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Janunry 26, 1981 

Mr. Tom Dine, Executive Director 
AmPrtca~Isr~el Public Affairs Committee 
444 North Capital Street, N.W. #412 
~~shinntc~~ n.c. 20001 

Dear Tom: 

I 

l 

,/ r , 

i· 
I 
I 
I 

M·icah Krolof'f, the son of a dear friend and colleag-ue, 1, Rabbi Charles Kroloff of Westfield, N.J., has app\itd 1 

for an AIP. C inti.}rnship. It ·is a pl~asure form~ · to 1 ,.1 

write to you in ¥icah's behalf, and I hope that ser1eus d \ ' 
consideration will be given to hfs appltcatf n. \' 

(; 
Aicah ts a very fin~ young ma~. He majors in political 
·cience at Orandei5 but is curr':!ntl:1 on a. spacii,.1 proqram1 

of ~tudy at thft London School of EconoMics. Micah hos 
b~tn an activ1 pirtici, at in the Union•s youth and Cl~P 
programs and c~mes frcm a om 0 which is deeply tnvo1~ed 
in religious action and Israel~oriented programs. As a 
m tter of f~ct. Micah ha~ pent a good deal of tfme fn 
Israel, not only as a touri t but as u part-tine reqi ent 1 
during the r~riod of his fath'!r's sabbatica1. H·e has an ' 
· xcellent backgrouud in Isr-net nffairs, as well as a 1Lep 
and abiding concern for her welfare. 

I be)1eve Micah's record spe ~s for itself but I did w•nt 
you to know that I fee1 he is an exce11 ont can di d!'lta f pr 
an AIPAC internship. ',, 

I I 

With warmest regards, I am 

Sincerely: 

Alexlnder M. Schindler 

I 
\ 

\ 

I 
\ 

I 
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CENTRAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN RABBIS 
2 1 • NEW YORK, N . Y . 10016 • (212) 684-4990 

Office of the Executive Vice President 

March, 1982 

Dear Colleague: 

Forgive the "form letter" but unfortunately there are a few too many of you for 
it to be personalized. You are in a state where AIPAC (America-Israel Public 
Affairs Committee) has no density of membership to speak of. 

I think every American Jew should belong to AIPAC, not only for the support needed 
to fund its magnificent work on behalf of Israel, but perhaps even more important, 
to respond to its guidance in making effective contacts and representations with 
Congresspersons, Senators and other key officials. 

AIPAC is one of the most highly respected agencies in the country, respected by 
those friendly to Israel and by those on the other side. Of all the fine work 
done in this country on behalf of Israel, AIPAC stands out at the pinnacle. 

Enclosed is some material on AIPAC. Please find one person in your group, 
congregation or community who will agree to serve as the AIPAC liaison, who will 
be in direct contact with the Washington headquarters, will recruit members for 
AIPAC, will arrange delegations to public officials and hopefully will attend 
AIPAC national meetings. Please send the name and statistics to me. An active 
ARZA member would be an ideal person to do this job. 

Under separate cover, you will soon receive a package of membership applications. 
If you have obtained an AIPAC liaison person by then, turn it over. Otherwise, 
please hand them out to people you think would be interested in joining, who will 
receive the excellent Near East Report. 

With proposed arms sales to Jordan, increased sales to other Arab nations, contemplated 
sales and relationships with Iraq and all the other tsoris Israel has these days, a 
vigorous effort and close watch in Washington is crucial. AIPAC provides that. 
Let's provide AIPAC. 

OFFICERS: 
Herman E. Schaalman. President 

Chicago. IL 
W Gunther Plaut . Vice President 

Toronto. Canada 
Joseph B Glaser. Executive Vice President 

New York . NY 

Meyer Heller, Treasurer 
Beverly Hills. CA 

Jack Stern. Jr .. Recording Secretary 
Scarsdale. NY 

Sylvan D Schwartzman. Fmanc,al Secretary 
Albuquerque. NM 

Shalom, 

Joseph ~laser 

Ell iot L. Stevens , Administrative Secretary 
New York, NY 

Sidney L. Regner, Executive Vice President Ementus 
New York , NY 

Jacob A. Marcus. Honorary President 
C1nc,nnat1 , OH 
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The enclosed letter from John Levi of Australia is self
explanatory and I call you attention to the sections I've 
marked. I hope you'll follow=up. 

On Michael Danby, I am suggesting to Rabbi Levi that he be 
in contact with you. 

l1...11d disregard all mention of me as a multi-millionaire! 
Leave it to a Havana newspaper!! 

Warm regareas 

May 13, 1982 



Rabbi Johns. Levi 
Temple Beth Israel) 
76-82 Alma Road 
Box 128 P.O. 
St. Kmlda 3182 
Australia 

Dear John: 

May 13, 1982 

Yes, the collection of material :you aent was indeed eclectic! 
The best news, of course, was learning that I am a multi
millionaire! Rhea will love that one! 

I've -taken the liberty of passing the information you shared 
on to Tom Dine of the America-Israel Public Affairs Committee 
in Was~ington. AIPAC is the organization which should be inn 
formed of contacts such as you have shared. It is also the 
organization Michael Danby should be in touch with. If Re can 
arrange to work with AIPAC it would be the best way for him to 
broaden his experience. If he aants to contact AIPAC directly, 
he should write to: 

Tom Dine, Exeoative Director 
America-Israel Public Affairs Committee 
444 North Caoital St., N.W. Suite 412 
Washinqton, D.C. 20001 

Tom has his name so a letter from Michael should not co'ile as a 
surprise. 

With fondest regards, in which Rhea joins, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler ' I 
' 



Rabbi Dr. A. Schindler, 
President, Union of American 
838 Fifth Avenue, NEW YORK, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 

Dear Alex, 

TEMPLE BETH ISRAEL 
LIBERAL CONGREGATION MELBOURNE 

6th May, 1982 . 

Hebrew Congregations, 
N.Y. 10021, 

Ecclosed you will fina a curious collection of ~aterial. 

Item No. 1 is really for your scrap-book. It comes from 
the English language Cuban newspaper and describes you 
as a multi-millionaire! 

I " 

The second item, about Media Madonnas describes a Mel-
bourne woman who is now a correspondent of the London "New 
Statesman", and has become one of the leading apologists 
for Iraq and Libya . Claudia Wright is married to a fellow 
Australian, John Helmer, a much younger man who happens to 
be a nephew of our Jewish Governor-General, Sir Zelman Cowen . 

John Helmer has a job as an "adviser" at the White House and it 
occurs to me that somebody in the American Jewish community 
should be aware oft ·s rather strange tie-up - hence this 
letter. ---, 
'-----

These facts come from a Standing Committee of the Melbourne 
Jewish community that I chair, dealing with Anti-Defamation, 
which collects a great deal of valuable information, some of 
which we don't know what to do with. One of our most active 
full-time researchers is a young man called Michael Danby who 
is interested in gaining some experience working with the 
American Jewish community in the field of anti-defamation, public 
relations and hasbara. Have you any suggestions for us about 
whom he can contact in order to broaden his experience? 

He is a most effective and politically aware young man who has 
spent the last three years as an apprentice to Sam Lipski (the 
journalist you met at the Magid home.). 

With best wishes,and congratulations to Rhea on being married 
to a multi-millionaire .. 

76-82 ALMA ROAD, 3182 e BOX 128 P.O. ST. KILDA, 3182 e TELEPHONES: 511488 - 511489 



The Watchman - ~ • ~ Anthony McAdam 

Media M~dq~nas of the Left 

WASHINGTON correspondent of The 
New Statesman, author of two recent 

. articles in Foreign Affairs, the most prestigious and influential foreign policy journal in America, and regular contributor on Middle Eastern affairs to The New Yorh Times, Atlantic Monthl1, and the Nation. Its quite an achievement for someone who, only five years ago, was a Melbourne journalist and "talk-back personality" whose most memorable claim to fame was the wav she could toss four-letter words out "on air", ofte~ directed to members of the clergy. 
Claudia Wright (nee Little) came to Melbourne from Bendigo and if she didn't quite make good in the big city she certainly made a noise. Her first journalistic job was on a country paper; she then moved to the Melbourne Herald and for several years, until October 1973, she was the Herald Women's Editor. She was quickly dubbed "Claws" because of her attacks on Melbourne socialites in her own "society column". 

She was sacked from the Herald "after sliding between cotton floral sheets for a national _advertisement in a woman's magazine" (f'eb. 27, 1977 Sunda1 Press). From the Herald, she moved on to 3AW (from Jan 11/1974), the Melbourne radio St'.!tior. !ha:: Si}eciaiise~ in taik-back programmes and its own version of wall-to-wall "controversy." Her daily programme soon grabbed the "highest ratings for that time in Melbourne and became one of the most widely known discussion programs in Australia", according to the local press (ibid.). Alas, she was sacked from 3A W (Jan 20, 1977), not ·apparently for simply being "controversial", for that, after all, was why she was hired in the first place, but because her own brand of "controversy" was threatening the station's livelihood! She maintained at the time that her dismissal was the result of a "run-in with the Catholic Church". In fact, she had been slamming the Catholic Church over its position on abortion for ages and matters simply came to a head when she insisted, to the Bishop of 

Sale, that she had every nght to use a certain fourletter word referring to the primary female sexual organ. Anyway, the Church called for a boycott and the station manager decided, no doubt, that enough was enough. For good measure, she also got around to insulting most everyone else, including the Jewish community. 
A great hullabaloo in the press followed. Manning Clark, Joseph Camilleri, Donald Horne and many cL"ier cct2.b!e:; ~vro::e :o The .. 4:gc (february 2~, 1977) decrying this blow to "freedom of expression" and asserting that "in a democracy, nobody has the right to hold a monopoly on the channels of public information". 
Claudia made the most of the whole business by getting he.r opinions on virtually every subject under the sun reported in the local and national press. She proclaimed she had been made "a scapegoat", that Melbourne was "a vicious society that eats its own head [sic]" and that she couldn't wait to fly off to Washington where her second husband-to-be (a Melbourne-born Harvard Ph.D. in political science) was living. 
So much for the early background. Claudia next emerges (cira 1978) as Washington Correspondent of the New Statesman. Presumably, the appointment was made bv her 'riend ar...J .ir.ot\;,;:r for:n-:r Herald journalist; Bruce Page, appointed editor of the NS in 1978 succeeding Anthony Howard. We now discover that the Claudia that writes for the NS is a very different Claudia from the loud talkback compere. She now presents herself as an expert on the Middle East, her byline appearing in all the major journals. 

She first went to the Middle East in 1972 for the Herald and wrote a series of features, mainly about Arab women, although there was one that was very pro-PLO. In that curious way in which militant Western feminists take up radical Arab causes, Claudia, rather like Vanessa Redgrave before her, managed to reconcile her call for women's lib. in the West with an admiration for the lack of women's lib. in the East: 



.. 
Some [Arab women] have husbands clapping them 
into the veil, but no valium or grog for them. In a 
sense they have great refinement, and great free
dom in that they're still in command of their own 
culture and dress. (April 5, 1978 Sun) 

The gift for being able to hold radically different 
views on the same subject simultaneously has 
served Claudia well ever since. While she lavishes 
contempt on "society types" she seems not averse 
to putting on a front for the women's mags 
("Claudia makes the big time" etc.). While she now 
writes sober, cautious and impressively researched 
articles on Iraq and Iran for Foreign Affairs, and 
more colourful but still restrained pieces on Paki
stan ar:d Sauc:: Arabia for Atlantic, she wmehow 
manages to throw together very different and 
quite strikingly didactic copy for the New 
Statesman. 

It is in the New Statesman that her ideological 
biases are most obvious. Primarily, she seems 
incapable of investing the slightest legitimacy in 
any aspect of contemporary American foreign 
policy. Her contempt for the Reagan administra
tion knows no bounds. After criticising Reagan's 
use of the term "international terrorism" (which, 
apparently, she denies the very existence of, ex
cepting the CIA) she goes on to describe the 
Administration's attempt to restrict the use of the 
Freedom of Information Act on sensitive foreign 
policy and intelligence issues as actions designed to 
"terrorize government officials into silence" (NS 
March 20, 1981). 

With her stabiermites il;-uc.: Page .;:id joh~ 
Pilger, she thinks William Shawcross's book 
Sideshow : Kissinger, Nixon and the Destruction 
of Cambodia (partly based on documents obtained 
under the Freedom of Information Act) one of the 
most important books of our time. Its attraction 
lies, no doubt, in the impression it gives of being a 
great "investigative" scoop while at the same time 
pouring the greatest possible calumny on the 
United States, that is, "ultimate responsibility" for 
the Cambodian genocide. 

In this same article (March 20) she repeatedly 
uses such terms as "quislings", "terror", "col
laborator" and "purge" to describe, and demean, 
almost every aspect of Reagan's administration, 
terms noticeably absent from the coverage of her 
favourite Arab countries (i.e. Libya and Iraq). 
Evervone, it seems in the Rea1Tan administration is 
a crook. If they are rich they are successful crooks, 
if not, unsuccessful ones. Every fact about every 
member of the government is turned into an 

• insult. Ever eager to see the shadow of "McCar
thyism", she describes Edwin Meese, the White 
House supremo, this way: 

If there is genius in Meese, or Reagan men like 
him, it is their capacity to dissemble deep hatreds 

in affability, while sustaining a fanatical determi
nation for the exorcising of demons generated by 
their own imagination. (NS, March 20, 1981) 

This is not political journalism, it's the demented 
theology of a remarkably biased and politically 
immature observer. The tone of every single piece 
she has written for the New Statesman on the 
Reagan Administration is couched in the same 
mocking, contemptuous language. Reagan never • 
rises above being the brunt of ridicule: 

A man whose dim film career led to ~reater 
renown advertising vacuum cleaners, electnc toas
ters and Borax could not have grasped Presiden-
tial power without a great deal of help arxl money 

Sbce the days when she used to just scr<'am 
abuse en Melbourne radio, Claudia has become a 
dab hand at the innuendo. For example, she gives 
this "collective profile" of Reagan's "kitchen 
cabinet": 

For serious socialising, ... the group appears to 
prefer all-male company. A retired San Francisco 
brothel madam named Brandy Baldwin alleges 
that the Bohemian Club, to which many of the 
group (including the President) belong, enjoys 
homosexual and transvestite frolics at its rural 
hideaway, as well as the occasional heterosexual 
gang-bang for which she claims to have supplied 
the girls (NS, June 19, 1981) 

All that on the basis of an allegation of a brothel 
keeper! One has only to contrast this unrelenting 
barrage of contempt and ridicule with her respect
ful coverage of Arab politics, especially Libya (for 
example, NS, August 21, 1981) or Iraq (Foreign 
Affairs, Winter 1979/80). Neither government is 
democratic, both engage in assassination and tor
ture of political enemies, facts she everi' concedes. 
The discrepancy couldn't be more stark. 

• • • 
The recent Australian tour by British actress and 

political activist Vanessa Redgrave was an example 
of the power that movie "stardom" conveys. Over 
the years, Miss Redgrave has showri herself to be a 
past master at using her celebritY. status as an 
actress to further her extreme political views. The 
most famous public expression of this was her 
acceptance speech for an Academy Award in April 
1978. The award was for her role as an anti-Nazi 
fighter in occupied Europe durin-g the 1930s. The 
film was Julie. Her little speech is worth quoting 
because:: · ir•uiptures the three main themes of Ms 
Redgrave's political persona: 

1 thank you very, very much for this tribute to my 
work ... this is a true story and we believed in 
what we were expressing. The courage of two 
women who were prepared to sacrifice everything 
to fight the racist and f;!.Seist NaZJ regime. 
You should be very proud that in che last few 
weeks you stood firm and you refused to be 
intimidated bt the threats of a small bunch of 
Zionist hoodlll'ms whose 1behayiour is an insult to 

Quadrant, April 1982 75 
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May 17, 1982 

Mr. Morton S11bennan, President 
American-Israel Public Affairs COl!1ll1tte 
444 No. Capitol Street 
Washington. o.c. 20001 

Dear r. Silbennan: 

I am writing to offer ll\Y congratulations on your election as president 
of AIPAC. and to extend good wishes to you on assuming so vital a role 
of leadership in the Jewish conxnun1ty. I look forward to the opportunity 
of meeting and working with you. 

