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CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS

OF MAJOR

AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PARK AVENUE

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022

PLaza 2-1616
Cable Address: COJOGRA

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS:

AMERICAN ISRAEL PUBLIC
AFFAIRE COMMITTEE

AMERICAN JEWISH CONGRESS

AMERICAN TRADE UNION
COUNCIL far HISTADRUT

AMERICAN ZICNIST COUNCIL
B'NAI B'RITH

CENTRAL COMNFEREMCE OF
AMERICAN RABBIS

COUNCIL OF JEWISH FEDERATIONS
and WELFARE FUNDS (obsarwr)

HADASSAH

JEWISH AGEMCY FOR ISRAEL—
AMERICAN SECTION

JEWIEH LABOR COMMITTEE

JEWISH WAR VETERANS
OF THE U.5.A.

LABOR ZIOMIST MOVEMENT—
Poale Zion, Farband, Pionasar Wamen

MIZAACHI-HAPOEL HAMIZRACHI

MATIONAL COUNCIL OF
JEWISH WOMEN

MATIONAL COUNCIL OF
YOUMNG ISRAEL

MATIONAL JEWISH COMMUNITY
RELATIONS ADVISORY COUNCIL

MATIONAL JEWISH WELFARE BOARD

NOATH AMERICAN JEWISH
YOUTH COUNCIL

THE RABBINICAL ASSEMBLY
RABBINICAL COUNCIL OF AMERICA

UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW
CONGREGATIONS

UNION OF ORTHODOX JEWISH
CONGREGATIONS OF AMERICA

UNITED SYNAGOGUE OF AMERICA

ZIOMIST DRGANIZATION OF AMERICA

January 19, 1970

Dear Colleague:

As you know there will be a National Emergency
Conference on Peace in the Middle East to be held in
Washington on January 25/26,

In order to plan the seating arrangements for
the dias | am requesting the name of your president or
representative who will sit on the dias representing your
organization,

| am asking you to please contact me or my
secretary immediately in order that the proper arrangements
be made.

Sincerel

Ayt Stromberqg
Co-ONfinator




L1=]

From

MEMORANDUM

Date March 16, 1970
(dictated March 12)

Julian Feldman

To

Copy for information of Al Vorspan

Subject

Rabbi Schindler

March 6 MEETING ON THE ARAB BOYCOTT

I:sat in on this hastily called meeting at your request. It was chalired

by Arnold Foster. I could not identify all of the twenty-odd people there,

but the few names I could identify were: Harold Stromberg - Conference of
Presidents; Henry Levy; Jackie Aviat; George Gruen - American Jewish
Committee; Abe Fox; Phil Baum; Sara Ann Fillar = Histradut; Abe Baer - NCRAC;
H, Steinberg - American Zionist Council; and Echod Mouchli, who apparently

was the Economic Attache of the Israeli Consulate,

This apparently was the first full meeting of the Committee on the Arab
Boycott which has apparently met sporadically in the past because of confusion
as to appropriate and feasible action - such confusion stemming not only from
the American Jewish organizations but also from the Israeli govermment which
has had an ambivaelent and inconstant response to the boycott.

Mr. Mouchli reviewed the Israeli govermment's policy which is apparently to
encourage blackmailed govermments to insist on selling to both sides. The
gpecific problem at this meeting was Japan where the policy viz-a-viz the
Arab boycott has been inconsistent and where the govermment and the large
conglomerates, such as Mitsubishi and Mitsui, have generally withstood Arab
threats although there have been some difficulties on which there have been
private negotiations. Apparently, George Gruen and Echod Mouchli have
negotiated with Panasonic on a confidential basis with what seems to be
mixed success,

The Japanese govermment appears to have given lip service to its devotion
to freedom of trade but has disassociated itself from this problem on an
official basis, claiming that it is a matter between Japanese and Arab
companies involved., It is noted, however, that Japan buys oil

from the Arabs, though it is currently seeking other sources.

The immediate current problem is related to EXPO TO where Israel - for
economy reasons - has no pavilion. The planned opening of the Fair was to
include a parade, sponsored by a Japanese radio station, on March 15th

in which 280 traffic policemen from 52 countries were to march., Israel
had been invited to send four participants and was planning to do so.

lNine other countries who, like Israel, had no pavilion or other represen-
tation at the Fair, were also scheduled to march in the opening parade



Memo to Rabbi Schindler

Subject: March 6 MEETING ON THE ARABR BOYCOTT

(Austria, Spain, Hungary, Roumania, Poland, Kenya, Somalia,
Yugoslavia, Ireland). Saudi Arabia gave the Japanese an
ultimatum that if Israeli policemen marched they would with-
draw all of their participation in the exhibit and the partici-
pation of other Arab countries. Israel turned down the Japanese
suggestion that its policemen get sick on March 15 and Japan
reportedly gave some consideration to completely eliminating

the parade. Another possibility considered was to exclude all
of the participants who do not have exhibits. (Some of this
background is detailed in the enclosed wire service sheet).

Subsequently, however, Japan succumbed to the Arab pressure and
sent a wire to Israel only cancelling her participation in the
parade.

Mr. Mouchli brought an "unofficial" request from the Israeli
government that the American Jewish organizations issue a
strong statement of denunciation of this action,

The lively debate which ensued included the following points.

1. Why had Israel permitted to get itself into the
situation where there was no formal presence at
such an important world stage.

2, If action is taken, it cannot be a halfway action,
we must go all the way and really pound away at our
position of protest.

3. Regardless of the strength of our protest, is this
action likely to meet with success.

4, Successful or not, is the issue here worth the kind
of energy and public relations credit which would
be used up.

5., If we are just getting ourselves on the record, maybe
protest would be better coming from the Israeli
government rather than from the American Jewish
organizations.

6. Noting that the negotiations for reciprocity between
Japan Airlines and El Al are currently stalled in the
face of Arab pressure, and that B'nai B'rith is al-
ready putting considerable pressure on JAL through its
tour department, perhaps this is an inappropriate de-
vice for putting the heat on Japan.



Memg to Rabbi Schindler

Subject: March 6 MEETING ON THE ARAB BOYCOTT

After considerable discussion it was the consensus that the
blatancy and rank inpstice of this situation made it unde-

sirable to permit the incident to pass unnoticed. The Chair-

man was thereupon authorized to draft a protest which would

put "a committee of the Cénference of Presidents of major American
Jewish organizations" on record as protesting in the strongest
possible terms the action taken to disinvite the Israeli dele-
gates, This was to have been released to the press Friday
afternoon. However, I did not see anything about this matter

in the newspapers on Saturday or any subsequent time.
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AS IT HWAPPENS, HOWEVER, JAPAN IS CURRENTLY WALKING A NERVOUS iy
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TIGHTROPEZ IN ITS RELATIONS WITH THE ARAS WORLD OVER A THREATZNEID 2
BOYCOTT OF JAPANESE CARS . 2
LAST YEAR JAPANESE AUTO SXPORTS TO SSVEN ARABLEASUE COUNTRIES 3
TOTALED 4% MILLION DOLLARS, AND A JAPANEST XISSICH RSTURNED FROM ;
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FOR AVOIDING A BOYCOTT WERE KO BETTER THAT,50-50. - = s
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|
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100, THE DIPLOMATIC WIRTS SEGAN BUZZING. e :
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AT LATSST REPORTS, THE SUGGESTIONS WIRE GITTING MORZ INSISTENT,

AND EXPO OFFICIALS WZRZ PRIVATELY POINTING OUT TO THOSE INTERESTED
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THAT SEUD’ ARABIA, KUWAIT, ASU DHASI ANKD EGYPT HAD ENTERED
FAVILIONS OR EXHIBITS, WHILE ISRAEL HAD 3EGGED OFF FOR
ECONOMY REZASONS,

ONE POSSIFLE WAY "OUT NOW SEING CONSIDERED BY FAIR OFFICIALS WOULD
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MIEMORANDUM

Date_ March 18, 1970

From

Rabbi Alexander M Schindler

Julian Feldman
To

: Al Vorspan
Copy for information of ey

Subject

Thanks for your very helpful report covering the Arab Boycott
Committee. 1 appreciate your covering this meeting for me and
informing me, so thoroughly, of its work.

As 1 told you so often -- and the repetition of my statement is

your fault for doing so well -- it's a delight to have you on
our staff.

/-?LQ -r-‘*- l‘/‘z . é ;/ é Wl P
Lkl K‘qui?/>



Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewlsh Organizations

Steoring Committee Mesting

m l.ﬂ'. 1967 --11:30 2.M,
515 Park Avenue, New York

THOSE PRESENT: Dr. Joachim Prinz, presiding, krs. Rose Halprin, Isidore
Hanmlin, Yehuda Hellman, Rabbi Joseph Karasick, Dr. Willigm
Korey, Rabbi Gershon Levi, Rabbi Pesach Levovits, Morton
London, Will Maslow, Henry Rapaport, Rabbi Alex Schindler,
Jacques Torcrymer

The steering committee met to discuss (1) Presidents Conferemce testimony
at Congressional anti-boycott legislation hearings (2) the Arab boycott gnd
Japan, and (3) & Presidents Conference meeting in Jerusalem im July 1968,

Following are the recommendgtions of the committee:

(1) That the overall morsl position in support of stremgthening anti~boycott
legislation be presented at tha Congressional hsarings by the chairman
of the Presidents Conference, or other designee in the name of the
Conference.

(2) That the Presidents Conference in cooperation with the Ant{=Defamarion
hm-mmmnturm-ﬂthhpmnnmmu that
the Arab boycott story may be presented, and that Americsn consern may
be conveyed.

(For your further information, we are attaching hereto a summary of
the March 29, 1967 meeting of the technical subecommittee on the Arab
Boycott at which both matters were discussad,)

(3) That a working party be appointed to project a tentative progran for
& Presidents Conference meeting in Jerusalem in July 1968 in conjunce
tion with the 20th emniversary celebration of Israel's independence.
The group's recommendations would then be referred back to the steering
committea,



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS

OF MAJOR

AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

PLaza 5-9316-7-8

Chafrmum,

AMERICAN ISRAEL PUBLIC AFFAIRS
COMMITTEE

Prestdens,

AMERICAN JEWISH CONGRESS

Chavierman,
AMERICAN ZIOMIST COUMCIL

Chairman,
AMERICAN TRADE UNIOM COUMCIL
for HISTADRUT

President,
B'NAl B'RITH

Presidens,
CENTRAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN
RABBIS

FPresidens,

COUNCIL OF JEWISH FEDERATIONS
and WELFARE FUNDS (chasrver)

Prexidens,

HADASSAH

President,

JEWISH AGEMCY FOR ISRAEL—
AMERICAN SECTION

Fresidens,

JEWISH LABOR COMMITTEE

Commander,
JEWISH WAR VETERANS OF THE L.5.4.

