the Christian . 
community, the Sabbath is a 
memorial of past relationships 
with God, a present awareness of 

·--· · · · ·· Go.d's ·presence and a promise of 
God's future fellowship." 

Jesus' public ministry, beginning on that 
Sabbath day, emphasized the message of the 
prophets: fellowship with God means fel­
lowship with mankind. It is . im,possible to 
share a day ·:with God and simultaneously 
oppress the sick' :the broken an cf t{le 'maimed. 
Immediately after reporting the inaugural 
sermon, Luke begins· his account .of Jesus' 
healing miracles which took place on the 
Sabbath . Seven times during his ministry 
Christ performed miracles on the Sabbath, 
each time establishing that the God of the 
Sabbath - of the covenant ~ was the God 
who fellowshiped with all people, ·no matter 
how poor or oppressed. 

In His ministry and nature, Christ united 
the divine and the human. Many theologians 
have struggled .to establish the nature of 
Christ in spatial terms. Orthodox Chris­
tianity, after a painful period of discussion, 
agreed that Christ was not partly divine and 
partly human, but wholly God and wholly 
man. It has not always been easy to grasp this 
concept, but the Sabbath, a temporal sym­
bol, provides a fresh perspective. People 
cannot divide time. They exist fully in the 
Sabbath, yet share it completely with God. 

Spectrum 

Each week, in experiencing the Sabbath that 
is indivisible, people know a Christ whose 
time and existence were wholly God's .and 
wholly man's . No wonder that Christ's Sab­
bath actions for human beings were directed 
to God, and worship of God propelled Him 
back toward His fellow human beings. 

Yet, the ministry and nature of Christ's 
incarnation did not a.Ione renew God's fel-

· lowship·with:humanity . ..It·was :the dea~h and 
resurrection of Christ that allowed fellow­
ship with God to be a perpetual covenant. 
The triumph of the cross over usurping pow­
ers not only freed 'inankind from the tyranny 
of death ·and fate, but also guaranteed that 
God and man would not ultimately remain 
separated . In the Sabbath, a person is re­
newed by participating in Christ's Sabbath 
rest from the cross. " We should," as 
Jonathan Edwards says, "have sympathy 
with Christ in His joy . He was refreshed on 
this day; we should be refreshed as those 
whose hearts are united with His ."~ 

Christ conquered the 
rebellious principal­

ities, powers, dominions and authorities .and 
became the "head over all things for the 
church, which is His body, the fullness of 
Him who fills all in all" (Eph. 1 :23). It is 
supremely important that Christ did noc 
merely come to earth, have sonie visions, 
speak a few wise sayings and depart. Rather, 
Christ, like Yahweh at Sinai, created a new 
covenant community. He chose the twelve 
and sent out the seventy. He prayed that they 
would .. love one another ... by chis all men 
will know that you are my disciples" Oohn 
17:6; 13:35) . The Word that was made flesh 
and dwelt among us was not a secret saying, a 
private word to scattered individuals, but a 
public ministry. The death and resurrection 
created a community which lived, flourished 
and became the body of Christ, the new tes­
tament of God in' che world. 

The church embodied Christ in its com­
munal celebrations of God's redeeming and 
reconciling ac~s. The special days and actions 
of the Christian church .recreated for human 
beings the quality of God's acts of liberation 

· and fellowship. Revered theologians of the 
Christian church, such as Augustine and 
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Calvin, so appreciated the Sabbath as a 
memorial and foretaste .of God's reconciling 
work that they named the Sabbath , along 
with baptism and the Lord 's Supper, a sac: 
rament. Calvin states that in the Sabbath "a 
very close correspondence appears between 
the outward sign and the inward reality. " 3 

Thus, "the Sabbath was a sacrament, since it 
was visible figure of an invisible grace ." 4 

Like the ocher _sacraments celebrated by the 
Christian community, the Sabbath is a 
memorial of past relationships with God, a 
present awareness of God's presence and a 
promise of God's future full and perfect fel­
lowship with liberated and redeemed man­
kind. 

A closer examination of the parallels be­
tween baptism, the Lord's Supper and the 
Sabbath heightens the appreciation of each. 
Baptism, Paul believed, recreated the experi­
ence of two past evems. As Israel' in the 
exodus entered the water as slaves and 
emerged free from the oppressing Egyptian· 
armies, so sinners enter the waters ofbaptism 
and·emerge free from sin (I Cor. 1:1, 2). 
Baptism is also a reenactment of Christ's bur­
ial and resurrection (Rom. 6:3, 4) . Moreover, 
in rising from the water, as Christ rose from 
the grave, the baptized are promised that 
they ·will be part of the future, permanent 
resurrection. Thus , baptism points back to 
Israel and Christ, as well as forward to the 
Second Coming (Rom. 6:6). Likewise, the 
Sabbath fellowship is not only .with re­
deemed Israel and a risen Saviour, but also · 
with a r.eturning Lord. · 

The Lord's Supper also draws participants 
into fellowship with God. Christians some­
times forget that the Lord's Supper (or Last 
Supper) was ~ndeed a meal, the Passover 
meal, memorializing Israel's redemption 
from Egypt. Along with baptism , th~ Lord's 
Supper points back to Christ. He was the 
perfect paschal lamb around which a new 
Israel, a renewed covenant community, was 
forming. As Christians partake of the Lord 's 
Supper, they renew within themselves God's 
unique act of salvation in Christ. They enter 
into the · special fellowship Christ's act 
creates. Just as baptism points to the future, 
so also the Lord 's Supper invites Christians 
to look forward to the heavenly marriage 
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supper with the Lamb. Jesus told His disci­
ple~ at the Last Supper, " I shall never eat 
again until it is fulfilled in the kingdom of 
God" (Luke22:16). 