At the same time, I should like to tell you how gratified I was at the 
very kind references to me in the May 7 issue of Near East Report, and at 
the generous quoting of ll\Y remarks about Prime 11nister Begin de11vered at 
a meeting of the Presidents Conference 1n ''1ash1ngton 1n late Apr11. 

It 1s my fond hope that we will meet fn the not-too-distant future. 

With cordial greetings. 

Sincerely. 

Alexander M. Schindler 

cc: r. Thomas Dine 
Mr. Lawrence Weinberg 



AMERICAN ISRAEL PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
444 NORTH CAPITOL STREET, N.W. • SUITE 412 • WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001 • (202) 638-2256 

May 21, 1982 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Union of American Hebrew 

Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10021 

Dear Alex: 

Thomas A. Dine 
Executive Director 

Thanks for passing on the information on 
Claudia Wright. Her pro-Iraq work is well known 
in this office, but her background was not. 
John Helmer, Wright's husband, was in 0MB during 
the Carter administration. I am unaware of what 
he is doing now, but I am looking into his where
abouts. 

In regard to Michael Denby, thank you for 
thinking of AIPAC. I am looking forward to hearing 
from him. 

With warmest regards. 

TAD:af 



AMERICAN ISRAEL PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
444 NORTH CAPITOL STREET, N.W., SUITE 412 
WASHINGTON , D.C. 20001 
Telephone (202) 638-2256 

ol/ 
September 1, 1982 

To: Executive Committee 
and National Council . 

For your information and use. 
Please do not reprint or quote. 

With the compliments of 

THOMAS A. DINE 
Executive D irector 
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AMERICAN ISRAEL PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
444 NORTH CAPITOL STREET, N. W. • SUITE 412 • WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001 • (202) 638-2256 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Mort Silberman 
President 

FROM: Tom Dine 

Aug·ust 26, 1982 

SUBJECT: Present Adr1inis tra t ion Attitudes and Approaches 
tow~rd a Middle East Poli~y 

In preparation for this afternoon's consult~tive meeting 
with Secretary of State Shultz , along with a handful of other 
Jewish leaders, I thought it would be helpful to set forth 
Administration thinking and where it is headed concerning 
U.S. policy toward the Arab~Israel conflict. This analysis 
is based on a number of official public statements and . 
in-d epth conversations by AIPJ\C wlth key policy formulators 
and makers within the Exe cutive and Legislative branches over 
the last three weeks. 

You will recall that President Reagan ~t the beginning 
of July ordered his new Secretary o f State t _o draw up " an 
integrated plan for American policy throughout the Middle East.'' 
This "new approach," f o 11 o,ving J\l Ea ig' s departure , was to take 
advant age of the continu ing crisis in Lebanon, the se tb ack to 
internationa l terrorism, the renewed fighting between Iraq and 
Iran and the hope that Shiite fundamentalist fervor in the 
Persian Gulf has been stifled for the time being, the obvious 
decline in Sovie t influence in the area, and George Shultz's 
own predilection toward "resolving th e Palestinian issue." 

The President has emerged as the key policy making official ; 
the Secretary is the key .policy formulator and co -make r. 

Procedure. Secretary Shultz has consistently said before 
Congressional committees and in a variety of private meetings 
that he intends to proceed with diplomatic initiatives on the 
broader Palestini:rn issue. I-le believes that such pursuits arc 
the "key to furthering American interests in the region. 

Reagan said on Friday the Palestinian issue must be resolved 
"in all its aspects ." The Saud i.shave elicited a "promise" 
from the U.S. that it will seriously address -the overall 
Palestinian question. 



Extensive meetings on this subject ha~e been held with 
the Foreign Ministers of Saudi Arabia, Syria, Egypt, and Israel; 
with private personalities of the likes"of Henry Kissinger, 
Larry Silberman, Sol Linowitz, and I;rving Shapiro; with 
organizationa l and political leaders of the American Jewish 
community; with Senators and Representatives; as well as 
several discussions with the President ab out the general 
outline of this integrated plan. Within the State Department, 
the Secretary has established a.group headed by Nick Veliotes 
to prepare the background papers. Included are Watt Clavarius, . 
Charles Hill, Ned Walker and, on some issues, Richard Fairbanks 
and Paul Wolfowitz. 

Timetable. No decisions have been taken by the Secretary 
or the President, and there is no evidence of a set timetable. 
There is, however, common agreement within the Administration 
that it is necessary to "st rike while the iron is hot." For 
some at the White House, NSC, a nd State Department this means 
strik ing while the situation in Lebanon and the area in ge neral 
is fluid and the U.S. has the initiative. For others, it means 
to strike at the U.S.-Is rael relationship while Israel's s upport 
among the American elite is down and the American Jewish community 
is demoralized. 

Another common sense of urgency is generated by the perceived 
need to disassociate the U.S. government from Israel and, in 
·doing so, placate the Arab world. Loosening the specialness 
of the Washington-Jerusalem bond would, it is argued, provide 
President Mubarak and King Fahd with evidence of American care 
afid concern for the plight of the Palestinians, quell King 
Hussein ' s - deep apprehension that Defense Minister Sharon will 
soon embark on the next stage of his plan, and provide the 
moderate forces in the now dispersed PLO leadership with an . 
alternative to carrying terrorism worldwide, particularly to the 
United St ates. ("The constructive role the U.S. has played in 
the development of the PLO-rescue plan," Shultz said Friday at 
his news conference, shows Arab nations "the fundamental com
mitment of the U.S. to peaceful solutions and the ability of 
the U.S. to _be a constructive force in the region.") 

For all these reason s , something will soon be submitted by 
the Executive branch. Shultz is now scheduled to speak before a 
UJA group in New York on September 12th. The President is being 
urged to address the General Assembly in Los Angeles in November. 

Strategy. The overail strategy involves three phases. 
Phase One is already und~rway ~- get the PLO out of Beirut. 
Phase Two -- get all foreign forces out of Lebanon and go for~h 
with the t ask of reconstituting a central Lebanese governing 
authority. (State De.partment careerists intensely dislike 
Gemayal.) Phase Three promote movement toward resolving the 
Palestinian issue. • 

- 2 



The three phases are connected. There is recognition 
that developments in impl ementation of the carlier ·phases can 
affect the conditions for the third phase. For example, despite 
the inclination of the Arabists, it is ·acknowledged tl1at Gemayal's 
success is crucial to securing Syrian and Israeli withdrawal. 
Also, Egypt's refusal to accept PLQ forces in significant 
numbers owing to Cairo's insistence on a formal link to a wider 
solution has meant that Damascus will rece ive the bulk of the 
terrorists. As a result, . Syria is likely to retain its 
dominanc e over the Palestinians, ma king it difficult for Egypt 
and Saudi Arabia to promote .a moderate PLO. • 

Look for a simultaneity to Phases Two and Three in U.S. 
diplomacy (Kissinger is ur g ing this), although it is more 
likely that Three will follow Two. (Military crises within 
Lebanon may tend to dominate Washington policy making at the 
expense of the Palestinian question.) 'At a .minimum, the 
Admini stration (especially Shultz) will continue to develop its 
ideas on West Bank autonomy -- and leak these ideas, keeping 
pressure on the Begin government . Th e President is also 
likely to appoint a new Special Negbtiator. (All indicators 
point to Max Ka.1npelman.) 

The sum of these actions is designed to act as a signal 
to the Arabs, particularly Egypt, Jordan and Saudi Arabia, 
that the U.S. is seriously commi tted to facing up to resolving 
the Palestinian situation. In turn, the Administration may 

· aecide to present publicly its own interpretati on of the Camp 
David accords to induce Arab participation. 

Ph ase Three. Identifying a solution to the Palestinian 
problem 1s the Administration's hi ghest priority in the Middle 
East. Two compl ementary approaches arc emerging : 

1. Work with Egyp t and Saudi Arabia to cre ate and bring 
forth moderate PLO leaders who will meet U.S. condition s on 
recognizing the St ate of Israel. In return, the U.S. will 
indicate its attitude toward the ultimate fate of the Palestini ans, 
i.e., a homeland. On Sunday, Shultz said the Palestjnians 
"should have a part in determining the conditions undcT which 
they're governed." Kissinger on "Night Line" last week said 
the Palestinians have a "right to determine their own fate." 
(In contrast, the Israeli Cabinet on Sunday issued this 
sentence : "The Government of Israel will initiate actions for 
the establishment of a comprehensive peace in the Middl e East 
in accordance with the Camp David accords.'') Following the 
emergence of this new, moderate PLO leadership, the U.S. will 
explicitly accept the ''self-determination formula; the U.S. 
will also give the Saudis and the Egyptians the credit for 
securing Washington's recognition of the PLO. 

2. Make a concerted push on Palestinian autonomy within 
the Camp David framework. First, "line up the ducks" on the 
Arab side by getting Jordan, ba~ked by Cairo and Riyadh, to 
enter the negotiations. (The U.S. enticement will be a Jordan 
arms sale of significant sophistication F-16s and I-Hawks.) 

3 -



Once there is genuine indication on the -Arab side to negotiate, 
the.U.S. will put forward its own interpretation of autonomy 
plus ideas for an interim agreement. The principles on which 
the U.S. position would be based would be: a territorial 
d6finition of autonomy (tl1is means significant parts of the 
West Bank would have to come under the control of the Self 
Governing Authority and Israel would have to freeze its 
settlement activity); confidence building measures such as 
ending the policies of Professor Menachem ~lilson; and an 
emphasis on the interim nature of the agreement ("autonomy 
as an opportunity, not a conclusion"). 

Dealing with Israel. The West Bank is the focal point; it 
is the\fost Bank where clear divisions exist between the diaspora 

and Israel; the West Bank is a fertile field for a diplomatic 

collision course. Such a collisj_9n could have damaging 
repercussions in the relationship _ for the remainder of this 
century. It is not clear that the Administration intends to 
induce a full-scale confrontation with Israel. Some argue 
that it is urgent to do so in order to roll-back the Israeli 
government ' s plans for annexation. This same group believes 
a confrontation is inevitable ind the best place for it is 
over the West Bank . Others argue that whild a toueher attitude 

toward I s r a e 1 is a ppr op r i ate , a con fr o·n tat ion ( a cut 

.. 

in arms and economic aid; for example) would be counterproductive. 

At this date, it appear~ that the Administratioh will try 
to pressure and push Israel to be more forthcoming . In doing 
so, the U.S. must bring the other side to the negotiating table 

and then place on that table an interpretation of Camp David 
th a t provides for Israel's security concerns (Kissinger at a 
luncheon Tuesd ay t alked about the Allon Plan-), but rej ec ts 
Israeli sovereignty over the West Bank. The ball will then 
be in Jerusalem's court about whether or not to engage in a 
confront ation with Washington. Shultz believes an American . 
interpretation of the Camp David peace accords would be more 
flexible than that of Begin. "More and more the Administration 
is beginning to distinguish between a U.S. commitment to Israel's 

security and the ambitions of Menachem Begin," said a State 
Department official. 

Ahead ;f us, then, is a lengthy period of erosion in the 
U.S.-Israel relationsl1ip, rather than just lurching and rebounding 

from crisis to crisis. As a ~eans for coping with this, the 

♦ • 

American Jewish community.should seek to persuQdc the Administration 

to respect the following four parameters for A1nerican diplomacy in 
the forthcoming period. 

- 4 -
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Parameters for American diplomacy: 

1. Get all -foreign forces out of Lebanon. The Syrians 
and the PLO ·should be removed as the first step and the U.S. 
should support a peace treaty between Israel and Lebanon as a 
means for stabilizing Israel's northern border. 

2. Bring Jordan into the Camp David negotiations don't 
recognize the PLO. 

Recognition of the PLO would be worthless because, 
despite any moderate words that Yasir Arafat might 
utter, the PLO will remain an umbrella organization 
for terrorist groups committed to the destruction of 
Israel. • 

- Recognition of the PLO would .be dangerous because it would 
boost a Soviet ally and proxy at precisely the time 
that the Soviet Union has been discredited in the 
Middle East heartland. 

- Recognition of the PLO would be counterproductive 
because it would raise Arab expectations that the U.S. 
was prepared to secure an independent state for the PLO . 
Since this is both against American interests and will 
be steadfastly opposed by Israel, the U.S. will be 
unable to fulfill the expectations it will have 
generated. The Arabs will therefore be seriously 
disappointed by the United States further down the road. 

- Recognition of the PLO would stop the ne gotiations . 
Israel will hever negoti a te with a group who s e terms 
include Israel's liquidation. Bringing the PLO into 
the negotiations will force Israel out . 

3. Resume the autonomy negotiations and pursue quiet 
diplomacy -- don't come out with an American interpretation of 
Came David because that would dictate the outcome and undermin e 
the negotiations. 

4. Reassure Israel of American support . -- don't punish 
Israel by cutting aid. The U.S. -Israel relationship has come 
through a difficult crisis intact though seriously shaken. The 
U.S., however, has emerged with a major diplomatic triumph and 
the possibility of more to come. Israel's use of force was in 
large measure responsible for America's enhanced position in the 
region. Israel has already paid a high price for this, it should 
not be punished. Any cut in aid will be interpreted as a political 
move to punish Israel. 

- s -



Mr. Tom Dine 
Executive Director 
AIPAC 
444 N. Capital Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

Dear Tom: 

February 25, 1983 

Harvey Fields, one of our Reform rabbis at the Wilshire Blvd. Temple 
in Los Angeles, has some close contacts with the new Senator Hecht, 
Nevada. For all I know you have a number of such contacts anyhow, 
but you might file that away for future reference. 

\Ji th a 11 good wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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"ON -THE PATH TO PEACE" 

by 

Thomas A. Dine 
Executive Director 

American Israel Public Affairs Committee 

to the 

Missouri Political Education Workshop 
st. Louis, Missouri 

October 6, 1985 

Thank you Gene Weissman, for that warm, enthusiastic, and 
generous introduction. This state, but this city in 
particular, has become a citadel of pro-Israel activities and 
so much of this is due to your personality and leadership. You 
are Mr. Political Action here in Missouri and I extend to you 
a special salute. 

For co-chairing this important event, my personal 
appreciation to Yusef Hakimian and Charles Newman. 

Thanks, too, to the st. Louis Jewish Community Relations 
Council, and its president Michael Newmark, for cosponsoring 
this Political Education Workshop with AIPAC. The JCRC and 
AIPAC are partners in trying to acheive the goals of our 
common cause: consistently strong and close relations between 
Washington and Jerusalem. 

As Gene mentioned, today begins my sixth year at the helm 
of AIPAC. What has this "real-world" experience of constant 
exhiliration and exasperation been like? With the death this 
past week of author E.B. White, I was reminded of one of my 
favorite passages from literature. White wrote in Charlotte's 
Web, a book you have probably read to your children as often 
as I have to mine, the following: 

It was the best place to be, thought 
Wilbur, this warm delicious cellar, 
with the garrulous geese, the changing 
seasons, the heat of the sun, the 

·passage of swallows, the nearness of 
rats, the sameness of sheep, the love 
of spiders, the smell of manure, and 
the glory of everything. 



Thank you all for coming here. This all-day session is 
about the "glory of everything" -- about politics, about 
political effectiveness, about organizing and mobilizing a 
domestic base to underline and secure America's relationship 
with Israel and U.S. policy in the Middle East. 

AIPAC is the American pro-Israel community's political 
arm. AIPAC'S objective is to affect the outcome of the policy 
debate. We engage in lobbying on Capitol Hill and within the 
Executive branch to maintain and enhance the U.S.-Israel 
relationship. We work closely with Members of Congress, with 
their staffs, with House and Senate committees, with 
Administration political officials, with career experts in the 
bureaucracies at the National Security Council, State, 
Defense, and Treasury Departments, at the CIA, and other 
agencies of government such as the Office of the U.S. Trade 
Representative. 

I have used the term "we." That is us in Washington and 
that is you here in Missouri -- and, of course, in 49 other 
states. You are part of the whole pro-Israel community. You 
live throughout the state, indeed in each of this state's nine 
Congressional Districts. You are Christian Zionists, Jewish 
Zionists, students, professionals, businessmen and women, 
civic leaders; you partake in the public policy debate with 
friends and neighbors -- and with candidates · for federal 
office. Together we are America's pro-Israel lobby. 