Presideni,
LABOR Z1ONIST MOVEMENT

President,
MIZRACHI-HAPBEL HAMIZRACHI

Chairmian,

NATIONAL COMMUNMITY RELATIONS
ADVISORY COUNCIL

Prexident,

NATIONAL COUNCIL OF JEWISH WOMEN

Fresident,
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF YOUMG ISRAEL

FPresident,
THE RABBINICAL ASSEMBLY

FPresident,
RABBINICAL COUMCIL OF AMERICA

Fredident,
UNION OF ORTHODOX JEWISH
CONGREGATIONS OF AMERICA

FPresident,
UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW
COMNGREGATIONS

Feeaideni,
UNITED SYNAGOGUE OF AMERICA

President,
ZIONIST ORGANIZATION OF AMERICA

April 3, 1967

515 PARK AVENUE
NEW YORK 22, NEW YORK

Cable Address: cOJOGRA

For the record -- we are attaching a brief summary of the
March 29, 1967 meeting of the technical subcommittee on
the Arab Boycott,

You will recall that there was unanimous agreement that
Dr. Joachim Prinz should offer testimony, as Presidents
Conference chairman, at the Congressional hearings on
anti-boycott legislatiom.

Too, & report was rendered on Arab boycott activities in
Japan and the educational steps to be undertaken in this
country to try to mitigate its effects.

You may recall that this problem was first raised at the
June 21, 1966 meeting of the technical subcommittee

-= gnd that the Anti-Defamation League was asked to
report back to the subcommittee.

I wish to add a personal comment here. The fact that
the problem was first brought to the table of the sub=
committee--that preparatory work was undertaken--and that
a concensus was reached after & full discussion by the
subcommittee, points to the practicality 6f the goals

and techniques decided upon by the subcommittee.

The immediate task in this area, of course, is to interest

some 50 businessmen doing a million dollars plus tmade with

Japan.



Technical Subcommittee on the Arab Boycott
of the
Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations

STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL Summary -- March 29, 1967 Meeting

THOSE PRESENT: Yehuda Hellman, presiding, Jack Baker, Philip Baum, Al
Chernin, Ruth Hershman, Frank Phillips, Harry Steinberg,
Miriam Taub, Rabbi Jerome Unger, Dr. Seymour Weisman.
(Mr. Hat Belth, ADL P.R. director and Mr. Nat Kameny,
ADL board member, also participated.)

First, the subcommittee discussed the advisability of Presidents Conference
testimony in support of strengtheming anti-boycott legislation in Congress.
Mr. Baum said that in addition to business testimony, there is value in having
the overall moral position presented. Moreover, it is within the purview

of a civic organization te petition government on occasion.

Dr. Seymour Weisman then moved that Dr. Joachim Prinz be asked to testify, as
chairman of the Presidents Conference, at the Congressional hearings on anti-
boycott legislation. The recommendation seconded by Mr. Baum was unanimously
approved.

Next, the subcommittee heard a report on Arab boycott activities in Japan.
Japanese trade with the Arab natioms totals over a billion and a quarter
dollars; trade with Israel amounting to $25-30 million is restricted to
small companies not doing business with Arab states because of boycott
threats., It was thought that the time had come to use the American scene as
a leverage to encourage the Japanese to withstand Arab pressure and normalize
business relations with Israel.

Three approaches were suggested at this stage:

1) interest some 40-50 large American importers of Japanese goods to write
letters to their dealers in Japan. (These businessmen will be furnished
with background material as well as a sample letter.)

2) convene an unpublicized press conference with Japanese newspaper men here
in the States so that the Arab boycott story may be presented and that
American concern may be conveyed in Japan.

3) establish a committee of businessmen to remove barriers from international
trade with Israel.

Mr., Baker sald that the ADL was ready to convene a press conference and that

a fact sheet on the boycott was being prepared. In answer teo questions raised,
he emphasized that there would be no domestic publicity. The approach, he
reported, would be friendly and educational.



WHEN SILENCE LEAKS

Yest Cermsn Cheoneellor Ludwig Erhard's specisl envoy, Dr. Kurt
Birrenbach, is due to srrive in Isrezel todsy for what is hoped will be the
third and final round of discussions for &n oversll asgreement
between Israel and Bonn on the future of relations between the two countries.

According to #11 accounts the previous telks with dr. Birrenbach were
cordial and friendly, vith both parties clearly swere of the deeply sensitive
nature of the circumstonces surrounding the discussions.

It was beceuse of this swsreness, snd e-pecizlly beccuse of the German
Chencellor's desire to ~void unduly ruffling Arsb feelings, thet the talks
were draped in heavy secrecy. This desire went so far during Dr. Birrenbach's
firat visit thet the Bonn Govermment wes unwilling to reveal even the identity
of those Isrsels leader with whom the envoy met here.

That this curtain of secrecy wes ouickly pierced was only to heve been
expected. For e£n nctive press as exists in Israel =nd Germeny cannot be pre-
vented from discovering the elementary facts of such o« mission.

It would have been better had this been rerlized here from the outset.
For #s5 the talks continued the world press found itself receiving obviocusly
nlanted reports on slleged difficulties and stiff conditions imposed by Isreel
for ite agreement to establish diplomatic relations with Yest Germany.

Yhile these reports - emenating apperently from Eonn sources who were
interested either in sabotaging Dr. Erhsrd or smoothing over Arsb feelings -
were circulated, Israel officizls, hound by & commitment to silence, found
themselves =t a distinct disadvantage.

This kind of propagands footwork wes repeated by German government
sources during Dr. Birrenbech's second visit, when they "reve led" thot
Bonn had not agreed to Isrcel's demand for a German guarentee of Isrzel's
borders.

The result, of eourse, wna thet the delicate talks were enveloped in
reports end impressions that could only dem: ge the image of Isrsel's diple-
macy, while at the s=me time confusing the Israel citizen.

No one today would sdvocate a return to the Wilsonian concept of dinlo-
racy of "open covenants openly errived at." For the sensitive deslings be-
tween modern povernments often demend secrecy in order to gucceed. However,
secrecy cen slso be exnloited to disrupt or damage or confuse.

In the csse of the regotiations with Dr. Birrenbech his misuse of =
sommitment to secrecy bred =uspicions concerning talks vhose peinful histo-
pricrl context reruired thet they be carried on with utmost correctness.

It is hored therefore that the present round of t-lks will not be
accompanied by a similar spectacle, and thet they will now be concluded
with an sgreement and public ennouncement befitting their historical morent.
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CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

To:

From:

515 Parx AVENUE
New Yorx 22, New Yorx
Tel.: PL 5-9316-7-8

Daze:
March 18th, 1965
MEMORANDUM
To: Members associated in the Conference of Presidents
From: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find a report on the Cukurs Case. We are
sending you this confidential report on the suggestion of Dr.
Natan Lerner of the World Jewish Congress. The report does not
deal with the Cukurs assassination but with his years in Bra-
zil. In an attached letter Dr, Lerner writes:

""As you probably know, the Uruguayan press is blaming
Israel. The Uruguayan Government, on the other hand,
adopted a friendly attitude towards the representatives
of Israel. Just two days ago, LE MONDE of Paris re-
ported that the Brazilian police considers that Cukurs
was killed by former S5 men for reasons of security,”®

Dr. Lerner requests that this material be circulated as
confidential intended for interior purposes only and not be
given to the press.



CONF IDENT IAL

WORLD JEWISH CCNGRESS
BRAZIL

REPCRT ON THE CUKLRS CASE

I nuppesa you are infermed by the world press about the latest develepments
in this case, of which I want to report the Brazilisn reasction.

It was on Sunday, March Tth, that the Brazilian radis broadecast the news of
the murder of Herbert Culurs in a chalet on the Carraseo beach in Mentevideo, Un=
til yesterday the radio and the newspapers carried warious news, pemetimes contra-
dietory and mestly confueing, both as to the identity of the corpse found and that
of the murderers. In the meantime, the bady found in a trink in ths shalet was
identified as being really that of Culurs, who without any doubt had been killed.
(e ntill do not lmew whether the murder took place in the chalet, or olsewhere
and the body breught there,) As tn the supposed murderers, we lesrned frem the ra-
dic and Brazilian newspapers, that there are a number of suspects: the murderers
were French or jfustrian or Dutch, or even Israeli, and according to & police in-
vestigator in Uruguay, an Israeli diplematic car, which allegedly bore blocd
gtains, was sean before in the neighborhocd of the chalet.

All the newspapers were of the wnanimous view - without, however, presenting

proof - that 1t was the work of a Jewish group avenging itself on the Nazi murder-
er, Culure.

Culurs' family in Seo Paulo made a ptatement thet Culure made the trip to
Montevideo on the invitation of a Dutchmen nemed Anton Funzle/8stablish there with
him & pleasure-boat business on a lake, similar to that he had run years ago in
Rice Cn the plane with Cukurs were also twio Frenchmen, one of whom was said to be

Taucsig (described also ms an Austrien,) All three allegedly disappeared after the
murders

The scn of Cukurs in Sao Paulo stated that his father had many times befere
been threatened, sand that he had slways been afraid of being murdered by Jewss
For this reascn he left with his family & list of suspects: Senator Asraoc Stein-
bruch, Dr. Alfredo Gartenberg, Dr. Marcoe Constantine, Dr. Israsl Skolnikev and
two other unimportent Brazilian Jews. (S8en. Steinbruch wes the President of the
Jowish Federation in Rio, Drs, Gartenberg end Constantine its Executive Directors,
and Dre Skolnikov merber of its Exscutive, who, between 1945 and 1964, investiga-
ted Culkurs' pest, hearing various witnesses, and consequently impeded the natural-
izaticn that Cukurs applied for thres times during that period, as stated below in
deteil.,) All these perscns denied, in statements to the presz, that they had any
connection with the case., Dr. Steinbrush dseleared that he econsidered it below his
dignity to make any comments.