What baptism is once in a life, and the 
Lord's Supper quarterly, the Sabbath is every 
week - a sacrament of God's redeeming 
fellowship . Like baptism and the Lord 's 
Supper, the Sabbath stretches man's experi­
ence back into the past , to the creation and 
the redemption oflsrael. Sabbath fellowship 
is the fellowship of man saved from nonexis­
tence and slavery. It includes the stranger 
within the gates, the priso11er, the blind and 
the oppressed. The Sabbath points back also 
to Christ's ultimate act of redemption and 
reconciliation, His conquering the powers 
and principalities of evil through His de~th 
on the cross. Each Sabbath is a baptism into 
His death and burial rest.and a reviving to a 
newly refreshed life. Each Sabbath is also a ~. , 
holy communion, a fellowship with Christ,:' 
who shares human time·and shares Himself. :· 

As baptism and the Lord's Supper refer to 
the past and anticipate the future , so the Sab­
bath points to God's past and future fellow­
ship with mankind. The renewing compan­
ionship of .Sabbath rest assures man that he 
will be a part of that corning perfe~t commu­
nity. The fri~ndship relished in and with 
Christ on His holy day is a promise of the 
approaching great Day of the Lord. The Sab- . 
bath rest is a weekly .baptism into Christ, a 
holy communion with God the Saviour. 

Sabbath fellowship 
creates the desire for 

a more intimate relationship with God. Crea­
'tion week moved to the crescendo of the final . 
day and communion with God. The Sabbath 
was not a peaceful inter:Iilde, but the climax· · 
of creation. The seventh day has always._ 
drawn man forward . Celebration of the Sab­
bath pointed the prophets' vision toward the 
triumph of the Last Day. Christ Himself 
identified the Sabbath with the messianic 
age. Because of His victorious Sabbath of the 
passion week, Hebrews says "the promise of 
entering His rest ~erilains" (Heb . 4: 1). The 
church has continued to anticipate in the 
completion of each week the culmination of 
history. John Calvin taught the Reformatfon 
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that "the Lord through the seventh day has 
sketched for his people the coming perfection 
of His Sabbath in the Last Day. " 5 Ir{ 
eighceenrh:..century America, Jonathan Ed­
wards preached that the Sabbath, "a pleasur­
able and joyful day," was "an image of the 
future heavenly rest of the church. " 6 

The climax towards which the whole crea­
tion groans is not an escape for individual 
souls. God is not merely rescuing isolated_ 
individuals, but fulfilling a covenant with 
His people. The day of the Son of Man is ·a 

· day when every eye shall see Him: " For as the 
lightning flashes and lights up the sky from 
one side to the other, so will the Son of Man 
be in His day" (Luke 17:24). That " future, 
perfect. eternal Sabbath of the Last Day"· is 
no more a .private rest than was Eden or the . 
exodus. 7 Hebrews promises that. " there re­
mains a sabbath rest for the people of God" 
(Heb. 4:9). 

For the believing community, Sabbath rest 
cannot be Sabbath apathy. Entering the Sab­
bath does mean one can rest in Christ's com­
pleted work of redemption. " Whoever en­
ters God's rest also ceases from his labors as 
God did from His" (Heb. 4:10) and is re­
leased fro m trying to achieve salvation 
through diligent effort. But the quality of 
Sabbadi rest is no t listless indifference . 
Christ~s. w-0rk gives the people of God the 
assuran~e to make the Sabbath a day of cele­
bration. The Lord's return is certain. Each 
Sabbath can already participate in the victory 
of the Great Day of the Lord. 

Spectrum 

·Heschel states that "unless one learns how 
to relish the taste of the Sabbath while still in 
this world, unless one is initiated in the ap­
preciation of eternal life, one will be unable to 
enjoy the caste of eternity in the world co 
come."8 For centuries, Israel has welcomed 
the Sabbath in holy festivity. The coming of 
the Sabbath is the arrival of an honored guest, ·· ·· 
a queen to be met in the palace of time with 
beautiful robes and graceful dances, the en­
tering of a bride sanctified to the people of 
God. . . 

For Christians such as Karl Barth, joyful 
anticipation is intrinsic co the Sabbath. His­
tory's "last day," he believes, "will be a Sab­
bath day," a time of freedom and joy, of 
fellowshiping in " the rest of God Himself. " 9 

In the words of de Quervain, "The joy of 
Sabbath is ... the superabundant joy at the 
blessings which have already been given and 
joy in expectation of new aces of God, at the 
coming salvation." 10 

The Sabbath' continues co have the power 
to draw human beings out of their alienation 
and despai_r into a community created by the 
mighty acts of God. The Sabbath is an 
exodus from chaos and s lav~ry and death, a 
sacred meal shared with the victor who con­
quers through the gift of His body. It is a 
weekly marriage supper with the Lamb, a 
baptism. into the resurrection of the world. 
On chis day, time past and time future enter 
into time present. The Sabbath is a prism, a 
multifaceted jewel, refracting throughout 
our lives the fullness of God's glory. 
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