Lobbying is thought of as a phenomena that takes place 
in the hallways of Congress, in state capitals, and city 
councils. That is a strict constructionist viewpoint. My 
perspective is much broader. Lobbying is each citizen, 
engaging another citizen, to hear him or her out on an issue 
-- basically to get someone else to join together with you. 
This includes the textbook definition of influence -- and you 
do it some way, somehow several times a day within · home or 
workplace or in a social context. "A" gets "B" to do what "B" 
had not thought of doing or needed persuading to do. We are 
"A". Office-holders are "B"; other influentials are "B"; your 
co-workers, relatives, and neighbors are "B". 

Members of Congress are also "A". They want to 
influence you to join them, to vote for them, to stay with 
them during issue deliberations and debates, and to vote for 
them again in the next November election. Ralph Hall is now 
engaging his constituents. Former Governor Kit Bond (R) and 
Lt. Governor Harriet Woods (D) are trying to persuade you to 
support one over the other at the polls for the U.S. Senate on 
November 4, 1986. 

Ladies and gentlemen, you are citizen lobbyists on 
behalf of close and consistently strong U.S-Israel relations. 
And remember, that while issues -- our issues -- are finalized 
in Washington, in terms of influencing Congress, the votes of 
Representatives and Senators are won or lost to a great extent 
right here in the grassroots, in each Congressional District, 
and throughout the whole state. 

Politics is an art and a craft. It is not intimidation; 



it is not physical muscle. Henry Adams observed differently. 
"You can't use tact with a Congressman," he wrote in The 
Education of Henry Adams. "A Congressman is a hog. You must 
take a stick and hit him on the snout." Wrong, wrong, wrong! 
Politics is allowing facts to be expressed and opinions to be 
worked out in a consensus-making arena. Consensus and 
compromise, based on empirical evidence, make for a common 
interest. 

Politics is local. It is you and people like you who 
make relationships. Congress listens to AIPAC. Congress 
listens to AIPAC in Washington because Congress knows the 
pro-Israel community locally. Knowing each other is the heart 
of what we do and who we are. 

We want to work with activists from all of Missouri's 
nine Congressional Districts, activists who, to be sure, will 
be involved in next year's Senatorial race and the 1988 
Presidential sweepstakes [including Rep. Richard Gephart's 
(D-Mo.) efforts] and beyond -- but who, most importantly, will 
join together with us now to face our current work. 

We meet at a tense and curious time in U.S.-Israel 
relations. The President of the United States -- our vocal 
friend for so long -- who, just last Wednesday wholeheartedly 
supported Israel for her "legitimate," defensive, retaliatory 
strike on PLO headquarters in Tunis -- but who allowed the 
State Department on Friday night to instruct our U.N. 
Ambassador to abstain in the U.N. Security Council on a 
resolution to condemn Israel for bombing PLO headquarters in 
Tunisia -- is still the same man who, just a week ago Friday, 
informally notified Congress of his intention to propose a 
major arms sale to Jordan. The stage seems to be set, then, 
for a confrontation between the Legislative and Executive 
branches over the direction of our policy in the Middle East. 

. There is a paradox here. For, in reality, U.S.-Israel 
relations are currently in dandy shape, with progress in 
several major areas: 

1. The President has been and is pro-Israel; certainly 
Israel stands very tall in Congress. The relationship is 
linked by a commonality of geopolitical outlook, policies, and 
personalities. The leadership of both governments are in 
constant contact both on the telephone and in regular, 
personal visits. We at AIPAC are always communicating with 
Administrative officials, some at the highest levels. And, of 
course, Members of Congress -- in great numbers -- frequently 
visit Israel. 

2. On August 8 -- just 58 days ago -- President Reagan 
signed into law history's largest aid authorization bill. This 
includes, for FY 1986, $1.8 billion in military assistance, 
$1.2 billion in economic aid, and then the supplemental 
appropriations bill for FY 1985 and FY 1986 containing $1.5 
billion in emergency economic assistance for Israel. Each 
dollar is grant aid. 

3. strategic cooperation between the two defense 



establishments, the high military commands, and foreign 
offices is progressing well. More and more, it is a two-way 
street. According to former Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick's 
testimonies before Congress, over the last three years, Israel 
voted with the United States in the highest percentage of any 
other country in the world, including the governments of 
Canada, England, France, Germany, Italy, and Japan. After 
Spain, Greece~ Turkey, and Oman rejected the U.S. Government's 
request to station a Voice of America transmitter on their 
soil to beam new programs into the Soviet Union, Washington 
went to Jerusalem and Israel accepted. 

Discussions are currently underway between the two 
militaries to pre-position U.S. materiel in Israel. Joint 
exercises in the Eastern Mediterranean by the two navies and 
the Israeli Air Force have taken place, with an emphasis on 
anti-submarine warfare against the Soviet Navy. 

The U.S. has invited all NATO nations, Japan, and Israel 
to participate in the research and development of the 
Pentagon's proposed Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI) or 
"star wars." Israel has said, "Yes." America has yet to hear 
one positive response from anyone among its European · and Asian 
allies. 

4. Another dimension to the U.S.-Israel relationship 
is trade. With the establishment of the Free Trade Area 
agreement, all duties and other trade restrictions between the 
two countries are being eliminated. It is the only time in 
history that the United States has established such a 
relationship with another sovereign nation. Expressing 
pleasure over the Israeli Cabinet approving the FTA accord, 
President · Reagan stated, "The United States has a basic 
commitment to Israel's economic well-being, and we have 
pledged to help Israel fulfill its great potential." 

All of these developments are pertinent and vital; 
u.s.-Israel relations have deepened. But still, we are faced 
with the ominous fact of a proposed arms sale to a nation that 
both neighbors and threatens Israel. And it is an arms sale 
which, to Jordan, is potent in its military promise -- but 
which, to Israel, is potent in its military threat. 

The Administration has indicated that the contents of 
the $1.9 billion weapons package would include: 

- 40 advanced fighters (either F-20s or F-16s) 
- 108 Stinger surface-to-air missles 

12 Improved HAWK surface-to-air missle units. 
- 300 Sidewinder air-to-air missles 
- 32 M-3 Bradley cavalry fighting vehicles. 

This is being billed as a package to augment Jordan's ability 
to defend itself. In point of fact, this war materiel has the 
potential to threaten the very basis of Israel's strategy for 
its own security. 

At the core of this revelation are advanced aircraft. 
The F-16 is known. It has excellent ground capabilities. The 



Israelis used it to go to Baghdad and back in June 1981. The 
F-20 is not known. But its equipment will be so precise that 
an individual aircraft poised on the ground 10 miles away 
would be detected. The F-20 will have advanced radar with a 
"freeze mode," permitting a pilot to turn off the radar, yet 
still keep a radar-generated map on display for navigation to 
its target. This means that the F-20 would not be detected by 
Israeli tracking sensors, as the plane will actually be flying 
with its radar turned off. And the F-20, or Tigershark, has an 
extremely fast reaction time. In less than 60 seconds, from a 
"cold" start this plane can be airborne and can have flown 10 
miles. To put it another way, in less than four minutes, with 
these planes Jordan can be bombing the King David Hotel in 
Jerusalem. In less than seven minutes, Jordan could destroy 
the cafes on Disengoff Street in Tel Aviv. 

If this arms package is passed, Jordan -- for the very 
first time -- with F-16s or F-20s will have a modern fighter 
comparable to the very best Israeli fighter bomber. And the 
stronger we make Jordan, the more likely King Hussein is to 
contribute substantially in a future war. In 1973, when 
Jordan had no air defenses, Egypt and Syria actually told King 
Hussein he could limit Jordan's involvement in the war to 
sending a small, expeditionary ground force to fight on the 
Golan Heights. And still, essentially without Jordan, that 
war effort caused the Israelis to mobilize, for three months, 
a full army of 300,000. That would be comparable, in the 
United States, to calling up an army of 30 million Americans. 

Air superiority is the keystone to Israel's security. 
This so-called "defense" package is actually designed to 
enable Jordan to defeat aircraft and thus it directly 
undermines Israel's security. And Israel is especially 
vulnerable to attacks from Jordan, not simply because of its 
proximity to Israel, but because it shares the longest border 
with Israel. Now this border -- nearly four times the length 
of the Syrian-Israel border could become a full, active 
front in the next war with Israel, straining Israel's defenses 
and its budget to the breaking point. Israel's economy is 
still hemorrhaging from the cost of the 1973 war -- now, 12 
years later. Since October 6, 1973, Israel has been forced to 
drastically increase its military spending, then she was hit 
with the oil price shocks of '73-'74 and '79-'80. Since that 
time, there has been a need for increased borrowing from the 
U.S., creating more and more debt, and the continued printing 
of money. 

As the margin of military superiority erodes, Israel 
really cannot compensate. She simply cannot afford to buy more 
weapons; she cannot afford to call up more men. And you have 
to consider this in conjunction with the fact that Jordan 
itself is the 7th largest arms importer in the world. This 
past month alone, Jordan and Saudi Arabia have purchased arms 
worth between $4.5 and $6 billion from Great Britain. 

The Jordan arms sale before Congress 
contribution to the entire Arab arsenal. 
the context of a striking but lesser known 
have dropped, the Arabs have not stopped 

must be seen as a 
It must be seen in 
fact: as oil prices 
their accelerated 



buying of arms. Out of the top seven arms importers in the 
world-- six are Arab nations and five of these are at war with 
Israel. 

So why is our Administration going ahead with its 
proposal? 

l. It has been said, first, that King Hussein, in his 
speech before the United Nations just a week ago Friday, took 
bold steps in advancing the peace process in the Middle East. 
"The King is moving," editorialized the Washington Post. But I 
ask, on what is he moving? He is moving on a circular 
treadmill. We must face the truth, as the highest ranking 
officials of the State Department have told me privately, that 
the King offered nothing new in his address at the UN. Indeed, 
he spoke on UN Resolution 242 which implies Israel's right to 
exist and which is, I quote: "an acknowledgement of 
sovereignty, territorial integrity, and the political 
independence of every state in the area and their right to 
live in peace within secure and recognized boundaries free 
from threats and acts of force." Let us not forget, however, 
that the King had accepted Resolution 242 in 1967 and then 
conducted a border war from 1967 to 1970 and also sent his 
expeditionary force to the Golan Heights in 1973, signaling 
that he would gladly have contributed more to the Yem Kippur 
War had he had sufficient hardware. So, speaking out on 
Resolution 242 is hardly a bold step in the right direction. 
On October 6, 1973, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Morocco, Saudi 
Arabia, and Egypt all sent their armies over the hill 
despite the fact they had already accepted Resolution 242. 

2. At the UN, the King spoke of "prompt and direct 
negotiations with Israel." The Administration hails this as 
progress. But is it? The phrase loses its meaning when the 
conditions become clear: the King offers the auspices of an 
international conference. We have heard this idea before. In 
1977, Jimmy carter invited the Soviets to a repeat performance 
of the 1973 international conference at Geneva. Anwar Sadat, 
so disturbed by this that he decided to cut through that 
political red tape, then flew to Jerusalem and began direct, 
bilateral peace negotiations between Israel and Egypt. The 
camp David Accords were the eventual result. In 1980, 
candidate Ronald Reagan criticized Carter's invitation to the 
Soviets. He saw that an international conference, especially 
one that included the Sov.iets, Syria, and the PLO, would mean 
that the veto power would belong to the most radical elements, 
leaving an outcome determined by the enemies of Israel. The 
wolves would certainly be in the chicken coop. 

King Hussein's entire formulation for peace 
especially this Hussein plan for an international conference 

is, in fact, an echo of the 1982 Brezhnev plan for the 
Middle East. And this is no coincidence; the concept of the 
international conference originated as a Soviet idea. It 
injects the Soviets into the Middle East debate and gives them 
a vehicle for implementing their ideas. Both the Hussein and 
Brezhnev plans include many of the same participants; most are 
soviet allies, if not Soviet dependents. So, what has changed 
on this score? Nothing. Reagan rejected the Brezhnev plan in 



1982, Reagan should object to the Hussein plan in 1985. An 
international conference is a notion we are all too familiar 
with; we see its implementation and witness its failure every 
day. It is called the UN, a haven for anti-Semitism, 
anti-Zionism, and anti-peace. Look at Friday night's 
resolution -- condemn Israel and ignore the terrorists! What 
we need are direct negotiations between Jordan and Israel 
without intermediaries, without fringe participants. 

3. The Administration speaks of King Hussein's 
political health being in the interest of the United States -
that he must be supported and kept in our camp. I would .agree. 
In the context of the Arab-Israeli conflict, King Hussein 
comes down on the side of the Arabs -- but in the context of 
the East-West struggle, Jordan comes down on the side of the 
West. But are we in danger of losing the King's loyalty if 
this sale does not go through? The King is very much 
interested in a friendship with the United States and we 
need not fear that if he does not get the arms from us he will 
go to the Soviets instead. The King wants American arms 
because they are qualitatively superior to the alternative 
weapons available elsewhere -- and because he can get United 
States taxpayers to foot the bill. Furthermore, the 
Jordanians recognize that the Soviet Union will always value 
Syria more than Jordan. In the event of any conflict between 
the two -- Hussein knows that the Soviets will inevitably back 
Syria. As long as the King remains an American client, not 
only will the U.S. support him against the Syrians -- but he 
knows that Israel will be inclined to come to his assistance 
in the event of a Syrian attack, as she did in 1970. But the 
question is: will such an arms package truly maintain 
Hussein's political health? What are his needs? The King's 
regime does not need increased defense capabilities the 
King's real need is for anti-terrorist capabilities. The 
King's foremost concern is not a rumbling attack from an 
advancing army, but the destabilizing effect of constant, 
quiet murders of his diplomats and his key advisors as 
directed by Syria's President Assad. And, as our own State 
Department has noted, "Modern aircraft and air-defense missles 
do not stop infiltrators and terrorists." An F-16 has little 
bearing on a car bombing. 

4. An additional point is that these new weapons do 
not even provide Jordan with the kinds of capabilities it 
requires to fight a conventional war with Syria. The state 
Department claims that this package is almost exclusively to 
protect against Syrian aircraft, but it does nothing to 
protect Jordan from Syria's ground-based air defenses, the 
most formidable in the Middle East. When our new planes, with 
Jordanian flags painted on them, fly high to cross the Syrian 
border, they will have no backup to protect them against the 
unique Syrian array of surface-to-air missles and aircraft 
guns. In regard to its conflict with Syria, we are selling 
Jordan a gun without the bullets. 

5. Finally, we have heard the contention that the arms 
sale is vital in order to advance the peace process. I submit 
to you this action will derail the peace process. Accelerating 
the military tensions between Israel and Jordan and eroding 



Israel's margin of security intensifies Israel's need for the 
strategic depth of the West Bank land, thereby significantly 
reducing Israel's flexibility when it comes down to 
negotiating on this territoral compromise. This would further 
complicate the King's position -- for with decreased Israeli 
willingness to discuss the return of any part of the West 
Bank, Hussein becomes less able to deliver on the land he 
wants. This would be an unsustainable blow to his prestige. 
The fact, then, is: This arms sale does not accelerate the 
peace process, but rather it intensifies the peace problem. 
As Hirsh Goodman, the prominent defense correspondent for the 
Jerusalem Post and an avowed dove, writes, "The U.S. must 
recognize that weapons supplied independent of any movement 
towards peace are essentially the means of war." 

Peace in the Middle East -- in that President Reagan and 
the pro-Israel community unquesti~nably agree. We also agree 
that King Hussein, a relative moderate, must be encouraged and 
helped. We both see that the King is ill with terrorism as 
his primary ailment. But there our paths diverge. Treating 
him with planes is the wrong remedy at the wrong time. He 
needs anti-terrorist medicine now -- and he needs to pass the 
litmus test of direct negotiations with Israel. No talks, no 
HAWKS; no peace, no planes. Rewarding the King before he comes 
to the negotiating table effectively reduces his incentive to 
come. So, selling arms to him now is a misguided, 
misconceived policy. It is a disincentive for Jordan. It is 
against American interests in the Middle East. It runs counter 
to peace and it runs counter to the interests of our trusted 
ally, Israel. 