The Brazilian press is dealing daily with the case, All papers, without ex-
ception, spesk about the "Nazl murderer Cukurs," offering a lot of material to
prove his pest as the murderer of thousands of Jews in Riga, ineluding children,
the dged, and the sick, We furnished the press with decumenbtary meterial about
Cukurs, inaluding literature,

So far the entire press is reachting to our satisfaction, and one of the most
important newspapers, "Jernal do Bregil," went even so far as to say today in its
editorial, i. al.: "Even if Jews killed Cukurs, they wers right, for he was a
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cold-blcoded Nazi killer, snd nobody cculd blame Jews avenging the inneocent deaths
of their parents,snd children." Some of the Jews here are a little bit worried

by the fact that the newspapers umanimously suspect a Jewieh group as responsible
for Cukurs' death, altheugh, as noted, they are so far sympathestic to the Jewish
side of the story. No snti-Semitin menifestations have yet ooccurred.

We have just learned that Culkurs was assassinated on February 24th, and that
the news about the murder was divulged through Borm. In the Brazilian papers there
appeared also & rebuttal from the Isrmel Embassy in Montevideo regarding the state-
ment of the pelice investigator (repertedly the chief of the Montevideo political
police) that an Israeli diplomat or his car were invelved in the case, I zhall
keep you informed. The Brazilisn press, and also all the interneticnal news agen-

cies, ms well ms the "New York Times" are in permanent touch with the Federation
in Rio.

The following is background information:

Herbert Cukurs - former Latvisn Air Ferce Captain in Riga, one of the lead-
ers of the Latvien "Perkonkrust" even bhefore the Nazi ceccupation of Latvia = found
his way to Brazil in 1946 and settled in Ris de Janeire. He came with a Jewish
girl who intredueed him to the Zicniet Orgenization in Rie ms her savior. (That
is true. Some of the Nazi murderers were protected by Jews whom they had saved
for their cwn eventual protection.,) In 1949 Cukurs was recognized by scme Jews as
p Nazi responsible - together with Viktor Arajs - for the murder of about &2,000
Jews in Riga. The information about Culurse at that time stemmed meinly frem Max
Kaufmann's book "Churben Lettlands," In the late forties, Rebbi Nurecok wisited
Brazil for the WJC and geoused Cukurs ag®™ responsible for the death of many Jews
in Rigae He called for his prosesution as a Nazi oriminal. Some Latvien Jews also
presented to the Federation of Jewish Sccieties of Rio de Janeiro the transcripts
of statements nct under oath by landau, Jaffe, Gersztein, Tukacier, Shapire,
Fiszkin end Schub, taken by the Board of Investigation of War Crimes in the Bal-
tic Countries, with its seat in Londen st the WJC.

fn the baeis of this material, the Federation of Jewish Sccieties of Rio,
on the initiative of the WJC, requested, at that time, the expulsion of Cukurs
from Brazil, but this could not be achieved, because Cukurs had become the father
of a e¢hild born in Brazil.

Cukurs japparently feeling insecure in Rio and wanting to work on his natural-
jization in seoret, thus avoiding the Federation's attention, later moved from Rio
to Niterod and then to Santas, snd frem there te Sac Paule, where he lived undis-
turbed until his death, becoming even materially well off. (He was an airplane
sonatructor.) Unexpectedly, in 1950, the Federation learned that Cukurs was
about to beccme a Brazilian citizen by naturalization (he was msked only te attach
to his file in the Ministry a document about his economic position)s The Federa-
tion, therefore, intervened with the Ministry and, as it could not obtain an ab-
selute undertaking that citizenship would be denied, it mobllized Brazilian pub=-
1ie opinien through the press and some MP's. Almost all newspapers :eacted and
apoke up againgt granting citizenship teo Cukurs, describing his Nazi past on the
bagis of the material put at their dispcsal by the Federation. Public reaction
was exnellent (though we lesrmed that some Catholic forces were behind Cukurs be-
cauge "he is A good Catholic" and some pentimental Braziliang beecause, so they
gey, "he has been in Brazil for so meny years with a good record and even hes
Brazilisn children.") The same happensd again in 1960, when he applied for natu=-
ralization once more.

In that year the Eichmann cese explcded. Some Brazilien newspapers began to
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write against the manner of Eichmann's cepture, mainly against the violation of
our neighbor's sovereignty, though all of them condemned Eichmern. Cne very ser=
ious newspaper, always friendly to Jews, went so far as to write, i.al.: "We would
most strongly protest if this new justice (a la Eichmmnn) would be practiced in

Brazil againet Cukurs. The authorities are duty-bound to proteet Cukurs by all
means."

In this development of the Eichmann case, Cukurs saw a very good opportuni-
ty for himself. Ha went to the Sme Paulo police, asking for protecticn, because
"his life was endangered by Jews and he was afraid of being kidnapped." He got
protection, He also meked the police for an investigation of himself, The police
of Seo Paulo accepted this request, hearing Cukurs' own testimony in four long in-
terviews. He denied the accusations agminst him, saying: that he never persecuted,
but saved Jewej described German Naszl atrocities against Jews which he saw with
his own ayes; but, at the same time, talked much about Jewish Latvian Communists
who received the Russisn Army with musie in 1939, desoribing them as enemies of
Latvie and the Latvien people, and therefore, many Jews had to pay, but that he
himgelf did not do any wrong against Jews, fighting only against the Russians and
the Communists as a Latvian patrict and Catholic, Cukurs appeared &t the investi-
gations with his attorney and echieved publication of his testimemy in the newspa-
pers. He went so far as to challenge the President of the Federation of Rio,

Dr. Steinbruch (whe happens to be a member of the Brazilian Parliement) to discuss
the case with him on television, which a TV company of Sao Paulo was ready to ar-
range. A8 Dre Steinbruch declined, saying that he could not sit at a table with
a proven murderer, Cukurs declared cn television and in the press, that the Fed-
eratien "has been accusing him for ten years without having proof against him,
and had not even the courage to come and discuss the case in publie."

Cukurg! third bid for naturalisetion in 1963 definitely failed.
About Cukurs see the follewing litersturs:

Gerald Reitlinger, "Dis Endloesung," where Cukurs' name appears a&s that of
a Nazi murderer, with his chief, Viktor Arajs.

Testimonies at the "Wiener Library" in London frem Lendau, Jaffe, Gers:ztein,
Tukacier, Shapiro, Fiszkin and Schub, The Federation in Rio has alsc the testi=-
mony of Hillel Melamed,

Finally we have extracts (but noet the beoks) from "Yahadut Latvia,"” pub=-
lighed in Tel Aviv 1953, where on p. 16 in "Yiskor" by Rabbi M. Nureck, Cukurs is
mentioned, and from "The Last Way of lLatvisn Judaism” by Elhapan Kremer, where
Cukurs is mentiened on pp. 330-334.

All this material was put at the disposal of the Brazilian press, which
made good use of it.

Mareh 17, 1966
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ﬂ CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF
hj”} MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH CRGANIZATIONS
& 515 PARK AVENUE ol
NEW YORK 22, NEW YORK o
December 17, 1964

To:: Members Associated in the Conference of Presidents

From: Yehuda Hellman

Following, plezse find the suggested reply of the Presidents Conference to
West German Fereign Minister Gerhard Schroeder.

Would you please let us know, as soon as possible, if this text meets with
your approval.

SUGCESTED REPIY OF THE PRESIDENTS CONFERENCE 70 WEST GERMAN FOREIGN MINISTER
GERHARD SCHRULIVER

We are in receipt of your reply of November 24, 1964 to our wife of
November 20. We are cognizant of the efforts of West Germany to bring Nazi
war criminals to trial, as enumerated in detail in your telegram. Indeed, we
were encouraged by these efforts and had hoped that they represented a2 recog-
nition by the German Sovernment of the obligation it owes to the victims of
the Nazi holocaust and to the world at large. We have considered these
trials to be indispensable to the moral redemption and rehabilitation of the
German people in the post-war era.

Your statizticel reference to these efforts, however, in no way
meets the issue raiced by the imminent coming inte force of the statute of
limitaticns. Your allegation that "It is very unlikely that a substantial
number of hitherto unknown Nazi criminals will be discovered in the future"
is necessarily speculative. Moreover, it contradicts the estimates of many
leading autho=ities who believe that the number mey run into the many
thousands. Tie history of war crime prosecuiions has shown that new infor-
mction and new indictments srise constantly as a reanlt of fresh evidence un-
covered in connection with current investigations. In a more fundamental
gense, however, this statistical approach is irrelevant. It evokes guan-
tirative eriteria that are altogether unrelatéd to the moral issue at stake.
Whether there be many or few, every Nazi criminal guilty of mass atrocities
and genocide must be bromght to justice. Each person implicated in mass
murder of innocent human beings must be made sware that as long as he lives
and wherever he may nide he faces the prospect of being made accountable in
a court of law.

It is widely recognized by civilized nations, and it was reaffirmed
at Nurenberg, that mzjor crimes against humacity must not be regarded as or-
dinary crimes, nor can they be subject only %o the provisions of ordinary
domestic codea. We had hoped that West Cermsny’'s signature to the Genocide
Convention constitutsd recognition of this principle which supports the broadest
respect of human life. Iic present attituce, however , constitutes a complete
negation of its professed adherance to this mcral principle.

In our telegram we protested the continuerd participation of German
scientists in the development of weapons of mass destruction for the United Arab
Republic. It has long been the publically declared intention of the United Arab
Republic to use these wespons in a war of deetruction s2gsinst Israel, a country
which serves as the home of the surviving romant of che Hazi holocaust. And
yet, in spite of a provision in the West German constitution barring the par-
ticipscion of Cerman citizens in the manufacture cf weanons intended for use in
an agg-essive war, the German Government has friled to act in this matter. Your
ommission of any reference to this issue in your reply strikes us ag further
evidence of your disregard of the moral considerations implicit in these dev
cisions.

This attitude of moral indifference,which has caused the West German
Covernment to evale its responsibilities with respect to the extension of the
statute of limitations and the withdrawal of German scientists from Cairo un-
dermines our confidsnce in your government's awareness of the as yet unredeemed
obligation of the German people to history and to the survivors of the Hazi
holocaust. Until your government has demonstrated its clear understanding of this
obligation and its readiness to discharge it in these two major areas of Jewish
and general humanitarian concern, Germany s claim to a genuine rebirth and a new
moral posturec must be vigorously rejected.



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS 515 Park Avenue

OF MAJOR New York 22, New York
PLaza 5-9316-7-8
AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

November 24, 1964

TO: MEMBERS ASSOCIATED IN THE CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
FROM: YEHUDA HELLMAN

Below you will find the text of a telegram which the Presidents ! Com-.
ference has received from the German Foreign Minister, Gerhard Schroeder.

This was in response to our telegram to him dated November 20, 1964, a
copy of which was sent to you in a memo on that day (November 20th) .

"I regret very much that the tight schedule of my talks in Washington
makes it impossible for me to see you at this time as you had wished.

Please be assured, however, that the Federal Government is deeply aware
of the problems you wanted to discuss with me and is examining all pos-
sibilities to bring about a solution which takes into account both the
moral as well as cthe legal aspects.

After World War II Allied courts have sentenced more than 5000 persons,
Cerman courts 5445 persons for Nazi crimes; of these 813 were sentenced
to death, 486 of them having been executed. Until now the German auth-
orities have investigated the records of more than 30,000 persons,
Until January 1, 1964 12,882 persons have been brought to trial. Now
about 750 criminal proceedings are pending, which will engage the Ger-
man courts for many more years. In all these cases the period of lim-
jtation for the prosecution of crimes has been brought to run again by
judicial acts, so that the criminal proceeding of the crimes concerned
is not stopped.

It is very unlikely that a substantial number of hitherto unknown Nazi
criminals will be discovered in the future. To safeguard all possi-
bilities of criminal proceeding the federal government has issued on
Hovember 20th the following worldwide appeal for assistance in bring-
ing to justice all Nazi criminals:

‘Allied and German courts have already passed final judgment on the
great majority of national-socialist crimes and penal proceedings
have been instituted regarding a number of other crimes.

Determined to punish national-socialist crimes and to restore vio=
lated justice, but considering, on the other hand, that the period
of limitation in respect of crimes committed prior to May 9, 1945,
cannot, for comstitutional reasons, be extended. The government of
the Federal Republic of Germany requests all governments, organiza-
tions and individual persons, both in Germany and abroad, to make
available without delay to the 'Zentralstelle der Landesjustizver-
waltungen zur Aufklaerung Naticonalsozialistischer Gewalttaten'
(Central Office of the Land Judicial Administrationms for the Elueci-
dation of National Socialist Crimes), Ludwigsburg, Schorudorfer
Strasse 28, either original documents, photostat or microfilm copies
of material in their possession relating of offenses and their per-
petrators still unknown in the Federal Republic of Germany.

All diplomatic or consular missions abroad of the Federal Republic
of Germany will accept and forward any documentation intended for
the above-mentioned fentrallstelle.'

We very much hope that this appeal will bring the results that you and

we hope for."

Gerhard Schroeder
German Foreign Minister




e CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PARK AVENUE -+ NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
Tel.: PL 5-1820 Cable Address: COJOGRA

To: Members associated with the Conference of Presidents
of Major American Jewish Organizations

From: Yehuda Hellman

I would like to bring to your attention the fact that Israel's
Parliament declared vesterday in a unanimous resoclution that

it was the duty of the West German Government to put an immedi=
ate end to the dangerous activity of West German scientists
working in Egypt on the development of weapons of mass destruc-
tion to be used against Israel,

Enclosed please find the full text of the resolution as adopted
by the Knesset.

Also enclosed please find the full text of the statement of the
Foreign Minister of the State of Israel on the same subject.
This statement was made in the Knesset yesterday.

It is being suggested that this whole problem be brought by you
to the attention of the Jewish Community and to the attention
of public opinion in general,

It is in this connection that we also would like to inform you
that the West German Government has declined comment on the
Israeli demand that German scientists be stopped from working
on Egy-tian armament projects. A German Government spokesman
said that no comment would be made until an official report on
the Statement by Foreign Minister Golda Meir was available,

The Israeli demand apparently caught the Bonn Government off
guard. It seems that the Germans had not expected that the
case of the alleged Israeli agents in Switzerland would produce
such drastic results,

YH:cs
encl,



TEXT OF THE KNESSET RESOLUTION

1. The Knesset resolves that the activity of German scientists
and experts, working in Egypt on the manufacture of weapons of
mass destruction to be used against Israel, is a grave danger
to the security of Israel and its populaticn,

2, The German pecople cannot absolve itself of the responsi=-
bility for the continuation of this wvile work. It is the duty
of the German Government to put an immediate end to this danger-
ous activity of its citizens and to take all steps required to
prevent this cooperation with the Egyptian Government.

3. The Knesset calls upon enlightened world publiec opinion to
exercise its influencze without delay in order to put a stop to
this activity of German experts, whose aim is to expose to de=-
struction the State of Israsl, the home of the remnants of our
people who have survived the Nazi Holocaust.



"As the Knesset is aware, I requested a2 meeting of the Foreign
Affairs and Defense Committee, at which I reported on the activities of
German scientists and technicians in Egypt, as well as the circumstances
in which an Israeli national was arrested in Switzerland.

"At a prolonged session of the committee, many details were re-
ported concerning the activities of these scientists, and the appeals of
the Covernment of Israel to various parties, concerning their activities.
The Enesset will certainly not expect that these details should be revealed
here. As far as the circumstances of the arrest of the Israeli national
are concerned, I must say that with all our appreciation for the traditional,
friendly relations existing between the peoples and governments of
Switzerland and Israel, we find incomprehensible certain steps taken in this
matter by the Swiss authorities.

"For a considerable period now, the Egyptian ruler has attempted
to accurmmilate considerable might in order to realize his avowed aim of
annihilating the State of Israel, and for years large amounts of weapons
have streamed into Egypt. Recently, a new element was added to the scene -
a group of scientists, as well as hundreds of German technicians, who are
assisting in the development of Egyptian offensive missiles, amd even
in the development of weapons prohibited by international law, and serving
the exclusive purpose of annihilating life. These types of weapons, which
other powers are unwilling and uninterested to supply to Egypt, the Egyptian
Government is attempting to get by means of a band of unprincipled scientists,
who are prepared not only to act in accordance with Egypt's desire, but also
contribute of their own free will to this aim,

"There is no doubt that the driving force behind the schemes of this
eriminal gang, are lust for gain on one hand, and on the other, a Nazi bent
for hatred of Israel and destruction of Jews. Back in the days of Hitler,
the intimate contact between Cairo and the Nazis was well known, and it is
no secret that Cairo today serves as a center and place of asylum for Nazi
leaders. We camnot belleve for a moment that this situation should be in
accord with the desires of the Government of the Cerman Federal Republie.
However, these scientists and technicians are her citizens and her nationals.
The Cerman Government cannot remain indifferent to the fact that 18 years
after the fall of the Hitler regime, which caused the holocaust of millions
of Jews, members of the same people should again be connected with acts in-
tended to annihilate the State of Israel, which contains the survivors
of holocaust and destruction.

(Con't.)



"ot a few Germans, who unblemished past we do not doubt,
and who disapprove of the activities of the scientists and technicians
in Egypt, have stressed the legal difficulties in preventing German
citizens from travelling to Egypt and carrying cut their nefarious ac-
tivities there. We say to the German Government and to the masses of
Cerman people, who recoil from Germany's Nazi past and desire another
Germany, that we cannot acquiesce in this explanation, and we are con-
vinced that enlightened public opinion throughout the world is at our
side. We request that the Government of Cermany should put an end
to the activities of these scientists, and if, for this purpose, legal
or other steps should be necessary, we demand that these steps should
be undertaken now in order to end immediately this collaboration be=-
tween German citizens and the Government of Egypt."

HHAEAR AR A A



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

To:

From:

515 Pamx AvENUE
New Yore 22, New Yorx
Tel.: PL 5-9316-7-8

Date:pebruary 24, 1965
MEMORANDUM

Members Associated in the Conference of Presidents

Yehuda Hellman

The following is the full text of the statement issued
after the meeting of the Conference on Tuesday, February 23rd. Please
bring it to the attention of your leadership, chapters and affiliated
organizations, It should be used in your home organs as well and brought
to the attention of as wide a range of Jewish and non-Jewish public
opinion as possible.

In continuing the letterwriting campaign that was iniated
earlier, this statement can be used as background material, Continue to
write and cable the German Embassy in Washingten, ¢/o Ambassador Karl
Heinrich Knappstein. It is advisable that copies of these letters be
brought to the attention of our Department of State. It is very impor-
tant that the tone of all communications be responsible and firm.
Exaggerations are only harmful. Public expressions by community and
local organizations should be fully encouraged.

Also enclosed you will find the release to the press
incorporating the following statement.

"Attempts by West Germany to justify her recent actions
have occasioned bitter disappointment, West Germany still does not
understand the pervasive immorality of her attempt to purchase diplo-
matic advantage by dealing in the security of Israel, a country which
gave haven to Jews who survived the Hitler holocaust and for whose
safety Germany must feel forever responsible,

We hope the German government harbors no illusion that
it has already provided sufficient proof of a new moral posture. This
would be a tragic misreading of German responsibility after World War I1I.
Cermany owes a transcendental moral indebtedness to the Jewish people
that exceeds any program of material compensation.

By surrendering to Nasser's threats and halting arms ship-
ments to lsrael, West Germany has disavowed its solemn commitments, But
despite this unilateral action, these commitments remain alive and binding.

Ironically, this retreat from principle has served no
purpose other than to exacerbate world tensions. Reports from Cairo in-
dicate that the Egyptian dictator has been encouraged by this easy capitu-
lation to intensify his dangerous demands. It is clear that Nassar's
insatiable policies can be countered only by firmness. He must not be
allowed to advance his goals by disrupting relationships among other
states,

(Over)



Germany is slowly awakening to the realization that
submission to blackmail cannot constitute a foreign policy. It would
be tragic if this herd lesson is learned only at Israel's expense, We
are encouraged by reports that a significant sector of German opinion
rejects its government's position,

The unwise and unavailing course pursged by West Germany
during the past few weeks has aroused mounting public concern., All
Americans are apprehensive over the grave threat to world peace em-
bodied in the ssries of decisions by the West Gerwan government that
have endangered the fragile balance in the Middie East, These appre-
hensions and the dezep feeling of American Jewry will be fully pressed
upon our own government., We shall urge the United States to use its
good offices to persuade West Germany to remain faithful to its commit-
ments and to resist Egyptian threats motivated by her publically de-
clared intention to destroy Israel,

We hope that further steps will be obviated by the
immediate resumption and scrupulous fulfillment by West Germany of its
agreements with Israel and the discharge of its enduring responsibilities
to the Jewish people, But neither as Americans, nor as Jews, do we in-
tend to remain silent witnesses to the unfolding of these events,"

.