There have been, and probably will be, tactical 
differences between the governments of the United States and 
Israel -- differences that can perplex and frustrate American 
presidents. But never should the fact be neglected that 
Israel must be appreciated -- for her unfailing support for 
America, for the western values she espouses, and for her 
deterrence to the expansion of Soviet influence. But it does 
not matter, right now, if Israel and America have befriended 
each other out of cultural and political necessity. It does 
not matter that Israel, unsolicited, has assumed the role of 
guardian of our interests in the region. All that matters is 
reality. And today's reality calls not just for more 
responsible American support for Israel, but a more cogent 
policy in the Middle East. And a more cogent policy that 
leads to direct negotiations between Israel and Jordan is 
vital for a forceful and successful foreign policy. 

Americans have an odd love affair with foreign policy 
and our own interests in the Middle East. We like to succeed 
in our efforts abroad, but we don't often take on the 
challenge to win. Meanwhile, the Soviet Union -- which is 
founded on a political credo questioned by its own populace 
and which has an economic system that is intrinsically flawed 
-- seeks, with a vengeance, to succeed in each of its forays 
in geopolitics. success in foreign policy is the real source 
of prestige for the Soviets and thus is the only manner to 
legitimize the Soviet regime. Americans, however, live in a 
system founded on a set of universal beliefs. And beliefs 



which have worked. We have created a way of life -- both 
political and economical -- to which we are passionately 
devoted. And because we live in a society in which people are 
generally happy at home, we often neglect the importance of 
our interests abroad. And this is our challenge here in the 
grassroots: to convey a message of unparalleled importance -
that American interests are at stake, every day, in the Middle 
East -- and that this arms sale directly jeopardizes those 
interests. 

As· Americans, we have an obligation to exercise the 
democratic system -- to work in the grassroots, educating and 
activating the people of our society. As Jews, and 
Christians, we have a need to pursue this action and to 
support vigorously the interests we hold dear. We must never 
forget what William Safire wrote during the intense battle in 
Congress over the 1981 sale of AWACs planes to Saudi Arabia: 

If one day, American planes and American 
missles are used to rain destruction on 
the people of Israel, Americans and 
surviving Israelis will be asking with 
great bitterness: whose acquiescence 
made it possible? Who failed to fight 
it with voice and vote? Whose misplaced 
trust led to tragedy? 

In Washington, and here in the grassroots, this arms 
sale is not a political pillow fight. Beneath all of the 
rhetoric and Senate resolutions, great interests are at stake. 

In all of this, you play a key role. By your 
involvement, you help make a democracy work. By being the 
"involved," you make a difference. In this vein, the college 
students, such as those who are present, represent a new 
generation of leaders who, through the likes of this workshop, 
will learn the tools for being active, and thus, successful 
members of this democracy. 

We must fight for our interests in society because no 
on~ else will do it for us. We must fight for Israel because 
there is constant opposition, such as the efforts of pro-Arab 
groups in this country. Indeed, just look at the avalanche of 
criticism which crashed down on us after Israel's surgical 
strike against terrorists living in Tunisia. 

Who will counter these people? We will. 

Who will bring the fight for Israel's security and 
survival to the American people? We will. 

Who will believe in Israel when others lose faith in 
her? We will. We must. 

I became political because I studied history. I read 
about great events and came to appreciate historical forces. 
But the first crucial point for me was when I saw there were 
individuals who realized that these events and forces could be 
influenced by ideas. These people affected a result. They 
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became part of progress because they understood the value of 
participating in the political process. These people were the 
change agents. As such, they contributed to society in their 
time. And here, in our time, this meeting provides the basis 
for our work, our contribution. And this is the second point 
-- that ideas without actions are just wishes. We are here to 
ensure that our ideas become realities. The ideas that Israel 
has an importance for America and that Israel just must exist. 

Lobbying on behalf of consistently strong and close 
U.S.-Israel relations is one key way for us to contribute to 
our society and to bring about positive change. It is an act 
which is important to us because we are in a democracy. It is 
a cause which is important to us because we are Jews, because 
we are Christians, because we favor Zion. 

Jews in most societies, no matter how hard they have 
tried, have not had this chance. Whether they endured over one 
hundred years of pogroms in Eastern Europe, whether they 
fought against Nazi tyranny through the Warsaw Ghetto 
Uprising, or whether they are isolated in Siberia today 
because they have spoken out against Soviet injustice, they 
fight to have the right which we already possess and which we 
often take for granted. 

Let us honor those without rights -- Jews and non-Jews 
by accepting this challenge here and now. Today, let us 

recommit ourselves to the cause of our own survival -- to the 
cause of Israel. And let us always remember how rare a thing 
it is to be believers in Zion, to be political, and to be 
free. 
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I MEMORANDUM I 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler Date 

Rabbi David Saperstein 

VIA FAX 

I propose to send the enclosed letter to Henry. 

I want your comments before I do so, please do call or 
fax your reaction/ 

8/24/89 

I based my comments on the substance of your call from the 
RAC after you meeting meeting with Metzenbaum/ 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 FIFTH AVENUE, NEWYORK, N.Y. 10021 (212)249-0100 
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UN ION OF AM ERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS 
PRESlllENl 8J8 FIF-TH AVl:NUE NEW YORK, N Y 1002 1 (2121 249 0100 

TELECOPlER COV ER LETTER 

PLEASE 

NAME : 

LOC ATI ON: 
I 

FAX NUM BE R: dtJ'~- .s_o ycrrz 
7 

TOTAL NUM BER OF PACES : 3 INCLUDING THIS COVER LETTER. -------

OUR FAX NUMBER IS ( 2 1 2 ) 570-0895 
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OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR September 6, 1989 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10021 

Dear Alex: 

I have your letter of August 30th, referring to a JTA 
item quoting Steve Silbiger on the subject of our 
relations with AIPAC. 

I find his comments as offensive as you do. What he 
said does not represent the views of the American 
jewish Congress. The relationship that you describe 
between the UAHC and AIPAC is precisely how we perceive 
01-1.r r elati0n5"hi p l,rj_t.h AIPA.C . 

Steve Silbiger has left our employ as Washington 
representative of the American Jewish Congress as of 
August 31st. I therefore have no way of disciplining 
him for his egregiously offensive remarks, other than 
issuing a public statement on the subject. Given the 
fact that he is no longer with us, I am not certain 
that issuing a public statement, calling further 
attention to his remarks, will be particularly helpful. 
However, if you and Tom Dine think otherwise, I will 
reconsider the matter. 



- 2 -

There is a point in your letter that requires 
clarification. Of course, there is no "rump group" 
whose purpose it is "to clean up the mess when AIPAC 
screws up." For your information, however, AOL, 
Committee, AJCongress, and NJCRAC have in fact met on a 
number of occasions with AIPAC to discuss AIPAC actions 
that we have found troubling - specifically, actions 
that run counter to the consensus of the organized 
Jewish community. The UAHC is not part of that group. 
These agencies have agreed to meet regularly to insure 
that our point of view is heard by AIPAC when 
significant new questions of policy arise. And on 
those rare occasions when AIPAC goes its own way, we 
reserve the right to state our views publicly. 

None of this, of course, in any way excuses the 
destructive and foolish remarks b St~ve Silbiger, his 
parting "present" to AJCongress, which we find 
embarrassing, and deeply regret / 

. in, ely, 

HS:ilb n 

cc: Tom Dine, AIPAC 
Abe Foxman, AOL ~ 
Ira Silverman , AJCom:mittee 
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August 30, 1989 
29 Av 5749 

Henry Siegman, Dir ec tor 
American Jewish Congress 
15 East 84th Street 
New York, NY 10028 

Dear Henry: 

On my return from vacation, I came across an item in the 
Au g ust 15 issue o f the JTA Bulletin which quotes a member 
of your staff extensively . Perhaps you have not seen a 
copy of it, so I am attachi ng one herewith. 

Ne e dl ess to say, I am chagri n e d. 
to speak for hims elf and fo r the 
But he has n ot the ri ght to draw 
such a misleading and unsavory a 

Silberger has every right 
American Jewish Congress. 
the UAHC into his net in 
manner. 

Yes, on occasion we consul t with you, issue joint statements 
and engage in joint advocacy . (We do so, of course, with many 
Jewish organizations). But I am offended by the implication 
that we do so in an effor t to b e a "corr ect in g mechanism for 
AIPAC's excesses" assuming the task of " c leaning up the mess 
wh e n AIPAC screws up." 

The implication that the UAHC is part of some rump group with 
the ADL, th e Committee an d the Con gre ss which is engaged in 
such activity is even more distressing. 

We are supporters of AIPAC in almost everything it undertakes 
to do. When we take i ss ue with them, we try. whenever hu
manly possible, to wor k quietly with them in fashioning a com
promise and only on th e rarest of occasions publicly express a 
different v iew . 

Your repres en t ative 's phrase " g oin g head-to-head with AIPAC" 
connot es a childish and destructive ima ge of Jewish inter
agency rel a tions that is not only inaccur a te but downri gh t 
harmful. In fac t. on those few o cc asions when we have dif
fer ed with AIPAC , we h ave tried ~ur very be st to co ord i nat e 



Henry Siegman 
August 30, 1989 
Page -2-

with them to ensure that they understand fully the nature of 

the steps we are taking a nd to explore ways to minimize the 

ne gati ve impact of those differences. 

Furthermore, we keep our differences focused on the issues 

and do not engage in the kind of ad hominen attacks on the 

o r ga ni za tion whlch marked this article . Such statements can 

only se rv e the interests , a lbeit unintentionally, of those wh o 

oppose Israel' s well- b eing. 

I hop e , Henry, that Silberger 's statements do not represent th e 

American Jewi s h Congress, a ny more than they do us. But now you 

know how d eeply offended the UAHC is by them. Please find a wa y 

of publicly correcting Silbe rger's misrepresentations. 

Encl. 
cc : Tom Dine, AIPAC 

Abe Fo x ma n, ADL 

Alexander M. Schindler 

Ira Silverman, AJCommittee 
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FOUR ISRAELI TAX COLLECTORS BURNED 
AS CAR IS FIREBOMBED IN RAMALLAH 
By Gil Sedan 

JERUSALEM, Aug. 14 (JTA) -- Four Israeli 
tax collectors were burned, two of them severely, 
when gas bombs set their car afire in the West 
Bank town of Ramallah on Monday morning. 

All of the victims were hospitalized, with 
two of them, reported in critical condition, un
dergoing surgery at Hadassah University Hospital 
on Mount Scopus. 

Security forces arrested 40 suspects and 
imposed curfews at the scene of the incident and 
at the nearby Kaduri refugee camp. 

The Israeli authorities said it was not cer
tain whether the victims were attacked because of 
their occupation. 

"It is possible that it was aimed at an 
Israeli vehicle and just happened to hit the 
collectors," said Gaby Offir, commander of the 
Israel Defense Force in the West Bank. 

Tax collectors are among the most hated 
symbols of Israeli authority in the administered 
territories and have been one of the main targets 
of the intifada since its beginning 20 months ago. 

Palestinians are regularly exhorted by the 
leadership of the uprising not to pay their taxes. 
The authorities are equally determined to collect 
revenues in order to assert their control in the 
territories and to cover the expenses of the civil 
administration. 

The four collectors were on their wa y to the 
local tax office for a day's work when three gas 
bombs were hurled at their car near the eastern 
entrance to Ramallah , only yards from the Jerusa
lem-Nablus main highway. 

Two of the bombs burst in the street. One 
smashed the windshield, enveloping the car in 
flames. 

Inhalation Of Fumes 
Two of the passengers trapped in the front 

seat, Gideon Zaken, 34, and Reuven Noam, 22, 
were burned on 40 percent to 60 percent of their 
bodies and suffered from inhalation of fumes. 

In the back seat, 20-year-old Sigalit Maimoni 
of Hadera and 32-year-old Itzik Cohen of Jerusa
lem suffered only minor burns. An Arab bystander 
who witnessed the attack helped put out the fire 
with a hand-held extinguisher. 

Maimoni described the attack from her 
hospital bed. 

"All I saw that moment was just flames and 
fumes. I opened the (car) door. My hair and my 
clothes were on fire. But I didn't pay any atten
tion. I tried to · rescue the two who sat in the 
front," she said. Apparently, their door could not 
be opened from the outside. 

"When my friend who sat next to me told 
me, 'Sigi, you are on fire,' I put the fire out. I 
rolled on the sand and put out the fire while 
they succeeded to get out of the car." 

A preliminary investigation established that 
two persons threw the bombs. "We are bound to 
find the attackers and punish them," said Offir. 

Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir denounced the 
"brutal attack,'' which he said was the "continu
ation of a war waged against people without any 
purpose. 

"The people responsible must know they will 
be caught, punished, will suffer and will cause 
suffering to their brethren," Shamir said. 

The attack capped several weeks of continu
ous unrest in the city marked by almost daily 
stone-throwing at Israeli sold iers. 

Paradoxically, the bombing occurred only a 
day after senior military officers briefing the 
Cabinet said the intifada was losing steam. 

U.S. WILL NOT SHUT OUT PLO, 
DESPITE 'DEROGATORY RHETORIC' 
By Howard Rosenberg 

WASHINGTON, Aug. 14 (JTA) -- Despite a 
U.S. rebuke of the political program adopted last 
week by the main branch of the Palestine Libera
tion Organization, the State Department said 
Monday it would not termina te its 8-month-old 
dialogue with the group. 

Following a meeting Monday in Tunisia 
between U.S. and PLO representati ves, State 
Department deputy spokesman Richard Boucher 
said that PLO reaffirmation of its commitment to 
take practical steps toward peace was "a very 
principal focus of the dialogue,'' but he added, 
"We didn't say if they don't (reaffirm the com
mitment) we will stop" the d ia logue. 

At a meeting last week, also in Tunisia, Al 
Fatah, the main PLO branch, approved a program 
that advocates "intensifying and escalating armed 
action and all forms of struggle to eliminate the 
Zionist Israeli occupation." 

The State Depa r tment last week said the 
program contains "derogatory rhetoric" and raises 
questions about Fatah's commitment to peace. 

A major U.S. topic at Monda ys' meeting -
the fourth formal U.S.-PLO meeting in Tunisia -
was urging the PLO to support a dialogue between 
Israel and Palestinians. 

"We continue to believe that through an 
Israeli-Palestinian d ialogue, progress can be 
achieved in moving the process forward to elec
tions and to peace negotiations," said Boucher. 

The U ni ted States is seeking a "positive 
Palestinian response to the Israeli election idea,'' 
he added. 

The Israeli plan, which would have Pales
tinians in the territories vote to elect leaders to 
negotiate autonomy measures, has been criticized 
by Arab countries and the PLO for not automati
cally providing for the creation of a Palestinian 
state. 

For the past few months, the United States 
has been pressing the PLO to support the elec
tions idea and to allow moderate Palestinians to 
talk to Israel. 

Boucher would not describe the PLO re
sponse to any issues raised by Robert Pelletrea u, 
the U.S. ambassador to Tunisia and the sole U.S. 
diplomat allowed to talk to the group. 

Pelletreau said after the meeting that the 
talks were "serious and probing." He said the 
next "milestone," but not the last in the search 
for a Middle East peace, is Palestinian elections 
in the territories. 

Yasir Abed Rabbo, a member of the PLO's 
executive committee, led the PLO delegation to 
the meeting, which was held at the request of the 
United States. 



JTd ;i..UGUST 15, 1989 -2- DAILY NEWS BULLETIN 

IDF DETAINS TRUCK-BOMBER'S HELPER; 
SLA BEGINS NEW SECURITY REGULATIONS 
B y Hugh Orgel 

TEL A VIV, Aug. 14 (JT A) -- The Israeli
backed South Lebanon Army has tightened securi
ty regulations in the southern Lebanon security 
zone following the suicide truck-bomb attack on 
a n Israel Defense Force-SLA convoy last Wednes
da y. 

The SLA, which polices the zone jointly with 
the IDF, is enforcing a rule that requires at least 
two persons to be in a vehicle at any time, 
whether moving or standing. 

The premise is that two people are less 
likely to launch a suicide attack. Failure to 
comply with the regulation could lead to confisca
tion of the vehicle. 

One SLA and fi ve IDF soldiers were injured 
in the Aug. 9 incident. The suicide bomber was 
identified as Sheikh Assad Biro, a member of the 
extremist Hezbollah, or Party of God. 

The IDF disclosed that a 29-year-old resi
dent of Markabeh village in the security zone was 
detained shortly after the truck-bomb attack on 
suspicion of having helped Biro. 