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

PLaza 5-9316-7-8 515 Park Avenue - New York 22, N.Y, COJOGRA
Contact: Hichard Cohen
TR @ = 4500

For Release
Friday AM, Feb, 26

American Jews will urge the Johnsen Administratien to persuade
West Germany to restore the "fragile balance" In the Middle East by
resuming arms deliveries to Israel, a spokesman for 20 leading U.S.
Jewlsh groups announced yesterday.

Dr. Joachim Prinz, chairman of the Conference of Fresidents of
Major American Jewlsh Organizations, said the declslon to seck U.S.
interventien was taken at a meeting of the Cosnference earlier this
week.,

Dr. Prinz sald there was unanimous agreement ameng the Jewlsh
agencies that the Bonn regime's action in cutting off military supplies
to Israel constituted a "grave threat to world peace.

"We shall urge the United States to use its geod offices to per-
suade West Germany to remain faithful to 1ts commitments and to resist
Egyptian threats motivated by a publicly-declared intention to destroy

" he deeclared.

Iarael,

"Nelither as Americans nor as Jews do we intend to remailn sllent
wltnesses te the unfelding of these events."

Pr. Prinz, who is president of the American Jewlsh Congress,
spoke 1n the name of the 20 Jewish religious and lay organlzaticns
making up the Presidents' Conference, the most representative and com-
prehensive grouping of Jewlsh agencles 1n the country. Its statements

are regarded as speaking for the overwhelming ma jority of American Jews

MORE



- o

The American Jewish leader voiced "bitter disappointment" at what
he described as "the pervasive immorality of West Germany's attempt to
purchase diplomatic advantage by dealing in the security of Israel, a
country established to give haven to those Jews who managed to sur-
vive the Hitler hnlocaust and for whose safety Germany must feel for-
ever responsible.," He continued:

"We hrpe the German government harbors ne illusion that it has
already provided sufficient proof of a new moral posture, This would
be a tragic misreading of German responsibility after World War II,

"Germany owes a transcendental moral indebtedness that exceeds
any program of materlal cempensation.

"By surrendering to Nasser's threats and halting arms shipments
to Israel, West Germany has disavowed its solemn commitments, but
desplte this unilateral repudiation these commitments remain alive
and binding."

Dr. Prinz, a former rabbil of Berlin who was expelled by the
Hitler regime for his anti-Nazl sermons, said 1t was ironic that West
Germany's "retreat from principle" had served no purpose "other than
to exacerbate world tensions."

Reports frem Cairo, he said, indicated that President Nasser of
Egypt had been "encemuraged by thls easy capitulation to intensify his
dangernus demands.

"It 18 clear that Nasser's insatiable pnlicies can be countered
only by firmness," Dr, Prinz declared. "He must not be allswed to-

advance his gnals by disrupting the relatimnships among other states.”

MORE
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The American Jewlsh Congress president said he was encuraged by
reports that a "significant sector" of German opinion opposed the
Bonn government's action. But he said 1t would be "tragic” if this
lesson .ad to be learned at Israel's expense.

"The unwise and unavailing course pursued by West (termany during
the past few weeks has aroused mounting public concern," Dr., Prinz
asserted,

"A11 Americans are apprehensive over the grave threat to werld
peace embodled in the series of decisions by the West German Ceover..-
ment that have endangered the fragile balance in the Middle East.

"These apprehensions and the deep feelinz of American Jeury will
be fully pressed upon our own Government.

"We hope that further steps will bz obviatel by the immediate re-
sumption and scrupulous fulflllment by West Germany of 1ts agreements
with Israel and the discharge of its enduring responsibilities teo the
Jewlsh people.”

The 20 groups represented in the Conference of Presidents of

Major American Jewlsh Organlzations are:

American Israel Public Affairs
Committee

American Jewlsh Congress

Ameriecan Zionist Counecll

American Trade Union Councll
for Histadrut

B'nail B'rith

Central Conference of
American Rabbis

Hadassah

Jewlsh Agency for Israel --
American Section

Jewlsh Labor Committee

Jewlish War Veterans of the U,S.A,
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Labor Zionist Movement

Mizrachi-Hapcel Hamizrachi

Natinsnal Cemmunity Relations
Advisory Councll

National Ccuncil of Jewlish Women

Natinnal Courncll of Yrung Israel

Rabbinical Assembly

Union of Orthodox Jewish
Congregations of America

Union of American Hebrew
Congregations

United Synagogue of America

Zionist Organization of America
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For HRHelease
Friday AM, Feb, 26

American Jews will urge the Johnsen Administration to persuade
West Germany to restore the "frazile balance" in the Middle East by
resuming arms deliveries to Israel, a spokesman for 20 leading U.S.
Jewlsh groups announced yesterday.

Dr., Joachim Prinz, chairman of the Conference of Presidents of
Major American Jewlsh Organizations, said the decislon to seek U.5.
interventivn was taken at a meeting of the Canference earlier this
week,

Dr. Prinz sald there was unanimous agreement ameng the Jewish
agencies that the Bonn regime's actlon in cutting off military supplies
to Israel constituted a "grave threat to world peace.

"We shall urge the United States to use 1ts good offices to per-
suade West Germany to remaln faithful to its commltments and to resist
Egyptian threats motivated by a publicly-declared intention to destroy

1

Iarael,” he declared.

"Neither as Americans nor as Jews do we intend to remain sllent
witnesses to the unfelding of these events."

Ir. Prinz, who 1s president of the American Jewlsh Congress,
spoke in the name of the 20 Jewish religious and lay organlizaticns
making up the Presidents' Conference, the mcst representative and com-
prehensive grouping of Jewlsh agencles 1in the country. Its statements

are regarded as speaking for the overwhelming majority of American Jews.
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The American Jewish leader voiced "bitter disappointment" at what
he described as "the pervasive immorality of West Germany's attempt to
purchase diplomatic advantage by dealing in the security of Israel, a
country established to give haven to those Jews who managed to sur-
vlve the Hitler hnlocaust and for whose safety Germany must feel for-
ever responsible."” He continued:

"We hrpe the German government harbors neo illusion that 1t has
already provided sufficlent proof of a new moral posture, This wculd
be a tragic misreading of German responsibility after World War II.

"Germany owes a transcendental moral indebtedness that exceeds
any program of material compensatlon.

"By surrendering to Nasser's threats and halting arms shipments
to Israel, West Germany has disavowed its solemn commitments, but
despite this unilateral repudiation these commitments remaln alive
and binding."

Dr. Prinz, a former rabbi of Berlin who was expelled by the
Hitler regime fnr his anti-Nazl sermons, said 1t was 1irnnic that West
Germany's "retreat from principle" had served no purpose "nther than
to exacerbate world tensiens."

Reports frem Cairo, he sald, indicated that President Nasser of
Egypt had been "enceuraged by this easy capitulation to intensify his
dangerous demands.

"It i1s clear that Nasser's insatiable policiles can be countered

n

only by firmness," Dr. Prinz declared. "He must not be allowed to

advance his gnals by disrupting the relatimnships among other states.”

MORE
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The American Jewish Congress president said he was encouraged by

1

reports that a "significant sector"

Bonn government's actionn.

But he said it would be "tragic

of German oplnion opposed the

if this

lessen had to be learned at Israel's eXxpense.

"The unwise and unavailling course pursued by West Germany during

the past few weeks has aroused mounting public concern," Dr, Prinz

asserted,.

"All Americans are apprehensive over the zrzve threat to werld

peace embodled in the series of decisions by the West German Govern-

ment that have endangered the fraglle balance in the Mliddle East.

"These apprehensions and the deep feeling of American Jewry will

be fully pressed upon our own Government.

L

sumption and scrupulous fulfillment

We hope that further steps wlll be obviated by the immediate re-

by West Germany of 1ts agreements

with Israel and the discharge of its enduring responsiblilities to the

Jewish people."

The 20 groups represented in the Conference of Presidents of

Ma jor American Jewlsh Organizatinns

American Israel Public Affairs
Commlttee

American Jewlsh Congress

American Zlrnist Councll

Amerlcan Trade Union Counecll
for Histadrut

B'nai B'rith

Central Conference of
American Rabbis

Hadassah

Jewish Agency for Israel --
Amerlcan Sectilon

Jewlish Labor Committee

Jewish War Veterans of the U.,S5.4A.
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are:

Labor Zicnist Movement

Mizrachi-Hapoel Hamizrachil

Natisnal Cemmunity Relations
Advisory Courncil

National Ccuncil of Jewlsh Women

Natinnal Council of Young Israel

Rabbinical Assembly

Union of Orthodox Jewish
Congregations of America

Union of American Hebrew
Congregations

United Synageogue of America

Zionist Organization of America
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- MEMORANDUM

Date

From

To

Wre Albert Vorspen

Copy for information of

Subject

The Presidents' Conferunce decided to have a letter url : ““mI
c

outery a5 in the case of the Statute of Limitations. MMIHH!IIH
used, continuved publ ilc pressure on the statute of |imitations because that Is
a moral position which becomes fuzey with arms, and letter writing from many

stlans do so on thelr owm personal or

ness letterheads. Each agency Is to push Its own people to write letters.

rsch



AMERICAM ISRAEL PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
1737 HST., MW. = WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006
Talephows 298-7174

-
Dear Friend:

Public opinion may persuade
West Germany to reconsider its
decision to suspend arms ship-
ments to Israel, if Americans
let the Germans know how they
feel. This report may be help-
ful for speeches, statements,
resolutions and letters to the
press, Congress, the Department
of State, and the West Cerman
embassy and consulates.

With the compliments of

I. L. KENEN
Exscutive Director



Re ort American Israel Public Affairs Committee from
1737 H Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 20006 Lk

February 15, 1965

BONN CAPITULATES TO CAIRO

The West German government has surrendered to Nasser's blackmail at
the expense of Israel's security.

Bonn has promised Cairo to suspend further U.S.-approved shipments
of tanks and helicopters to Israel.

What does Bonn gain in exchange for this extraordinary concession?

President Nasser has merely promised not to extend full diplomatic
recognition to East Germany when its Communist leader, Walter Ulbricht,
visits Cairo on Feb. 24.

He will not withdraw the invitation to Ulbricht. He may tone down
the reception. But that won't cost Egypt anything. Indeed, it will
save on hospitality bills.