According to an IDF spokesman, the suspect, 
who was not identified, lived in Beirut when he 
was recruited by Hezbollah. 

He was then sent back to the security zone 
to recruit other young people to join the extrem
ist, pro-Iranian Shiite organization, the spokesman 
said. 

T he purpose was to establish cells inside the 
security zone to attack IDF and SLA targets. 

T he suspect recruited, among others, his 
fri end Biro, who is a friend of Sheikh Abdel 
K arim Obeid , the Hezbolla h leader abducted by 
Israeli commandos on Jul y 28 from his home in 
southern Lebanon. 

According to the IDF, Biro drove into the 
secur ity zone in a General Motors red pickup 
truck al ready laden with explosives. 

Biro stayed at the house of the suspect, who 
allegedl y guided Biro to the best spot from which 
to attack the convoy and left him shortly before 
the convoy approached. 

The ne w security regulations announced by 
the SLA on Sunday include the issuance of license 
plates and dri vers' licenses. 

Neither has been in force for years because 
of th e chaotic situation in Lebanon. Residents of 
the security zone are complaining that they are 
be ing forced to comply with a rule that doesn't 
ap pl y elsewhere in the country. 

Some say it is a prelude to incorporation of 
the security zone into Israel. 

ISRAEL MULLS PUNISHING REPORTER 
FOR ERRONEOUS STORY ON CAPTIVES 
By Hugh Orgel 

TEL A VIV, Aug. 14 (JTA) -- Israeli authori
ties are considering penalties against a correspon
dent of the Sunday Times of London for filing a 
story which claimed that two Israeli soldiers held 
hostage by Hezbollah in Lebanon are long dead, 
Ha 'aretz reported Monday. 

The story, widely quoted here and abroad, 
was not submitted to the military censor. 

Davar on Monday quoted a reliable diplomat
ic source in Washington as saying that Israel has 
info rmation indicating that the soldiers held by 
Hezbollah were alive several months ago. 

Contrary to the Sunday Times story, the IDF 

never informed the families that the men died in 
captivity, Davar said. 

The Sunday Times story claimed that the 
kidnapped Hezbollah chief, Sheikh Abdul Karim 
Obeid, told his Israeli interrogators that the 
soldiers, Yossi Fink and Rahamim Alsheikh, died 
of wounds shortly after they were ambushed and 
kidnapped in southern Lebanon three years ago. 

Israel declined to comment but an IDF 
spokesman suggested that Hezbollah was engaged 
in a disinformation campaign. 

Senior IDF officers apparently alerted the 
soldiers' families Saturday that the story would 
appear in the London newspaper the next day. 

The families reportedly were told that the 
IDF considers the soldiers to be alive until in
formed otherwise by a credible source, such as 
the Red Cross. 

The Times correspondent who may face 
charges for censorship violation is not the London 
weekly's regular correspondent in Israel but only 
visits Israel on special assignments. 

ISRAELI FOUNDATION IN W. GERMANY 
CHARGED WITH LAUNDERING MONEY 
By Duid Kantor 

BONN, Aug. 14 (JT A) -- An Israeli founda
tion, the Keren Fritz Naphtali, has been exposed 
as part of a money-laundering operation used to 
illegally finance political activities of the opposi
tion Social Democratic Party. 

Although it has been under investigation for 
two years, the federal prosecutor appears to have 
finally substantiated and documented charges 
against the institution, which is close to Israel's 
Labor Party. 

But there are no plans to charge Israeli 
employees at the Naphtali foundation or seek 
their extradition, a prosecution spokesman said 
Monday. 

According to investigators, the West German 
foundation Friedrich Ebert Stiftung, which is 
close to the SPD, transferred large sums of money 
to the Naphtali foundation for alleged educational 
activities. 

Part of those funds were used to promote 
education programs. But part was transferred to a 
Zurich bank account for laundering, the prosecu
tion contends, before being sent back to West 
Germany to help finance SPD campaigns and 
facilities. 

Foundations like the Ebert Stiftung receive 
both taxpayers' money and donations for cultural 
and other activities at home and abroad. 

But it is illegal to use those monies to 
finance political activities. 

The magazine Der Spiegel reported Monday 
that the prosecution traced a secret SPD office to 
which the Naphtali foundation funneled money by 
way of the Zurich account. 

The off ice, called "Institution for Interna
tional Contacts," was run by a high-ranking 
official of the Ebert Stiftung foundation. 

The prosecution has begun proceedings 
against two former Ebert Stiftung managers, 
Guenter Grundwald and Walter Hesselbach. Hes
selbach, a banker, is one of Israel's most devoted 
friends in SPD circles. 

The two will be charged with complicity to 
evade taxes. 

It is assumed here that the money, laundered 
by the Naphtali foundation, came from private 
donors and was processed by the Ebert foundation 
to make it tax-deductible. 
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SAN DIEGO NEWSPAPER FIREBOMBED; 
SECOND A TT ACK IN FOUR MONTHS 
By Allison Kaplan 

NEW YORK, Aug. 14 (JTA) -- A San Diego 
Jewish newspaper is struggling to carry on busi
ness as usual in the face of two recent firebomb 
a ttacks, both of which occurred on Jewish holi
days. 

The latest attack took place Thursday, Tisha 
B' Av, at the off ices of the San Diego Jewish 
Times in the suburb of El Cajon. 

The bombing appears to have been· a repeat 
attack. The Times was also firebombed April 22, 
the third day of Passover. 

In both cases, damage to the building was 
minimal. The bombs were deflected by the bars on 
the windows of the off ices and exploded outside, 
mainly scorching the exterior. 

Morris Casuto, director of the San Diego 
office of the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai 
B'rith, said it was possible that the attackers 
specifically chose Jewish holidays for their at
tacks in an effort to intimidate the Jewish com
munity. 

Before the first bombing, the newspaper 
received threatening phone calls saying "the bars 
(on the windows) won't stop the bombs" and that 
"Jewish newspapers don't belong in El Cajon." 

After Thursday's bombing, according to 
Times editor Carol Rosenberg, the newspaper also 
received two hate calls. 

The first time, the caller said, "Sorry about 
what happened but we warned you," apparently 
referring to last April's attack. The employee 
receiving the call hung up on the caller, and 
immediately received another call. 

This time, the caller said, "How dare you 
hang up on me. Heil Hitler." 

Police believe the two incidents, both of 
which occurred in the early morning hours, are 
linked. 

Similar Methods 
"The method of the attack is similar, which 

leads us to believe it's the same suspect or 
suspects," said Lt. Bob Lein, investigations com
mander for the El Cajon police department. 

There are several neo-Nazi and Skinhead 
groups in the San Diego area, most notably Tom 
Metzger's White Aryan Nations group. In an 
interview with a San Diego newspaper, Metzger 
denied having any connection with the first 
attack on the Times, saying that the newspaper 
was "small potatoes." 

Lein said, however, that "we are not ruling 
anybody out" in the police investigation. 

The newspaper's offices had been the targets 
of anti-Semitic attacks even before the bombings, 
with windows broken and swastikas scrawled on 
the walls. 

The Times is an independent weekly news
paper which has been published by Rosenberg's 
husband Garry for the past 10 years. 

A $2,500 reward for information leading to 
those who bombed the off ices in April had been 
offered. Since Thursday's bombing, the reward has 
been increased to $10,000. 

The money is being offered by the news
paper, the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith 
and the local Crimestoppers organization. 
Rosenberg said that the attackers had failed to 
intimidate any members of her staff, and that 
personally, she was more saddened by the attacks 
than afraid. 

ANOTHER FRIEND FROM CONGRESS 
DIES IN MISSISSIPPI PLANE CRASH 
By Howard Rosenberg 

WASHINGTON, Aug. 14 (JTA) -- U.S. Rep. 
Larkin Smith, a Mississippi Republican who was 
killed in a plane crash Sunday, was "a rising 
star" among Israel's supporters in Congress, a 
pro-Israel lobbyist said Monday. 

News of the death of Smith came a day 
after pro-Israel forces learned they had lost a 
longtime friend in the House of Represen ta ti ves. 

Rep. Mickey Leland died in a plane crash 
last Monday in Ethiopia. Leland, a Democrat from 
Houston, was a former chairman of the Congres
sional Black Caucus and one of the caucus' staun
chest supporters of Israel. 

Leland supported every House vote to reject 
arms sales to Arab countries. He also had a 
strong record on aid to Israel. 

"Mickey always wanted Washington's rela
tionship with Jerusalem to be close and strong," 
said Thomas Dine, executive director of the 
American Israel Public Affairs Committee in a 
statement released Monday. 

AIPAC sources also had praise for Smith-
who was elected to the seat formerly held by now 
Sen. Trent Lott (R-Miss.) -- as someone who 
voted consistently in favor of aid, including the 
1990 fiscal year foreign aid bill which contains $3 
billion in all-grant aid to Israel. 

AIPAC lobbyists are often impressed when 
lawmakers with few Jews in their districts support 
the foreign aid bills, which have a small domestic 
constituency of support. 

They are even more impressed when a con
servative Republican like Smith does so, since 
conservatives a re more apt to oppose bills using 
taxpayer money to help foreigners when the 
money could stay in the United States. 

Smith also co-initiated a letter to President 
Bush two weeks ago urging him not to blame 
Israel for Hezbollah's murder of Lt. Col. William 
Higgins. The letter was signed by 59 House mem
bers, 57 of whom are Republicans. 

Not Improper Action 
" Contrary to some of the signals being sent 

f rom Washington , the murder of Lt. Col. William 
Higgins was not the result of improper action by 
Israel," the letter stated. 

Other Jewish groups Monday had praise for 
Leland's activities on behalf of Ethiopian Jews 
and Israel. 

Rabbi David Saperstein, director of Reform 
Jewry's Religious Action Center, said Ethiopia's 
leader, Lt. Col. Mengistu Haile Mariam, trusted 
Leland more than he did any other U.S. citizen. 
He predicted that it will take years to fill that 
void of trust. 

Leland was involved in the Reform move
ment's "Project Reap," which provided famine and 
medical relief at refugee camps in Ethiopia. 

Saperstein, who met with Leland last Friday, 
a day before Leland left for Ethiopia, said Leland 
was to pass through Gondar and talk to Ethiopian 
authorities about the immunization program. 

Leland last month wrote a fund-raising letter 
for Saperstein's group to raise funds for the 
medical relief efforts. 

Saperstein also said a void now exists in the 
Black Caucus in support for Israel. Though he 
said Leland's surviving colleagues are "deeply 
committed" to Israel, "none of them has been as 
visible or as far out front as Leland has." 
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TOUTED AS ALTERNATIVE TO AIPAC, 
NEW LOBBY IS VIEWED SKEPTICALLY 
By And rew Silow Carroll 

NEW YORK, Aug. 14 (JT A) -- Organizations 
and indi viduals on the Jewish left have never 
been sh y about criticizing the American Israel 
Publ ic Affairs Committee, the large and powerful 
lobbying force in Washington. 

Its Jewish critics have accused AIPAC of 
being too closely aligned with conservatives in 
this country and unwilling to challenge the po
licies of a right-wing Israeli government. 

But these same critics are skeptical of a 
newly formed group, the Jewish Peace Lobby, that 
is promoting itself as an alternative Jewish lobby. 

Whether it is the purported pro-Palestine 
Li beration Organization philosophy of the new 
group or its assumption of turf already staked out 
by their own groups, leftists and other critics of 
AIPAC say the new group doesn't deserve the 
kind of attention it has received in recent weeks. 

The Jewish Peace Lobby is headed by Jerome 
Segal, a research scholar at the Institute for 
Philosophy and Public Policy at the University of 
Maryland. The new lobby supports an independent, 
but demilitarized, Palestinian state. 

Segal cla ims the group's supporters include 
125 rabbis and "several dozen prominent American 
Jews," as well as coordinators in 50 congressional 
distri cts in 22 states. 

Among those listed as endorsing the group 
are Robert Friedman, graduate dean of the Balti
more Hebrew University; sociologist Nathan Glazer 
of Harvard University; New York rabbis Balfour 
Brickner and Marshall Meyer; actor Edward Asner; 
and wri ters Anne Roiphe, Grace Paley and Gloria 
Steinem. 

Not In Conflict 
Toby Dershowitz, a spokeswoman for AIPAC, 

sa id her group has not commented on the Peace 
Lobby specifically. However, "AIPAC does not 
seek to quash any voices or any opinions," she 
said . 

Segal said that on some key issues, the 
Je wish Peace Lobby is not in conflict with AIPAC 
-- specifically, it supports a "substantial flow of 
U.S. support for Israel" and opposes the sale of 
sophisticated weaponry to Arab states. 

Where the y differ, he said in a telephone 
interv iew, is in their views on the peace process. 

Segal is already taking credit for a piece of 
congressional legislation, calling it the Peace 
Lobby's first "victory." 

Last month, the House and Senate passed 
legislation praising Israel for reopening West Bank 
schools it had closed for security reasons and 
urged both sides not to use the schools for 
political purposes. 

"This is the first time that the Congress 
had ' addressed the intifada and the Israeli ap
proach to it," said Segal. 

But many groups that have taken on AIPAC, 
think Segal's claims are exaggerated. 

They point out that while Segal hopes to 

! operate his lobby on a $500,000 annual budget, his 
current holdings are far less. AIPAC, by com

, parison, has an $8 million annual budget and 
1 50,000 members. 
'.~ wish Peace Lobby is a joke," said 

Steven Silberger, Washington representative of the 
American Jewish Congress. "Jerome Segal is the 

1 PLO's man in Washington from the Jewish com-
\1 mu nity. He's attached himself to the Arab lobby, 

which pound for pound is the weakest lobby in 
town." 

According to Silberger, a of major 
American Jewish or an1za 10 a ady act as a 
counter to~ k - . AJCongress, the 010n of 
America n- ·e ·rew-€ong-r-eg-a-t-i,g.ns, the Anti-Defama
tion '---i:--e11-g11e o -i3 .. na1 'rith and the American 
Jewish Committee. 

While not registered as lobbies, these groups 
can devote a portion of their resources to lobby
ing activity. 

"We are a correcting mechani m to AIPAC's 
exces ,es. ~w en important 
tlnrr ihere be Jew1s mstt can c ean 
up the mess," said Silberger. 

omg head to head against AIPAC, AJCon
gress and the~ 7\"ffC o obted strongly, a d suc-
cessf-u-1-l-y-;-a: ga 1 rn- re-cen He ms amencfiiien f, 
wfi1ch woul ave pu strict and almost insur-
mountable restrictions on t e O.s-::-PrOo 1a loguC:---

Looking For Strategies 
In addition, there are other, smaller organi

zations on the left which "are looking for strate
gies which can help senators and congressmen 
create a critical position vis-a-vis the Israeli 
government's policies and still be supportive of 
Israel," said Gary Brenner, representative of the 
North American off ice of Mapam, the leftist 
Israeli party. 

Friends of Peace Now, Project Nishma and 
Brenner's group are not lobbies, but "educational" 
organizations that position themselves further to 
the left of mainstream groups like AJCongress. 

But these and other smaller groups have 
their own problems with Segal. 

One activist said Segal lacked "credentials" 
in the Jewish world, and more than one criticized 
Segal for coming initially to the Middle East 
debate not as a supporter of Israel but as a 
proponent of the PLO. 

Segal has worked closely with Palestinians, 
having met PLO leader Yasir Arafat as a member 
of a delegation of American Jews who traveled to 
Tunis in June 1987. 

Segal's writings have appeared frequently in 
the Arabic press and include what many, including 
Segal, regard as a document that led the PLO to 
issue its declaration of Palestinian statehood. 

Regards Himself A Zionist 
But Segal said that he regards himself as a 

Zionist. "I believe that the Jewish people have a 
right to a state in the Middle East. I never 
equivocate on that. Now, what I've argued for a 
long time is that Israel's security as well as 
Jewish values can best be preserved by going 
back to the common sense of a two-state solu
tion." 

And while his brochure for the Jewish Peace 
Lobby does not list any specific criticism of the 
PLO, Segal said he has called on the PLO leader
ship to renounce terrorism, disband the PLO and 
"take their covenant with them." 

It remains to be seen whether Segal can 
become a force in Washington. In the meantime, 
few of the best-known names on the Jewish left 
are rushing to join his lobby. 

According to Leonard Fein, former editor of 
Moment magazine and a noted activist, "No single 
party in this incredibly complex situation has a 
monopoly on wisdom, and I'd not like to see a 
situation in which the debate that does go on is 
the exclusive domain of AIP AC on the one hand 
and peripheral actors on the other." 
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August 30, 1989 
29 Av 5749 

Henry Siegman, Director 
American Jewish Congress 
15 East 84th Street 
New York, NY 10028 

Dear Henry: 

On my return from vacation, I came across an item in the 
August 15 issue of the JTA Bulletin which quotes a member 
of your staff extensively, Perhaps you have not seen a 
copy of it, so I am attaching one herewith. 

Needless to say, I am chagrined. 
to speak for himself and for the 
But he has not the right to draw 
such a misleading and unsavory a 

Silberger has every right 
American Jewish Congress. 
the UAHC into his net in 
manner. 

Yes, on occasion we consult with you, issue joint statements 
and engage in joint advocacy. (We . do so, of course, with many 
Jewish organizations). But I am offended by the implication 
that we do so in an effort to be a "correcting mechanism for 
AI:PAC's excesses" assuming the task of "cleaning up the mess 
when AIPAC screws up," 

The implication that the UAHC is part of some rump group with 
the ADL, the Committee and the Congress which is engaged in 
such activity is even more distressing, 

We are supporters of AIPAC in almost everything it undertakes 
to do. When we take issue with them, we try. whenever hu
man ~ possible, to work quietly with them in fashioning a com
promise and only on th e rarest of occasions publicly express a 
different view. 

Your representative's phrase "going head-to-head with AIPAC" 
connotes a childish and destructive image of Jewish inter
agency relations that is not only inaccurate but downright 
harmful. In fact. on those few occasions when we have dif
fered with AIPAC, we have tried our very best to coordinate 



Henry Si eg ma n 
Au g u s t 30, 19 89 
Pag e - 2 -

w i t h t h e m t o L' n s u r e L h u L t h e y u n d e r s t a n d f u 1 1 y t h e n a t u r e o f 

th e s t e ps we arc t aking a nd to explore way s to minimize the 

ne ga tiv e im pac t of th ose difference s . 

Fu r th e r mo r e , we keep OL1r d ifferences focused on the issues 

and d o n o t e n gage i n Lh e kind of ad hominen attacks on the 

or ga n i z i.1 ti o n whi c h m , l r k e d this art l c 1 e . Such statements c a n 

onl y se rv e th e inl l:'re s ls , a lb it unint e ntion.:illy, of tho s e who 

oppo se I s r ae l' s we J 1-b e in g . 

I hop e , ll c nr y , Ll 1at S i lb c: r gc r' s sl a tcm e nt s do not represent th e 

Am e ri c an J e wis h Co n g r ess , a ny more than they do us. But now you 

kn o w h o w d eep l y offen d e d th e UAHC i s by them. Please find a way 

of p ublicly co r rcc lin g Sl lb c rg e r's mi s repre s entations . 

En c l. 
cc: Tom Din e , AI PAC 

Abe Fo x ma n, ADL 

Sincerely, 

Al e x a nder M. Schindler 

Ira Silv e rm a n, AJ Co mrnittee 
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TELECOPIER COVER LETTER 

PLEASE DELIVER FOLLOWING 

NAME: 
------,,-...._:-::;,,.c'--'~-=---=~--"""'c-~.c_--=-r-a.s,.e;-=~------------

LOCATION: 

FAX NUMBER: ------------------------------

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES: INCLUDING THIS COVER LETTER. 

OUR FAX NUMBER IS (212) 570-0895 

WE ARE SENDING FROM A FAX PHONE 20 

If you do not receive all of the pages, please call our office 

number and the noted extension immediately. Thank y ou. 

UAHC - (212) 249-0100 Extension: 210 or 211 

DATE:-i:....i--...µ..~-+-..._.._~ 

-TIME: --+, -1------



From 

To 

Copies 

I MEMORANDUM I 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 

Rabbi David Saperstein 

Date 
August 25, 
24 Av 

1989 
5749 

Subject VIA FAX 

11n'N 
.nn:i·'=" 

no,i'.no 
ilj'.''7):,N~ 

Now I am even more annoyed. Al did not tell me that the two of you 

"lobbied together on the Helms Amendment," not even as recently as 

yesterday. It was you who reported to me, in a telephone call from 

Washington (during which Al was either in your office or even on the 

phone), that you had been to see Metzenbaum and that on the way out 

you encountered Dine, who scowled at you, but that you had come there 

at Metzenbaum's request and the primary purpose was to work out language 

for a compromise proposal. Those were your words. 

Marginally noted, I made several statements in correspondence and to 

reporters based on your phone conversation from Washington~- which 

makes me appear to have shaded the truth and I certainly don 1 t appre~ 

ciate that. 

Were there visits to other legislators by you or any other members of 

our staff? As recently as yesterday. I was assured that there were 

none. What are those other "half-truths and ambiguities" -- eight or 

nine of them, no less -- of which I was kept in the dark? 

No, I do not want to make a public statement. I want to draft a letter 

of protest to Henry with copies to AIPAC's lay and professional leader

ship and to the leaders of those other organizations which Silberger 

mentioned. And I want that letter to be strong and unequivocal 

-=-~~ that we are not, and do not intend to be, a part of any sub

group organized against AIPAC or any other umbrella of which we are a 

member. We will join in the concensus when our conscience permits us 

to do so and if not, our demurral will be voiced in our words and in 

our name alone. 

No, I was not aware that you have "wanted for three months to sit down 

with me, Eric and Al to discuss the ideas which Henry, Ira and you have 

been exploring." I had scores or meetings during that time frame -- and 

besides, there is such a thing as a conference call. But there is no 

excuse for joint public action with these organizations when I specifi

cally limited our contact with them to the "exploration of coordination 

on specific issues." I authorized only one joint action, a letter which 

Henry nixed, as you will recall, and, lo and behold, a letter on that 

subject appeared in the New York Times several days later -- signed by 

guess who: Henry Siegman. 

Please redraft my letter as you see fit, telling me precisely why you 

feel compelled to make the changes -- I speak now of those 8 or 9 

ambiguities and nuances to which you referred. Please have your draft 

in my hands as soon as possible, I want to close this matter by the 

early part of next week. 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 (212) 249-0100 



David Saperstein 
August 25, 1989 
Page -2-

On another matter, Edie tried to 
the RAC and was :-.told you were in 
who was also in Israel, and then 
told he was en route to Arizona. 
a day of vacation. There should 
travel and vacations .... at least 
residence. 

reach you earlier this Summer at 
Israel. She then asked for Lynne, 
she asked for Glenn, only to be 

Temme was also out, having taken 
be better coordination of RAC staff 
one of the four of you should be in 

Please also call Edie with you schedule so she can seek to set-up a 
meeting with Michael Schneider of the JDC. And on that score you still 
haven't answered my memos requesting that you let me know just what 
monies are available to JDC for this purpose. You also spoke of pro
viding me with "depositions" from some people or other who were and are 

actively impeding the REAP efforts. 



From 

To 

Copies 

Subject 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 

Rabbi David Saperstein 

Date 
June 1 2 , 1989 
9 Sivan 5749 

Thank you for sending me Glenn's June 6, memo concerning the 
ongoing problem between REAP and the JDC. I appreciate being 
brought up-to-date. 

In our conversation, yuu to ld me that you would keep me au 
courant by sending me memos , yet those that are attached to 
Glenn's note go back better than three years. Of course, I 
recall our meeting with Saul Cohen on this subject but, having 
heard nothing since, I had to assume that relations were in 
reasonably good shape (within the past six months, Glenn Stein 
did talk to me about one problem affecting the Ethiopian issue, 
but it dealt with the Israel community not JDC). 

I am remiss in not letting you know that since 1986, I have 
been appointed to the JDC Executive Committee and I currentiy 
serve as co-Chair of the International Development Committee, 
which Aryeh Cooper stock serves. Ethiopia is not one of the 
issues on our agenda there, but you ought to know that past, 
present, and future lay leaders of the JDC (Eppler, Hassenfeld, 
Gene Ribakof f ) h a ve become good personal friends; indeed the 
association with Gene goes back to Worcester, Massachusetts. 
In otler words, if help is needed, help can be forthcoming. 

JDC aoes have financial problems of cataclysmic proportions, 
principally because of Ladispoli. The general budget of the 
JDC has been cut by 20-3 0% this year. You speak of "monies" 
which have been raised by JDC for this (Ethiopian) purpose 
Tell me what you referring to so that I can track it down. 

Warm regards. 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 FIFTH AVENUE, NEWYORK, N.Y. 10021 (212)249-0100 
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RELIGIOUS AC'rlOII CENTER 

OF REFORM JUDAISM 

J11nc 6, 1989 

F.om. Glenn . St ,, n 

-'/ 
!c : Rabbi Davi( SapE-.. ~ .,n 

Rabbi A ex nder $chi ndl er , : V r an , Rab i LymtP. Lan.ube~g 

Ongoing problem£: between Projec REAP and e JDC 

0.. a.y 12th, Dr. J t Ge _dhage.n, Dr. w:ton Bronst er and Ellan 
B1 n ~th~r 'broughc Dr. Zei:.. Achn:ed of h e Gond.a.r School of Madic,-i.l 
S, ience ~o mee itl ~_ic}J el Schneid:_ a t the JDC ocfice ·n New York . 

. e purpose of the r .eetir.,r was a cou.r-esy call. Thi s W&$ Dr . Achmed' s 
£ _rs~ visit to th ·1:it:ec. S-cat:e.s and sin e he had worked wi th 1; e JDC 
d<c t rat the Ted.a ~-inic i n C-cndar. we t hought it woul d b~ nica for 
t. .e ! DC lea~ership ~c haT_ an opportunity to meet · th h i m, Wa also 

"10U~t i t would be an op""Jor=tlr_it:y t:o bri ef the JDC OD. our upcomin& 
p _ans and to ex-p1or new ""Jossi ·1ities for wo~king t ogether. From our 
p !r specei ve i was ~ othe~ a ~t~m~t on our part: to be helpful and 
C.1opu ative . 

. e :following acco~.--:: of ::he me,.et:ing ';;.?..as described to me by Ellen 
B ons-her and conf· ed b Dr . Jef~ Gold.ha en . 

M cha~l Schneider o. ~ned che raeeting b y saying that i f they ha~ come 
c a.s f or money t:h answer was no . It: went: downhill from thare . 

M"eh ~1 invited Woo y Sl ater and ocher JDC staff people into t::h• 
m~eti ~g. According to J ff he f elt as if our ~roject was on trial and 

e JDC was the ·ury . F om the begi.nnins Jeff said that: Micha.el was 
"•.1ncoopera:cive, nega ti"'.re , i rresponsibl e, possessive tiltl.d. cerrito,rial. n 

Micha.el did not mention or show the copy of the n~w~ rel.aase t ~ey had 
sent out: three days earlier announcing a JMssive meningitis 
i:mnu:nization campai~n on Gond:a:r, even t:hough Jeff went tnto gr~at 
catail to describe -:i)Q ill'Illuniz~tion program we wera aeeting up . 

• 
(We should point ouc that t he news release. ambiguousl y worded , allows 
for the inference t ha t t he JDC is ~orking in cooperati on wi.t::h ~r . 
' ei ' s school. This is not so and cilia may, or may not, account for 
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ch el said that h fel 9 obligated ~o report this conver.s~tion to 
e Bthio~ian RRC and the Regional Ministry of Health.n It wa~ not 

c ear to J ef vhy Ml.chael sai d that, but the in.ference _thac was given 
w- s chat Michael di not l ika the work we were doing and was goi ng to 
c mpl ain t o the aut oriti es. Thus far, ~e have 110 indic4tion ehat. 
s ch a report was fa J. en . 

f said cha.c alth ugh e had never f elt concerned for his physical 
11 being when in thio i a., th.a ,;one of the m••ting wa.s so hosr.ile 
a.c he momentarily f ear that some action against: him could be . 
ompt:ed by a JDC c mplai c ·. 

1en J e f was in Ethiopi~ he could find no evidence that there ~as an 
ir:Jmunizat:ion pro~am of any kind in Gondar. • The JDC had. been 
s •cc ss~ in brin g::.ng a ~ign.ificant qwllltity ·of supplies into ha 
c untry although tb. .y ·ha no-c re.ached Gondar . This was very 
i n ter esting ~o me c r.side~ing the JD press ~elease states tha~ "Th~y 
h ave become part of a. r e gion-wide effort with t:he Mi nistry of H.!talt:h . 
.J.td che Gond&r Medi al College t:o administer t:ha preventiva vacc ine. to 
a.s many· chi.ldren in Gondar · a s possible. . n The face i s ·· that t:her1t. is no 
r gion-wide af ort Gondar right now. It is trua that tile 'JDC has 
a ~l oc ated s ome vacc~ne to th~ Gondar School. of Medical Science but the· 
s hool ha.s no pl an. l.Il. p lace ~o deliver the vaccine t o the people in 

e villages. Tha.t i s what they have asked us to do . 

Te qt,1estion that a.rises ~s : how is the JDC plamring to deliver the 
vacci ne ? They could not be seriously c~nsidering u.sing their staff of 
o e 'occor and t:wo _·.u:ses to attempt to administer 200 ,000 doses. 

,. ey have not made any arranilttlents with the Gond.ar school. I have no 
i ea what their imp .am•n ation plan could. be. Th.a nly way to do this 
i 1 h w we are going to. we have made arrangemlj.nt:s with th• scbool in 
G~~d.:lr to use their medi _al. nursini and sanitarian students (an 
a ailable pool of 4 0 pe ple) t o divide into telll!lS in order to 
aJmioi.s ter t:he vacc i ne. Our doctors will go in order to oversee the 

•.1tice projac . 

l additi on, our i.mrnun.i.z t:ion ragnm. will not only umrunize the 
cnildren against m~ningi-is bu~ against other deadly childhood 
ciseases such as polio , easles . t:ubarculos1s. diph~heria and tetanus. 

1nis is one mora axa.mple of thQ eypes of problems we hll[V'e had ~rom the 
b~ginnin& with tha JDC. Soma of the JDC people h&ve been particularly 

ice (Azyeh Cooper$ tock) and o~hers have bordered on overt hoat:ilit:y 
(Ralph Goldman). !nstit;,~t:ionally , however. they have bean tote~ly 
i.:nresponsive. A.5 indicated by the enclosed memos, they n~var had the 

ecency eo respond to our for1J1al requ~st for funding a1t:hough they 
promised they would. They cert.a.inly never gave us any fundini 
1:..l tb.ough our progrem. was a perfect cong;>lement eo their own wich almost 
no overlap and was exactly the kind o£progr8Dl for which they raised 
all that money. ~ offer~d to cooperate with tham in whatever way 
they wanted: indeed, we made a standing offer for ehem to simply take 
over the· p:rogram wh~never they wanted to broad.an their own involvemant: 
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and low them ~o gt out of the eli · c and into the vtllag~s . At no t e were they will i ng ~o_ enter into any serious disc:.ussions wir.h us a.: t o ~uch ~oopt! r ,- t J (in . 