Egypt also claims that West Germany, in another gesture of appease-
ment, promised not to enter into full diplomatic relations with Israel.
Bonn has denied making that commitment. But Bonn has refrained from
recognizing Israel de jure for more than 15 years - in deference to Cairo's
pressure. And there is still no sign that Bonn will change its policy on
recognition. It would not impress us very much if it did, at this late
date and on the heels of the arms cut-off.

Bonn's infamous barter has handed a victory to Moscow diplomacy
because it weakens Israel, strengthens East Germany and bolsters Egypt.

As for Israel, it is obvious that Israel must have weapons to preserve
the arms balance and enable her to deter aggression. The weakening of
Israel would undermine resistance to Soviet penetration throughout the
entire Near East.

As for East Germany, it is reported that Nasser extended the invitation
to Ulbricht at the behest of the Soviet Union's Deputy Premier Alexander
Shelepin, who came to Cairo last December to assure worried Egyptians that
the new Soviet rulers would carry out Khrushchev's May promise of a $280
million loan to Egypt. It is believed that the Soviet Union may be
parceling out some of this aid via East Germany. Ulbricht, in fact, is
bringing a deal to trade about $75 million in industrial equipment in
exchange for Egyptian cotton.

This official visit by East Germany's head of state seems tantamount

to recognition. But if it is so interpreted, then Bonn is automatically
compelled by its Hallstein doctrine to sever relations with Cairo.

{ over)
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Accordingly, Nasser's invitation to Ulbricht was a gamble. . If Bonn
reacted in maximum indignation and cut off relations, Bonn would also have
halted credits and aid, which are estimated at 5300 million - and this at
a time when Nasser desperately needs new loans from the West to pay urgent
bills for food, consumer goods, machinery and to stave off creditors.
Obviocusly, Nasser stood to lose much more than West Germany did. West
Germany had tremendous leverage. But it failed to use it. Instead,
Nasser used his - and won.

He intimidated Bonn by the threat to recognize Ulbricht, and to send
an ambassador to East Berlin. And, instead of halting aid to Egypt, West
Germany went far beyond the call of appeasement. It halted military aid
to Israel.

Once again, Nasser has demonstrated how to exploit rivalries on the
world scene in order to extort aid from all sides. He attacks the United
States and tells us to jump in the Mediterranean. (This is also for the
ears of Shelepin, De Gaulle and Chou En-Lai.) He invites Ulbricht and tells
Erhard, in effect, to go jump in the Fhine.

Perhaps Nasser was emboldened in the negotiations with Bonn by
Washington's reaction to his insulting Port Said speech.

An angry and indignant Congress wanted to ban a $37 million food ship-
ment to Egypt. Congress then reluctantly allowed the White House flexibility
because the White House insisted that this would enable the Administration to
"influence" Cairo to "moderate" its attitude. (Many of Israel's friends did
not oppose the President's urgent appeal, although they favored the House ban.)

One day after Congress voted to untie President Johnson's hand - Cairc
proceeded to tie Erhard's.

For Egypt did not "get the message" from the Hill. The Egyptians
have gloatingly interpreted the White House appeal for flexibility as a
pro-Egyptian gesture and a blow at Israel and its supporters.

Cairo now celebrates a triple victory over Washington, Bonn and Israel.
Aggression and arrogance feed on appeasement.

The Washington Post of Feb. 14, quotes Cairo's Al Gomhuria: "Who
could believe that the day would come when Cairo would say its word and
Western capitals would not only listen to it but tremble with fear."

The Cairo paper went on to say that Washington tried to bring pressure

by threatening to halt food shipments but Nasser refused to yield.
"Zionism should know that Washington, Bonn, London and Paris cannot impose
an opinion on us."

Washington has lostface in the Near East.

And West Germany will lose face and prestige in this country. "Their
refusal to stand behind their commitment is believed to have damaged their
international image,"” The New York Times reported Feb. 14.

The new Germany has been trying to persuade the world that it has

reformed and that it has stamped ocut Naziism and the Nazis. But events
of the last two years are disconcerting and discouraging; the refusal



EDITORIAL REPRINTED

from

The Washington Post

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 1965

Bowing to Blackmail

Both as a political and symbolic matter, West
Germany's decision to cancel arms shipments to
Israel is highly unfortunate. President Nasser
had threatened to recognize East Germany if Bonn
did not terminate an arms agreement with Israel.
With inglorious alacrity, West Germany collapsed
before this blackmail threat and put herself in
the wrong with a nation-that above all others
deserves sympathetic consideration from Germany.

The amount of money involved was relatively
modest. West Germany has never officially dis-
closed her arms agreement with Israel, but the
total amount is believed to be $60 million and
it is estimated that 80 per cent of the deliveries
have already been made. But if the amount was
small, the principle was large.

In diplomacy as in common crime, blackmailers
have an insatiable thirst. Mr. Nasser was able
to dictate Bonn's foreign policy by a verbal threat
and by inviting Walter Ulbricht, head of the East
German regime, to Cairo for a wisit. Having sur-
rendered once, West Germany may be asked to
take other steps adverse to Israel in order to pre-
vant possible recognition of East Germany.

As a symbolic . matter, Bonn's position Is an
unhappy ene. It may be that West Germany has
done much to provide material compensation for
wartime atrocities, and no doubt Bonn cannot be

expected to condition every aspect of its foreign
policy to the memory of & haunted past. Still,
it is true that Germany is tailoring her policies
to the demand of an Egyptian dictator who has
sworn to destroy the nation of Israel. Such is the
truth, no matter how it is rationalized in Germany.



to extend the statute of limitations on war crimes when it expires next
May 8; the refusal to recognize Israel de jure; the refusal to take
effective action to bring back the German scientists who have helped Egypt
develop its missiles and jet planes. And now, as reparations come to an
end, West Germany breaks an agreement to arm Israel, in painful surrender

to the neo-Nazis of the Nile.

Of course, the West Germans can claim that our Government does not
show them a very good example. Our Government, too, turns the cheek to
Nasser. It is not too late for Bonn to reconsider - and Washington ought

to help Bonn reconsider.

Bonn and Washington can force Nasser to abandon his blackmail by joint
resistance to his pressures. MNasser needs the West far more than the West

needs him. But, deplorably, the impression grows that Western policy in the
Near East is dictated by fear of Nasser. BAnd he exploits that fear to the
utmost.

P.5. LATE DEVELOPMENTS - Bonn has now hardened its attitude and insists
that Egypt cancel the Ulbricht visit or forfeit West German aid....Israel
has rejected West Germany's offers of monetary compensation in lieu of arms.

Che New York Times.

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1965

Bonn’s Mideast Muddle

The West Germans have made an almost incredible
mess of the linked lssues of arms to Israel and rela-
tiona with Egypt. As a result, President Nasser has
been_ greatly strengthened: tensions In the already
iense Middle East heve risen; West German rela-
tions with Israel, which had improved so greatly in
cecent years, have again sunk to & low of bitterness
and anger; and Communist East Germany, Bonn's

- ensmy, achieves a triumph,

It may have been an error on Chancellor Adenauer's
part to make the $80 million arms agreement with
Israpl in 1960, but, onge made, there was no excuse
not to go through with it. Israel's perennially danger-
ous position, surrounded ms she is by Arab nations
determined to destroy her, meant that she needed
arms to sustain what Prime Minister Eshkol of Israel
yesterday called “a balance of deterrence.” However,
the arms could have been obtalned elsswhere.

Another basic error has been Bonn's persistence In
the “Hallstein Doctrine” of not dealing with any
nation that recognizes East Germany. This has proved
to be more of a nuisance in recent years than an asset,
and it has by no means been strictly honored.

President Nasser all along demanded that Germany
cease her arms shipments to Israel, but ha got no-
where until he had the bold idea of inviting East
Germany's President Ulbricht to Egypt as a state
guest. Bonn objected that this was de facto recogni-
tion and made the egregious error of trying to buy
off Mr. Nasser by halting the arms shipments to
Israel. This crude maneuver had no effect on the
Egyptians. President Ulbricht is going to Cairo any-
way, and he will get red carpet treatment.

Now Germany threatens to cut off economic sid to
Egypt if the Ulbricht visit is cerried out. Such aid
amounted to nearly 5200 million during the first five-
year plan. However, President Nasser has proved in
the past that he is allergic to dictation based on ald.

Meanwhile, supplies of Rusaian arms to Egypt and
the other Arab countries have been increasing. The
Israelis have a right to be profoundly disturbed as
well as angry by the loss of the remainder of the
arms—some §20 million worth—which they expected
from Germany.

The whola affair has been an ignominious defeat
for West Germany, but it has also raised the danger
level In the Middle East. Southeast Asia and the
Congo are not the only parts of the world where war
is poasible.

{ See other side.)



1 CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

To:

From:

515 Parg Avenue
New Yorx 22, New Yorx
Tel.: PL. 5-9316-7-8

Dage: February 17, 1965

MEMORANDUM

Members Associated in the Conference of Presidents

Yehuda Hellman

I would like to inform you that in accordance with the
decisions adopted at the last meeting of the Presidents Conference
which was held on Friday, February 12th, Dr. Joachim Prinz, Chairman

of the Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations
has issued the following statement to the press:

"We feel a sense of anguish and bitter disappointment
over reports from LDonn and Cairo that the West German government has
decided to terminate military assistance it had been extending to Israel
in accordance with Germany's clear commitments,

It is apparent that the Donn regime surrendered to
President Nasser's blackmail threat to recognize East Germany. In so
doing, the German government abandoned the grave burden it carries for
the life and liberty of those Jews who managed to ocutlive Hitler -- and
for the country of Israel which was established to give them haven.

This decision by West Germany constitutes a breach of
international morality which cannot fail but have ever widening conse-
quences, Reports from Cairo already indicate that the Egyptian dictator
has been encouraged by Germany's capitulation to intensify the blackmail
and to increase its belligerency against Israel. Thus, Germany's actiom
has endangered Israel's security and has jeopardized the fragile balance
that alone has deterred Arab aggression in the Middle Eas:.

We cannot help but contrast Germany's ignoble alacrity in
acceding to Nasser's dictates with her tenacity in resisting demands from
the free world for the withdrawal of German scientists from Cairo develop-
ing weapons of destructicn for Egypt's war machine. We are disturbed by
Germany's ready responsivenszss to the compulsion of bLlackmail and her
relative indifference to the dictates of morszlity.

We are aware of the political threats Nasser has applied
to induce Germany to abandon Israel at this hour. Dut it is exactly
this displacement of morality by diplomacy =-- this yielding of principle
to pressure ~- that condemns the West German nation in the eyes of those
who believe that the German people owe a special and as yet unredeemed
obligaticn to history and to the survivors of the Nazi holocaust.

We urge the German government and those elements in Germany
who have striven for a genuine moral rebirth of their country to recon-
gsider and reject a dishonorable course which is consonant neither with
Germany's professed new moral posture nor with indeed her own long range
interests.

We are encouraged by news only this morning that Germany



is now actively reviewing these policies and is awakening to the reali-
zation that submission to blackmail does not constitute a foreign policy.
Dut it would be tragic if this hard lesson is learned only at Israel's
expense.

We ardently hope that the last word on this matter has
not yet been heard. We urge the West German government to resume and
fulfill its pledge to Israel and to discharge its special and enduring
responsibility for the safety and secutity of the surviving victims of
Nazism. In this way, too, Germany can help safeguard the permanent
interests of the free world from those who would undermine them."



May 19, 1967

AS CHAIRMAN OF THE CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF TWENTY -ONE

MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS, I EARNESTLY EXPRESS TO

YOU OUR DEEP APPREHENSIONS AND CONCERN OVER RECENT DEVELOPMENTS
IN THE MIDDLE EAST. WE BELIEVE IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT THE ARAB TER-
RORIST ATTACKS AND HARRASSMENTS OF ISRAEL IN GROSS VIOLATION OF
INTERNATIONAL LAW BE BROUGHT TO AN END AND THAT A CLEAR DISTINC-
TION BEIWEEN THE ARAB AGGRESSOR AND THE VICTIM BE RECOGNIZED.
THE MOUNTING TENSIONS ON THE ISRAEL ARAB BORDERS MAY CONCEIVABLY
LEAD TO A MISCALCULATION WHICH COULD EMBROIL THE AREA IN A MAJOR
CONFLAGRATION THAT COULD ENDANGER PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST. WE
RESPECTFULLY REQUEST OUR GOVERNMENT TO MAKE KNOWN TO THE WORLD
NOW ITS COMMITMENT TO SAFEGUARD ISRAEL'S TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY

AND SECURITY.

RESPECTFULLY YOURS,

DR. JOACHIM PRINZ, CHAIRMAN
CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF MAJOR
AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS



June 5, 1967

(W.Y.) The following statement was issued today

by Dr. Joachim Prinz, chairman of the Conference
of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations,
representing 21 of the country's largest national
Jewish groups:

"Arab armed forced have attacked Israel -- the
inevitable culmination of 20 years of aggression
aimed at destroying the State and people of Israel.

"Our hearts are with our brethren in Israel in this
desperate hour. To them we pledra everything that

is within our power to give, to the end that peace

and justice may be restored to the Promised Land.

"Our own Govermnment has a grave responsibility in
this hour. America's vital interests in the Middle
East are at stake. To protect these interests, we
call on our Government to employ whatever means may
be necessary to support the people of Israel in
their struggle for survival.

"We stand in solidarity with them, proud of their
courage and determined that they shall live in their
own land and in peace."



STATEMENT OF AMBASSADOR GIDEON RAFAEL,
PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE OF ISRAEL,
IN THE SECURITY COUNCIL JUWE 5, 1967.

Mr. President,

I wish to draw the Council's attention to the grave news that fighting has e-
rupted en Israel's frontiers and that the Israel Defense Forces are now repelling
the Egyptian Army and Air Force. I have so far received only first reports about
the developments. From these it is evident that in the early hours of this morning
Egyptian armoured columns moved in an offensive thrust against Israel's borders. At
the same time Egyptian planes took off from airfields in Sinai and struck out toward
Israel. Egyptian artillery in the Gaza Strip shelled the Israel villages of Kissufim,
Nahal-0Oz and Ein Hashelosha and bombed Natanya and Kfar Yavetz, Israeli forces en-
gaged the Egyptians in the air and on land, and fighting is still going on.

This is a situation of utmost gravity. Though the reports in my possession are
incomplete, one thing is already clear =-- the huge armies which Egypt has concentrated
in Sinai in the last fortnight are now carrying out the order of the day of their
commander General Murtagi, who said on June 3: "The eyes of the whole world are
looking on you in your glorious war against the Israelis' aggressiveness on the soil
of your homeland, hoping to see the outcome of your holy war in vietory for the rights
of the Arab people.

"The outcome of this special moment is of historic importance for our Arab people
and its holy war for restoring the rights of the Arabs which were plundered from
them in Palestine. Reconquer the stolen land with God's help and the power of justice
and with the strength of your arms and your united faith."

The Egyptian forces met with the immediate response of the Israel Defense Forces
acting in self-defense. In accordance with Article 51 of the Charter, I bring this
development to the immediate attention of the Security Council. The Israel Minister
of Defense in a message to the Israel Defense Forces on June 5 stated, and I quote:
"Soldiers of the Israel Defense Forces! We have no aim of conquest. Our sole
objectives are to put an end to the Arab attempt to conguer our land and cut off and
suppress the blockade and the belligerence mounted against us.

"Egypt has recruited and taken command of the armed forces of Syria, Jordan and
Iraq. Military units from Kuwait to Algeria have joined them. Their numbers are
greater than ours, but we will prevail over them., We are a small but brave people.
We want peace, but we are ready to fight for our land and our lives."

I am to the best of my ability remaining in communication with my Government in
Jerusalem and I shall keep the Council informed of further developments.

Thank you, Mr. President.



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS;;,20/64

515 PARK AVENUE - « NEW YORK 22, N.Y.

Members Associated in Conference of Presidents

FROM: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed is the full text of the address made before
the Conference of Presidents on November 10, 1964 by
Mr. Nachum Shamir, Economic Minister of the State of
Israel.

Alsc enclosed is the full text of the telegram which
was sent to the German Foreign Minister, simultaneously
to Bonn and to the German Embassy in Washington. A
copy of this telegram was also sent to our State Dept.



Thank you Mr. Chairman. Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am somewhat scared to speak to so many presidents of this wonderful American
Jewry. It is my first appearance with your group. After long meditation I have
decided not to make my task too easy and read the speech, but rather try to make
it an informing talk about problems with which I am dealing.

Speaking about Israel's economy is somewhat complicated--in a way schizophrenic.
At a Bonds' meeting we praise the economy; the next day at a UJA meeting we tell
how badly money is needed; and the third day we go to Washington for help. And
when looking for investors, you can't do so without telling of the good things.

Speaking about ecomomy, I would rather start with defense. OQur problems of se-
curity, I would say, are so vital and so decisive in our lives that our whole
existence depends upon it. WNot long ago, General Clay issued a report for Pres-
ident Kennedy about developing countries, and Israel was one of the few countries
that, according to the report, have developed enough to be phased out of the
foreign aid program of the United States. But this comparison to other countries
was lacking in one major thing. If we could get military aid as the other coun-
tries, we could probably also be phased out from the foreigrn aid program. But
unfortunately, our foreign debt reached a figure of 1 billion 100 million dollars,
and a very big part of it is because of our defense expenditures. Today, a
Mirage Plane costs 15 million plus. But Kruschev said to Nasser that his arsen-
als are open to him. HNew supplies are flowing into Egypt.

One thing that really should bother us. There are some other wars in the world;
there are probably some wars in preparation. But there is only one war where the
enemy declares total annihilation as a goal. Here we are, 20 years after World
War II, when even Hitler tried to conceal his real aims toward the Jews. The
Arabs are openly declaring war--a war of total annihilation and nobody seems to
be shocked. All our neighboring countries are at war with us. Last week, Ben
Bella offered his army to fight Tschombe in the Congo and to fight the Jews in
Palestine.

We are trying to make our modest contribution to the family of nmations. We have
now some 1200 people in Africa, Asia and South America. I think our contribution
is big. Coming to our economical problems, we find our main one is promoting
exports. Our trade gap was 400 million last year, and it might be close to 500
million this year. How to overcome this problem? How can we develop our exports?

We are living in an age of clubs. The nations are also organizing clubs. Who-
ever wants to get into a club has to pay a high admission fee. OQur wages are not
the lowest, and productivity not the highest. To compete is difficult. We are
unable to develop our exports to Europe in a satisfactory way. Now the new gov-
ernment in Great Britain has imposed higher tariffs on imports. Half of our
products exported to the United Kingdom will be affected. The United States has
also quite a high protective tariff.

Qur industrial production the last year grew by 14-15%. The merchandise avail-
able for export is less than ever because the Israel market is consuming more
and more. The affluent society of Israel is one of the biggest barriers for our
exports.

What we are doing here is to promote the little merchandise and goods we have
and to try to sell it on the American market. The balance of trade with the
United States is negative for Israel. We buy here three times as much in goods

ok e



and servicesg than the United States buys in Israel., 1n manufactured goods the

We have another prob]en that we are faced with, that of the Arab boycott. 1¢ is
like walking on 2 tight rope, 71f Jou speak about it you serve their Purpose,

The more You speak the more it hurts, This is mainly Psychological warfare, To
find the Proper balance is vVery difficult ang complicated. The Arabs have sStepped
up their economic war dgainst Isrge]. This is ap Opén and vast field for activ-
ity. They are sending, daily, hundreds of letters to different firms in the hope
that they will disclose information about trade with Israel, g want you to know
that Israel buys 1/3 of the tota] export of the United States to the Near East,

In 1949, we exported 20 million dollars worth of goods. Thig was negligible,

but now that We are exporting $600 million a year, we are more éxposed to attack,

We are entering a second stage of industrial development . The first stage wasg
difficult ang ambitious., e have prepared a plan for industria] development
until 1970, we have to increase gur €xports 2% timeg to reach the 1% billion
dollar mark, We need know-how, pe have the Problem of shortage of labor. In-
stead of building industries that are absorbing a 1ot of manpower, we have to
get into industrieg that wil] utilize mechanization and automation,

And, of course, what can be done about the Arab boycott? This boycott is of a
unique character, 1¢ is forcing third parties to boyeott us, sometimes against
the American anti-trust laws. We think we should explain the Problems, the

nature, the business ang moral sides, ete. to all Chambers of Commerce all over
the United States, We could alseg Tetaliate, But should we really go thig far?

We have to build our economy for the future, Let us hope that the troubles we
have now wilj fashion us for a better future,

Thanik you.