A r eLated point . en Z n w~s here in bC, I had th .. oppor.eunity to spen some private i me _th him. During that time he asked me what I 
t ou&ht of the J DC . I sa ' d we thought they were doi ng ~~ry good work. He s i d "wel l they don't i ke you. " H• went on to say thac las~ year he was vis i te.d-- by a Et h io i an militacy of ficial who was a.ski.ng . q estions about the SACO doctor s because the .JDC had complained about presence in t:.he a:ce~. D. Zein tol d t:h•m that the SACO~ do~tors ra working fine and th~-c t hey W'ilre. iu Gondar lagal ly through the si ing scholar. pr gram of t:htt Coll gi!. The I11.il i tAry sai.d the:,r we~• i ng t~ keep t:hei r eye . on our doctors and no -ot:her incid~nts 

. o cw-red.. See the opy -o - my memo t o .Al dated 6/23/ 88,,.,,.which quotes a 1 t:t er I r:.eceived f rom Carol :Oororshow r garding ~ compla.int. At that tiffle Al .called A.ryeh Coop~rst:ock r.mo after checking it ou~ said t:ha.t there wa~ absol t ely no trut:.h to h • eport: . 

i nai.i y, regarding t he question o coven: act:1vicy, as you can~•• r om tile enclosed doc\JJil•nt:s, a. ea.ch l.'t:ep of our program we had writ~en agreements with the Gondar College of Medi.c.a.l Sci~nce . ·o,;hi ng was done se reel or c vcu:t ly in Ethi opia . M to tit.a 
Livol vement of the AHC , whil e we were c e r t ~inl one , if not th~ major s•_rpport for SACOW' s activities i n Et:h.iopia, in the be.gining we were -concerned. that knowl edge of the. UAHC ' s i nvolvement: mtght ra.is• i'.:lappropriat:e concerns in ! t:hicpia . However , certai nly by thi~ point, t : e medical coll•ge author i t i e are ~ware o! . a:id comiort~ble with, o involvement . ! n~ad, Dr. Zein spanc a great des.1 of time at: the Reli i ous Action Ce cer c~eting rlt:h our own p~opl~ in addition to moeCl.llgs with U.S. ~overr.:uent ffi cials whi ch. wa fac£1itatad . tn 
& i - i on. you sboul bQ· ar~ that SACO~ bas be~n involvad in d ve oping this progl:&IIL !'..3.r eyond wi-eh what we had origin&lly a. t i c ipatQd in acco~~ce wi th thei r orm.a.l 1Qg1 1.ma.te medleal 
a ,!t:i i t i es. 

ea y, i we could. have a t thi~ point anycbine; we wanted from the 

ll)004 

C, it y ould be : l ) t o provide funding f or our program.; 2) to respond a.:firmati.vely. and o req est NJCRAA.C co do likewise , to any inquiries f~o'lll local federat:i ns and CR.C ' s about O'tU:" progrEill. This is p ~rticul ar y import nt now since tlie Tzedek Soci~ty mailing (which w·11 drop over the ext ~ew weeks) and the bulletin articles (which w 11 appear in July wil l likal y evoke such questions; 3) sinca, s dly , it is too la- e fo us to work tog~ther in tha :L:mnunization ~r ogram., co assure s th~c they will do nothi ng to undermine ou~ pr oj~ct in Ethiopia; and, 4) to change t heir general mindset sd they v i ew us as a partne~ wit whom to cooperate and assist rathe~ than a 
t nrQat or compecico r. 

• 
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·To: RAB.ST A.LEX. SCHI:ND .r.R 
FRC4: ~AVID .SA.PER.STET 

... 

August 4 , . 1989 

RE: ;.;J .C;ONGRESS. AND T{&:· EE:.-~.!S AM;END 

I j ..tSt had , your fax a nd th .article- -read t me over : 
~icil~ which annoyed y~u,. annoys ma even or& .. 

·:· 

Noc3t:h~l.e.ss, 7sf:nce ' th-!re $ ems ~o be no ti 'e urger.:.~y ·in_-~is iu.tte~, ·:. 
and ~"V points- .bO:~. :.n 't:he at:tic.le a:i.c;!. YCT-. draft· ar_ problematic- arid 
D.WLl~e..i; · .. I woulcf st;:1;0 ·1gly ucg~ 't)la.t: you ho d of£ • .ti we · have· th9· • 
·opp >rtunity to- me~t• t ge~r . 

. To· >e.·•. o~e _speci:£1c, Elbe ger's .as$e ions b.av ~om~ htlf-truth.s .~o. 
~flll; (e.g.· as· I'm S~L9 Al told ·you, \i'e di lobby toge ... er on t:he · ·, 
Rel :t' s Amendment; · w• .:ert i nly -oppo.ad. it t:a.ctically, although~ i;l1 our'. 
c.as l. l~aving ··open .t;ln .pOS'S ~biliry W..t we ~-ould.. a.c:ce ;: it : :[f .we : • ; . 
cot:..ld;J' t d:ime'. ~ w-ith an a.l t erna~·v. And ·:±. s e are oril.y .two _of.· e.ight · 
or in . ··s~ch :aizibiguit i e,s_ -· none.·o·f · ch . ar germane . t o. the cen~ral • . • 
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DATE: 

FROM: 

TO: 

COPY: 

MEMORANDUM 

August 2, 1990 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 

Rabbi David Saperstein 

Albert Vorspan 

Al tells me that he sent you the material concerning Wayne Owens 

and that you are going to check on the matter and see whether it 

is true. 

Feel free to correspond with Mr. Janove directly and keep me 

posted on what you find out. 

Thanks. 



MEMORANDUM 

DATE: July 25, 1990 

FROM: 

TO: 

COPY: 

The enclosed is self explanatory. 

Is Mr. Janove right, or is he wrong? 

If he is right, would you be good enough to pursue this matter 

with AIPAC as well? 

Thank you very much. 



Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
Union of Am. Hebrew Cong. 
838 5th Avenue 
New York, NY 10021 

cc·. f}L ✓ 

July 17, 1990 

Re: Wayne Owens. U.S. Congressman Second 
Congressional District, State of Utah 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

I am a trustee and Executive Committee member of Con
gregation Kol Ami (approx. 550 member units) in Salt Lake City, 
Utah. However, I write to you not on behalf of the congregation, 
but as a member of the Utah Jewish Community. 

In the past two years, I have become knowledgeable of 
Wayne Owens' views on the Middle East. This knowledge has been 
acquired from face-to-face meetings with Wayne and members of his 
staff, speeches he has given and material he has written. As a 
result, I have formed the opinion that Wayne is a strong, ener
getic and committed supporter of the State of Israel. He sup
ports the Jewish state not because he finds it politically expe
dient to do (in Utah, I question whether such support is expedi
ent), but because he genuinely believes the cause is right and 
just. In the past three years, he has spent a tremendous amount 
of time traveling to the Middle East, reading materials on the 
subject, meeting with people and, most importantly, learning 
about the issues and their complexity. Perhaps no other con
gressman or senator has spent as much time on this matter as he. 

Nevertheless, because his support for Israel springs 
from a personal feeling of what is right, he sometimes has taken 
positions with which some supporters of Israel (including myself) 
would disagree. However, my occasional disagreements with him 
have never shaken my confidence that what Wayne does or says is 
motivated from a desire that Israel achieve lasting peace and 
prosperity. I therefore wholeheartedly support Congressman 
Owens. 



Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
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No doubt you are aware that Utah is an overwhelming 
Republican state. This fact alone ensures that Wayne can never 
take re-election for granted -- especially in light of some of 
the gerrymandering activities of the Republican-controlled state 
legislature and governorship. 

In this year's election, Wayne's probable opponent is 
Republican Dan Marriott, who poses a serious challenge to Wayne's 
candidacy. Marriott was U.S. Congressman for the Second District 
in Utah from 1976 until 1984 when he ran for governor and was 
defeated in the primary by incumbent Governor Norman Bangerter. 
Marriott has strong name recognition and financial support. 

For any supporter of Israel, Dan Marriott is anathema. 
His voting record and public statements on Middle East issues 
would compare favorably to perhaps Congressman Gus Savage, but 
hardly anyone else. Marriott consistently voted against aid for 
Israel and voted for bills resulting in reductions in assistance 
for Israel. He has made clear his feelings to the media. The 
October 15, 1981 issue of the Salt Lake Tribune quotes Marriott 
criticizing a House of Representatives vote to disapprove sale of 
AWAC aircraft to Saudi Arabia. This vote, according to Marriott, 
was due to the "strength of the Jewish Lobby." Marriott further 
stated the U.S. cannot "continue to appease the Israelis .. " He 
contrasted Israel with the leaders of Saudi Arabia as to whom "I 
am convinced that they are true allies." 

A little over two years later, Marriott was quoted by 
the Salt Lake Tribune (January 27, 1984) as criticizing the U.S. 
for giving too much military and economic aid to Israel and not 
enough to Jordan. Marriott spoke of Jordan's King Hussein as 
another true ally and said the U.S. should sell him all of the 
F-16 fighters he wished to buy. Marriott described Israelis as 
being "paranoid" about Hussein's intentions. Finally, this arti
cle presented Marriott's views on Jewish settlements in the West 
Bank: "I think that's wrong. They ought to get out of there." 

Given Marriott's record and views, it was quite a sur
prise last month to hear his name announced at the AIPAC banquet. 
Marriott's appearance signifies either an excessive amount of 
chutzpah or naivete as to how easily Israel's friends can be 
fooled. 

Wayne Owens' record on Israel could not present a 
sharper contrast. He has consistently voted for foreign aid 
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appropriations bills providing $3 billion in grant aid for 
Israel. He co-sponsored a resolution disapproving the sale of 
Maverick-Dair to ground missiles to Saudi Arabia and voted for a 
House Resolution calling for withholding of U.S. funds to the 
United Nations or affiliated organizations which grant membership 
as a state to the PLO. In May 1989, Wayne introduced a bill to 
establish a U.S. based Middle East development bank which would 
locate opportunities for cooperative business ventures between 
Israel and its Arab neighbors and offer loan guarantees for such 
projects. Wayne has personally involved himself in an attempt to 
secure freedom for the Soued brothers of Damascus and has 
addressed this issue twice with Syrian Vice President 
Abd al-Khaddam. 

Wayne Owens' support for Israel has been strengthened 
by friendships he has made with Israeli leaders including Shimon 
Peres. By the same token, Wayne has expressed strong support for 
Prime Minister Shamir's election initiative. He believes that 
peace in the region is achievable, although it will only come 
after many slow and arduous steps. He also firmly believes that 
a lasting peace will require strong U.S. assistance and involve
ment. 

Notwithstanding his pro-Israel record, Wayne has raised 
concerns on occasion among some of Israel's friends. Perhaps 
most prominent was his trip to Tunis in early 1989 and meeting 
with Yasir Arafat. Upon his return from this meeting, I hosted 
Wayne at my home and invited about 30 leaders and intellectuals 
in the Salt Lake Jewish Community. Needless to say, the ques
tioning was aggressive. Nevertheless, following this meeting and 
a similar such meeting at Kol Ami in December 1989, many of us 
concluded that while the decision to meet Arafat was perhaps not 
his best, it did not signify any change in Wayne's feelings about 
Israel but simply reflected his willingness to explore any possi
bility if he thinks it might lead to an improvement in the Mid
east situation. Also, the trip to Tunis allowed Wayne to compare 
and contrast subsequent actions and statements of the PLO with 
the representations Arafat made to him. I think this has given 
Wayne a better understanding of the danger in relying on Arafat's 
statements for western consumption and that the PLO is no harbin
ger of peace. 

Thus, although my views on the Middle East are not syn
onymous with Wayne's (just as they are not synonymous with those 
of many other friends of Israel), I endorse his efforts to make a 
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contribution toward peace in the region and firmly believe he is 
valuable friend of the State of Israel. I also feel it would be 
a sad day if we were to lose his voice and vote in the House of 
Representatives -- especially if he is replaced by Dan Marriott. 

If you have any questions or would like additional 
information, please do not hesitate to contact me at work or at 
home: 

Work: Fabian & Clendenin 
Twelfth Floor 
215 South State State Street 
P.O. Box 510210 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84151 
Telephone: (801) 531-8900 
Facsimile: (801) 596-2814 

Horne: 765 Third Avenue 

JWJ:071790A 

Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Telephone: (801) 322-4007 

P.S. I am not a member of Wayne Owens' staff or re-election 
committee. Although I am a registered democrat, I am not 
active in the party and voted for republican candidates in 
the most recent gubernatorial and U.S. Senate races. 



UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS 

Mr. Thomas A. Dine 
Executive Director 
AIPAC 

838 FIFTH AVENUE NEW YORK , N. Y. 10021 

March 15, 1991 
29 Adar 5751 

500 North Capitol St., N.W. 
Suite 300 
Washington, D.C. 20001 

Dear Tom: 

12121 249-0100 

I don't know if Senator Kennedy contacted you directly. 
In case he did not, I write to advise that he will be 
unable to attend the Annual Conference Banquet. He has 
to be in Massachusetts and is very sorry to miss the 
AIPAC Conference for it is an event he usually tries to 
attend. 

I tried my best. Sorry it didn't work. 

With fond good wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 



Edroard m. 1!mntdy 
ftlassachusms 

1:lnited ~tates ~mate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

March 7, 1991 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

Thank you for your recent letter 
regarding AIPAC's annual conference. It 
is an event I always try to attend. 

Unfortunately, I will be in 
Massachusetts this year during the 
conference and will have to miss it. I 
would have welcomed the opportunity to 
discuss with those at the conference the 
many critical issues facing Israel. 

I hope I will be able to catch up 
with you in the near future, particularly 
now that the war is over. I can only 
hope that the Administration will use the 
same energy and determination we just 
witnessed in the Gulf conflict to address 
the challenges ahead, both in the Middle 
East and here at home. 

look 
Thank you for writing and, again, I 
forward to seeing you soon. 

Sincerely, j. I 



* AIPAC 
• 

The most powerful, best-run and effective foreign policy 

interest group in Washington. 

- The New York Times 

AIPAC Is Unique 

* AIPAC, headquartered in Washington , is the na

tionwide American organization which , for over a 

quarter-century, has worked to strengthen United 

States -Israel relations. 

* A I PAC is the professional group that fights for 

Israel's security and welfare in our nation's capital. 

* A I PAC is the only Jewish organization registered to 

lobby on issues affecting Israel and world Jewry. 



A power to be reckoned with at the White House. State and 

Defense Departments. and on Capitol Hill. 

- The Washington Post 

AIPAC Does An Effective and 
Significant Job 

* Al PAC has a distinguished record of presenting its 
positions reliably and authoritatively on Capitol Hill, 
to the Administration and through the media, to the 

American public . 

* A I PAC is in direct contact with Representatives , 

Senators and their staffs on a daily basis - its lobby

ists brief them , provide useful materials , monitor all 

relevant legislation , and anticipate legislative issues 
affecting Israel. 

* A I PAC is in congressional hearing rooms . testifying 

for aid to Israel on behalf of the Conference of Presi

dents of Major American Jewish Organizations, and 

answering tough questions from committee members. 

* A I PAC is at the State and Defense Departments 

seeking explanations of policy and making its case at 

the highest levels. It is also frequently invited to the 

White H ouse to meet with senior policy makers and 
the President's political advisors . 

* A I PAC is at work in its own library, handliAg 

research and media requests , preparing speeches, 
statements and analyses, demonstrating that Israel's 

case is supported by the facts . 

* A I PAC is on university campuses , educating and 

involving pro-Israel students in the American political 
process and sensitizing America 's future policy makers 

to Israel's strengths and needs. 

* A I PAC works closely with the other major 

American Jewish agencies. all of whose top leaders 

serve on its Executive Committee . 

Israel is defended by the most effective citizen lobby in 

Washington . 

- Karl£ . Meyer, Editorial Board. New York Times. Oct. 1980 

AIPAC Needs Your Help 
* A I PAC needs to counter the growing Arab propa

ganda effort more intensively. 

* A I PAC needs to broaden its research capabilities. 

* A I PAC needs to augment its vital and well

respected information services for the Washington 

press corps. 

* A I PAC needs to increase its nationwide political 

education efforts. 

* A I PAC needs to strengthen its key contacts with 

all senators· and representatives at the grass-roots 
level. 

A I PAC must continue to play this role because it is 
the only organization with the expertise and con
tacts necessary to succeed. 



A I PAC is an American organization, registered as a 

domestic lobby, and supported financially by private dona

tions . It receives no monetary assistance from Israel nor 

from any national Jewish organization or any foreign 

group . Because it is a lobby, contributions to Al PAC are 

not tax-deductible . 

Al PAC contributions are an excellent investment 
in Israel's future. On an operating budget of just over $1 

million in 1980, AIPAC helped secure $2 .2 billion in aid 

for Israel. In 1979, AIPAC lobbied successfully for $1.8 

billion in military and economic aid as well as an additional 

$3 billion for Israel to enable her to relocate her defense 

forces from the Sinai. 

Membership includes a subscription to Near East Report, 
the authoritative weekly newsletter on Mideast affairs, and 

Myths and Facts, a concise record of the Arab- Israeli 

conflict . 

Contributions to AIPAC mean involvement in the 
unique and crucial efforts to ensure Israel's security 
and viability. Your own efforts and support are vital 
for our success. 

AIPAC 
American Israel Public Affairs 

Committee 
444 North Capitol Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20001 
(202) 638-2256 
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PREFACE 

This is the third major STATEMENT 
of Roman Catholic and Jewish concern to 
grow out of the Los Angeles observance, 
in 1975, of the 10th anniversary of the 
Vatican II document Nostra Aetate (De
claration on Non-Christian Religions). 

That observance, by the Roman Catholic 
Archdiocese in cooperation with the South
ern California Board of Rabbis and the 
Los Angeles Chapter of the American 
Jewish Committee, centered on several 
basic themes. One of these themes, "Re
spect for Life," has been the springboard 
for each of the three STATEMENTS. 

The first, Jewish and Roman Catholic 
Reflections on Abortion and Related Is
sues. was published by the Catholic-Jew
ish Respect for Life Committee in Septem
ber, 1977. 

The Committee's second STATEMENT, 
Caring for the Dying Person, was published 
in September, 1979. In it we spoke together 
of the care and compassion we must ex
tend to those about to die and to their 
families. 

Work on this third STATEMENT, The 
Single Parent Family, began in 1980, mark
ing the 15th anniversary of Nostra Aetate. 

INTRODUCTION 

Having dealt with problems of birth and 
death in the first two STATEMENTS, we 
move on to mid-life problems in our third 
study. The Single Parent Family was 
chosen as the specific topic because, in 
1980, it was on the current agenda of both 
the international Roman Catholic commu
nity and the American Jewish Committee. 
Moreover, it was then being considered in 
a nation-wide "White House Conference." 

Our first step was to set limits. For our 
own purposes, we decided to define a 
single parent as including a parent who 
is: 

a) widowed 
b) divorced 
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c) separated or abandoned 
d) single, never married (natural or 

adoptive) 
e) single because spouse is incarcerated 

or hospitalized for extended period. 

Others worthy of study, but deemed too 
distinctive to be included in this study, 
are: 

a) widows, widowers, and other singles 
without children 

b) single parents with non-dependent 
children 

Our second threshold decision was to 
add three single parents to the Committee's 
membership, to reap the benefits of their 
first-hand experience. With specific ethnic 
concerns in mind, we chose one Black 
single parent and one Hispanic single 
parent as part of this threesome. 

We have divided our presentation into 
five sections: 

1) Jewish and Catholic Reflections on 
the Family. 

2) Contemporary Realities of the Single 
Parent Family 

3) Present Response of Church and 
Synagogue 

4) Areas of Future Ministry 
5) Recommendations 

The Committee's aim is to highlight the 
realities of single parent families in syna
gogue and parish life . . . and the need 
for greater response and sensitivity on the 
part of our established religious authorities 
and agencies. The topic is timely, is being 
widely discussed, and is in need of com
munity support. 

In terms of dialogue, this STATEMENT 
takes us an important step forward. Unlike 
our two previous STATEMENTS, this one 
reaches a consensus, with no separate 
"Jewish" and "Roman Catholic" view
points. 

1. JEWISH AND CATHOLIC REFLECTIONS 
ON THE FAMILY 

The traditional family structure has al
ways been the basic unit of both Jewish 
and Christian society. Reverence for mar
riage, children, and family have been para-
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mount. Both religions have stressed, with 
the Book of Genesis, that "it is not good 
that man (and woman) should be alone," 
and that God created "a helper fit for him" 
(Genesis 2:18). 

But in recent years the manifold stresses 
of modern living have fragmented this pat
tern. Today, single parent families are 
found in all our churches and synagogues, 
often in substantial numbers. Often over
looked, often regarded as less than mem
bers in good standing, they become peri
pheral to the life of our congregation. 

Yet these families among us have the 
right to our care and attention as much 
as do the two parent families. "The Lord 
... has no favorites ... and executes justice 
for the orphan and the widow" (Deuterono
my 10:17-49). "You shall not wrong any 
widow or orphan" (Exodus 11 :21 ). 

These families too have a sacred role, 
for it is within the family that children first 
learn of God's love for them and for others. 
Parents have the solemn obligation of 
teaching their children to give loving ob
servance to God's commandments, and of 
introducing them to the wonder of their 
religious rituals. "Thou shalt teach them 
diligently unto thy children" (Deuteronomy 
6:7). Children in turn owe to their parents 
not only obedience, gratitude, and honor, 
but also loving support when hardship and 
old age make them vulnerable. The com
mandment to "Honor your father and your 
mother" is paramount in both traditions, 
applicable even when families separate. 
When families have separated this com
mandment is at times quite difficult to im
plement, particularly when each parent 
wants to depict the other parent in a bad 
light. 

2. CONTEMPORARY REALITIES OF THE 
SINGLE PARENT FAMILY 
One of every two California marriages ends 
in divorce. 

Almost one-third of the children in Cali
fornia public schools are not living with 
both of their natural parents. One-fourth 
of these live with a single parent. 

One million one hundred thousand single 
teenagers become pregnant annually. Of 
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these, two hundred thirty thousand remain 
single, have babies, and keep them. 

Of course, the importance of ministering 
to the single parent family is determined 
not by statistics but by the immeasurable 
personal and social loss to each parent 
and each child as well as to the com
munities in which they function - or fail 
to function. The challenge of ministering 
to their religious, social, economic, psy
chological, and educational problems is 
compounded by the sad reality that most 
of us do not even know the numbers of 
single parent families in our congregations. 

The most pressing problems are psy
chological - notably, loneliness, isolation 
and hostility. These in turn intrude into 
other areas of distress such as decision 
making, economic insecurity, feelings of 
depression or rejection, and poor self
image. Individual family members develop 
patterns of vulnerability, anxiety, anger, and 
frustration. 

3. PRESENT RESPONSES OF CHURCH 
AND SYNAGOGUE 

Church and synagogue, awakening to the 
reality of single parent families, are finally 
beginning to respond to their needs. 
National publications include: 

a) Report of the Task Force on the 
Jewish Single Parent Family and 
Single Individual, published by the 
Jewish Federation Council of Greater 
Los Angeles, April, 1980. 

b) Single Parent Families: A Challenge 
to the Jewish Community, by Chaim 
I. Waxman for the National Jewish 
Family Center of the American Jew
ish Committee, February, 1980. 

c) A Vision and Strategy: The Plan of 
Pastoral Action for Family Ministry, 
by the National Conference of Catho
lic Bishops, 1978. (This document 
considers family life in general, but 
mentions the specific need to minister 
to single parent families.) 

d} The Message to Christian Families, 
a statement by the Bishops' Synod, 
October 25, 1980 (calls for help to 
be given to single parent families, 
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the widowed, the separated and di
vorced). 

e) Paths of Life, a Program for Parishes 
by Paulist Press. This series includes 
materials (books, discussion materi
als, and audio/ visual aids) for "heal
ing family hurts and Christian parent
ing." Some chapters are devoted to 
the single parent family. 

Local publications include: 
a) Getting Everything You Want In L.A.: 

A Guide for the Adult Jewish Single, 
published by the Single Adult Depart
ment of the Jewish Federation Coun
cil, 1980. (lists a variety of services 
and organizations in the local Jewish 
community). 

b) Resource for Family Ministry, by the 
Archdiocesan Family Ministry Com
mittee, 1980 (pamphlet listing the 
Archdiocesan agencies involved in 
ministry to parents, hurting families, 
the divorced and separated, widows, 
etc.). 

Local programs include: 
a) Single Adult Department of the Jew

ish Federation Council, founded in 
1980 to coordinate activities for single 
adults in synagogues and Jewish 
community centers. 

b) Jewish Big Brothers and Catholic 
Big Brothers, serving children of 
single parents. 

c) support groups for the separated, di
vorced, and widowed. 

Specific Services Available to Single Par
ent Families 
While the Catholic or Jewish single par

ent may find help in existing single adult, ( 
divorced, or widowed support groups, few 
of them are specifically oriented to single 
parents. In Getting Everything You Want in 
L.A.: A Guide for the Adult Jewish Single, 
a few synagogues and Jewish community 
centers list support groups for the single 
parent. Support for single parent families 
is less, though some Jewish community 
service centers do offer them child care. 
The Los Angeles Catholic Directory lists 
no Catholic support groups or services 
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specifically oriented toward the single 
parent family. 

However, it must also be noted that many 
needs of the single parent family are 
ministered to through general counselling 
services and other agencies within our 
religious communities. 

The March, 1980, Program Perspectives 
published by the Union of American Hebrew 
Congregations is devoted to suggestions 
on how synagogues and religious schools 
can be sensitive to the children of di
vorced parents. Many of these sugges
tions are applicable to single parent fam
ilies. 

Catholic Social Services within the 
Archdiocese also send counselors to pa
rochial schools when requested. Here the 
child can be helped without the single 
parent having to arrange for transportation 
or taking time off from work. 

Many single parent families and even 
some counselling priests and rabbis are 
unaware of these programs. 

Place of Single Parent Families Within 
Congregations 

Single parent families in both of our 
religions tell us they want to participate 
fully in the life of the church or synagogue 
community. Single parents want to be wel
comed warmly when taking part in worship 
services. Otherwise, their participation 
amidst a majority of married couples -
can be emotionally trying. 

Even when their financial contributions 
and active participation are limited by 
necessity, they do not want to be seen 
always as "hurting families" or as drains 
on the community particularly at the major 
life cycle events. 

Financial Assistance 
Scholarships for the religious education 

of their children are among the primary 
needs of Catholic and Jewish single par
ents. Where scholarships (or tuition re
ductions) are already available, this is of
ten not sufficiently publicized. In some 
instances, greater sensitivity should be ex
ercised in the granting of such funds. 
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4. AREAS OF FUTURE MINISTRY 

Before making specific recommenda
tions, we want to identify four general con
siderations which, we feel, are central to 
any realistic effort. 

a) No Doomsday Mentality 
Pessimism pervades much of the 
contemporary literature on the fam
ily. But this is contrary to the Jewish 
and Christian ultimate sense of hope. 
Furthermore, it underestimates the 
durability of the family institution 
demonstrated for several thousand 
years. Pessimists also equate radical 
change with destruction, disregarding 
the valid role that stress-change plays 
in human history. Despite the current 
difficulties that beset family life, we 
must tone down the doomsday 
preachers who see the family in dan
ger and the single parent in chaos. 

b) Need for Integration 
A key objective must be to integrate 
the single parent family into the larger 
communal family. Ministering to sin
gle parent families must not leave 
them feeling isolated. Chaim Waxman, 
in the American Jewish Committee 
pamphlet Single Parent Families (p. 
7 #2), said, "Virtually all Jewish in
stitutions have been designed around 
the traditional two - parent family, 
which has been considered both in
trinsically valuable and central to 
Jewish community ... By failing to 
reach out to single parents, we will 
convince them that we reject them 
as 'deviants'." A parallel situation 
exists in the Catholic community. 

c) A Listening Posture 
In a 1980 position paper on single 
parents by the National Federation 
of Priests' Councils, we found an ex
pression which reflects our present 
position: "a listening posture." That 
is, our study and experience are not 
yet sufficient for us to unquestioningly 
support any single programmatic re
sponse to the needs of single parent 
families. 
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d) Change of Attitude 
Today, the best description of the 
Catholic and Jewish community at
titude toward the single parent fam
ily is "ambivalence." No program 
can work until this attitude is altered 
in a positive way-across the board 
and, most importantly, at the con
gregational level. To take action with
out this change is to pursue solutions 
that won't last and, worse, to invite 
an increased sense of isolation among 
these families. 

5. RECOMMENDATIONS 

Simple acts can change attitudes. For 
example, church and synagogue bulletin 
announcements should make it clear that 
the single parent is welcome. Special semi
nars for clergy and religious educators can 
create an awareness of the special needs of 
single parent families. Small support 
groups can be developed to examine ways 
to transmit religious identity and values 
in the home and to encourage the involve
ment of single parent families in the 
church/ synagogue setting. It should be 
noted that groups are more effective when 
tailored to the needs of all single parent 
families, although separate groups may 
be appropriate in the early stages of the 
loss of a mate through separation, divorce, 
or death. While this early crisis intervention 
is significant and should be expanded, par
enting programs need the involvement of 
both single and two parent families. 

Dues and Educational Fees 
Dues and tuition should be structured 

so as to give children of single parents the 
opportunity to participate in religious and 
educational institutions. Established schol
arship funds would be most beneficial. In 
some cases synagogues might offer spe
cial memberships covering both the head 
of the family and the other parent. In 
parochial education a tuition reduction -
with volunteer service provisions - might 
be considered where there is great finan
cial need. Whatever plan is adopted, the 
administrator or principal should be suf
ficiently sensitized so as not to embarrass 
or shame the single parent legitimately 
requesting a reduced fee. 
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Improved Scheduling 
Many institutions habitually schedule 

activities (such as parent-teacher con
ferences, counselling sessions, sacrament
al preparations, courses) for daytime hours 
on weekdays, as if every family still includ
ed a mother who stays at home. To ac
commodate working parents, considera
tion should be given not only to evening 
meetings but to weekend meetings as well. 
Also, child care might be made available 
during such activities. This would not only 
make attendance possible but also pro
vide a relaxed environment for the single 
parent to benefit from that attendance. 
These adjustments would be in the religi
ous community's own interest, enabling 
more people to become involved in its 
activities. 

Religious Rites of Passage and Festival 

In both our communities, the ri tes of 
passage are celebrated in a religious con
text. Traditionally these rites have been 
structured with dual parent involvement. 
For Baptism, Bar Mitzvah, Confirmation, 
and Marriage, the single parent family re
quires extra attention . A priest or rabbi 
should take the initiative, offering sup
port and counsel as well as utilizing the 
expertise in the community. 

Festivals too are family oriented, with 
emphasis on the two parent family. The 
seasons of Christmas and Passover are 
typical occasions when a creative response 
from the religious communities is needed 
to help the single parent family share in 
these times of great joy and warmth. 

For the most part, our failures are by 
default rather than by design . As a case in 
point, take the special liturgical expres
sions in connection with Holy Family Sun
day. Previously at that celebration, both 
parents stood within the congregation to 
renew and strengthen their marriage com
mitment, often creating a sense of pain 
and isolation for those without spouses. 
Presently, this revised celebration includes 
children's commitment to their parents 
and individuals' commitment to their faith . 
This suggests how this service can become 
a source of strength for the entire family 
fabric, regardless of its particular structure. 
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Judaism understands the Sabbath as 
a family ritual. Emphasis should be placed 
on the doing of the ritual rather than on 
specific sex roles. In the absence of one 
parent, the other can and should carry 
out those practices designed for family 
religious observance and enrichment of the 
family individually and collectively. 

SUMMARY AND REFLECTIONS 
The present STATEMENT, like the pre

vious two, has opened our eyes to un
dreamed of complexities. If our conclu
sions appear to be tentative, that was pre
cisely our intent. 

True, we have been able to articulate 
a number of religious principles relating 
to the family, often having their root source 
in both Judaism and Christianity. But when 
we started considering specific remedies, 
we encountered an avalanche of cultural, 
economic, sociological , and futuristic 
challenges and problems facing us as re
ligious communities. 

At least, and at last, both Judaism and 
Christianity have begun to identify needs 
and concerns of the single parent family, 
to accumulate data, and to try some pro
grammatic outreach. Yet these efforts are 
still somewhat sparse and, in most cases, 
not congregationally based. Those in the 
religious offices of family support agencies 
are most anxious for assistance, still un
willing themselves to settle upon a single 
or completely developed program for the 
pupose. 

Two areas of future ministry seem to us 
most critical. First is the need for integra
tion. The concept of a single parent family 
synagogue or a single parent family parish 
seems to us counterproductive. The single 
parent family can best be ministered to, 
and in turn make its own best contribution, 
in the humanly diverse setting of the tra
ditional synagogue and parish. 

The second area, which we unanimously 
felt even more basic, even more urgent, 
is: change of attitude. This is what we 
stressed in our overall recommendations. 
The approach need not be sermonic, but 
rather one involving expansive and in-
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elusive wording, thoughtful scheduling, and 
imaginative development of religious rites 
and festivals. 

What do we ask of our communities? 
To refresh our awareness of the centrality 
of the family in religious life. To recognize 
how very many of our families are now 
single parent. To heighten our congrega
tional sensitivity to these families' special 
needs. To bestow upon them the gifts of 
warmth and fellowship which are ours to 
give. And to learn from them the lessons 
of adaptability and courage which are 
theirs to teach. 
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