TELEGRAM TO FOREIGN MINISTER, WEST GERMANY

We believe that your wisit to the United States presents the proper occasion
for American Jews to raise the subject of the mounting grievances of Jews every-
where over many of the current positions of your government. We are mindful

of the steps taken by West Germany to make some amends for the violence and
brutality visited upon European Jewry during the Hitler period. We hope, how-
ever, that the German government does not harbor the illusion that any one
regards these efforts at material reparation as a sufficient demonstration of

a4 new moral posture. This would be a tragic misreading both of the reparations
program and of the German responsibility after World War II. However, we find
no other explanation of current West German attitudes on such matters as the
extension of the statute of limitations, and the withdrawal of German scientists
in Egypt.

We are appalled by the recent announcement of West Germany's refusal to extend
the present statute of limitations for war crimes prosecution. Other nations,
including Belgium, East Germany, Poland and the Soviet Union, have acted to
abolish such bars to prosecution within their own jurisdictions. West Germany,
as the scene of the horror in the past and as an ally of the free world in the
present, can hardly afford to do less.

We reject the argument that all persons vulnerable to potential prosecution as
war criminals are covered by the present law. Indeed, if this were so then ex-
tending the statute of limitations at the most would be harmless. Obviously,
the statute of limitations is being retained and insisted upon only because it
will have some effect. And the only effect it can have is to immunize from
prosecution war criminals whose identity will be disclosed in the future.

Similarly, we cannot understand the inability of the Bundestag to prevent con-
tinued participation by German rocket scientists and other technicians in dev-
eloping sophisticated armaments for the United Arab Republic in Cairo. The
West German constitution prohibits preparation for aggressive war and bars the
participation of German citizens in the manufacture of weapons intended for
use in aggressive hostilities. Apparently the West German government is un-
willing publicly to acknowledge the possibility that Egypt is planning a war
of aggression against Israel. Instead West Germany would rather continue to
risk Israel's security than alienate Arab business firms.

We believe the German people owe a special, and as yet unredeemed, obligation
both to history and to those who survived the Nazi holocaust. For all of its
industrial might and political influence, West Germany cannot lay claim to a
genuine rebirth in the postwar period until it has demonstrated its clear
understanding of this obligation and its readiness to discharge it. The evi-
dent reluctance of German spokesmen to act in these areas of Jewish concern
do not enhance our confidence in the sincerity or genuineness of current
efforts toward this end.



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

5315 PARK AVENUE - « NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
iz MEMBERS ASSOCIATED IN THE CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
FROM:
YEHUDA HELLMAN Aucust 1‘?, 1964

Enclosed please find some background material in
connection with the renewed incidents on the Israel=-
Syrian border,



FROM: YEHUDA HELLMAN

SOME BACKGROUND MATERIAL IN CONMNECTION WITH RENEWED
BORDER INCIDENTS ON THE ISRAEL-SYRIAN BORDER

Israel's border with Syria has again recently become the scene
of incidents and clashas, These clashes have thei- inner logic
rooted in intra-Arab developments. The relationzhip between
Cairo and Damascus has worsened considerably-recently and it
seems that the Syrians need this active anti-Israel posture in
order to divert attention from internal strains.

There is every reason to beliecve that Nasser will continue his
pressure against Syria, particularly in view of the forthcoming
new Arab Summit Conference which will take place next months

Following please fird some background material in connection
with the Middle Eastern situation based upon reports which came
from Beirut, Lebanon, According to these reports, the central
debate in Arab politics today is between those who want to see
an Arab world united around Cairo and those who prefer a more
polycentric arrangement with several centers of local influence
and power, cooperating closely with each other but nevertheless
fully autonomous,

The Ba'th regime in Syria is for the moment the chief advocate
of this polycentric view and, as such, it has drawn upon itself
the full weight of Cairo's hostility,

The Ba'th leaders contest President Hasser's thesis that the
Egyptian revolution and its ideas must be taken as the sole
model for all the Arab states,

They argue that each revolutionary experiment in the area -
whethex Nassex's in Eqypt, the FLN's in Algeria or thalr own in
Syria - has something unique to contribute and must be: given
equal status with the others, They would like-to see a "meeting"
of Arab revolutions and an exchange and cross-fertilization of
ideas and practical experience,

They are at the moment holding out a hand of friendship to

Nasser but they have been sharply repulsed, Indeed, the propagan-
da war waged against the Ba'th regime has rarely been fiercer

and the strong suggestion is that an attempt will be made to
overthrow the Syrian Government before the next Arab Summit
Conference due to be held in Alexandria early in September,



This aim has been stated unambiguously, A4 group of Cairo-sponsored
Syrian exiles met in Beirut from July 14-18 4o set on foot a
political and military organization decicated to the destruction
of the Ba'th, They have called their ruwenment “he Arab Socialist
Union for the Syrian region, modeling it on the croganization of
the same name in the UAR,

A resolution adopted at the Conference declares that: "The Arab
Socialist Union in the Syrian region assumes as its first task
the restoration of the United Arab Republic (the union of Syria
and Egypt) by removing the secessionist Ba'thist regime," The
Conference also reaffirmed the central Nasserist credo that the
Egyptian revolution must be acceptdd as the'base and vanguard" of
the Arab revolutionary struggle everywhere and that MNasser's
uncontested leadership of the movement must be recognized,

Coordination Treaties:

Parallel to these hostile activities against Syria, Nasser has

in recent weeks been seeking to put his relations with his allies
on a more formal basis, Agreements have been concluded with the
Yemen and Iraq providing for the coordination of policies in the
political, military, economic, social, cultural and propaganda
fields, These wide-ranging "coordination treaties" stop far short
of a constitutional union, Their aim is not to creagte a single
Arab state, but to align Arab policies on Cairo which, as suggest~-
ed, is one of the constants of Nasser's political program,

To make cooxdination smoother, both Irgq and Yemen have been en=-
couraged to model themselves on the UAR's internal political and
economic organization, Thus Iraq, in mid-July, created in turn

an Arab Socialist Union as a single Government party and national=-
ized all banks, insurance companies, and leading industrial
companies, Former shareholders will be given seats on the boards
of management and a 25 per cent share of profits in cash and
social benefits,

These revolutionary and wholly unexpected measures threaten to
undermine President Aref's support among the middle elasses, It
also remains to be seen whether Iraq's small and ill-trained civil
service can cope with the task of running the country's major
economic enterprises,

These Iraqi developments are being very closely watched in Cairo,
Aref is Nasser's chief ally in Arab Asia, Mu'ch of the success- of
Egypt's present Arab policy depends on his durability, Were his
regime to be overthrown and replaced by a Government less depend-
ent on Cairo, the pattern of Arab politics would once more be
radically changed and the Ba'th in Syria would breathe more freely,

August 17, 1964



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS
515 Park AVENUE
New York 22, New York

Date:  june 19, 1964

MEMORANDUM

To: jembers Associated in the Conference of Presidents,

srom; Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find the full text of Lewis H. Weinstein's letter
to Mr, Phillips Talbot, Assistant Secretary of State,

As you recall, this letter was sent in accordance with the decision
adopted by the meeting of the Presidents! Conference which took
place on June 16, 1964,

lease note that we had decided that this letter should be
considered as an internal document and should not be given to the
press at the present time,

Y¥H :md
Enc:2




June 18, 1964

Mr, Phillips Talbot
Assistant Secrstary of State
Department of State
Washington, D, C,

My dear Mr, Talbot:

It was a pleasure to meet with you on Tuesday,
and I deeply appreciate your frank and enlightening
comments on current developments in our country's
Near East policy,

At a meeting with my colleagues in the Conference
of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations,
I reported your impression of Premier Eshkol's visit,
including your description of the warmth of the
personal rapport. We are all deeply gratified that
the meetings between President Johnson and the Premier
advanced not only the cause of American-Israel friend-
ship but the prospects for peace in the region as well,

We also discussed the details of the International
lionetary Fund loan to Egypt, and I must tell you frankly
that all of us have strong doubts and reservations about
economic aid to Egypt as long as that country openly
calls for the liquidation of Israel and uses its fozreign
exchange to pay for missiles and to acquire new and
dangerous weapons, It is our understanding that there
may soon be additional loans to Egypt by our own
Government, You will recall that last fall Congress
adopted an amendment to the Foreign Assistance Act
calling on the Administration to bar economic assistance
to countries preparing for aggression, Obviously, it
is the responsibility of the Administration to make its
own determination as to whether Nasser's threats are
to be regarded as preparations for aggression
disqualifying him from further assistance from our
country, but certainly there is evidence to support
any such determination,
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All of us would like to see a rise of living standards
in Egypt and we are fully sympathetic with projects de-
signed for that purpose, It has seemed to us, therefore,
that if our Government is to continue assistance to Egypt,
it must make every possible effort to persuade Egypt to
discontinue the acquisition of weapons and to call a
halt to the frightening arms race which burdens the
economies of all the peoples of the region and which
menaces their security and survival,

The leadership of our Conference has also been
devoting a great deal of its concern to the problem of
the German scientists who are now in Egypt. It is clear
that Egypt is squandering substantial funds to finance
these "free-booters" (to use the phrase which you
employed during our talk) who are contributing to Nasser's
military might, bolstering his aggressive posture and
expanding his capacity to carry out his threats,

Mot only as friends of Israel - but as American
citizens and taxpayers - we cannot be reconciled to the
fact that we may thus be contributing to this murderous
enterprise,

My associates were pleased to learn that you have
agreed to meet with our Conference for a full discussion
of the issues that concern usy including those that we
touched upon in our Tuesday talk, We hope that this can
be arranged for early September and we look forward to
seeing you at that time,

Sincerely yours,

——
s, 5
R P .

-

Lewis H, Weinstein
Chairman,
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MEMORANDUM

Date_ August 27, 1963

From_____Gunther Lawrence

To __Rabbi Jay Kaufman

Copy for information of

Subject j Presidents Conference -- meeting on |srael, August 26th.

pa——y

The meeting dealt primarily with a personal assessment by
Ambassador Michael Comay of the current UN discussion on the
Syria-lsrael complaints in the Security Council.

The Ambassador immediately dismissed the Jordanian incident
as being in no way connected with the problems involvin
Syria. At the most, it could be blamed on Jordanian su?diers
who are influenced by Nasser policies. Both countries - each
for its own reasons - consider this an unwelcome incident and
are trying to calm it down.

The entire Syria-lsrael debate at the UN centers around the
Bull Report which has just been delivered today and will be
studied by the governments tomorrow, since the Security
Council meeting has been postponed until Wednesday to give
them a chance to digest the Report. The Ambassador expects
the Bull Report not to come to any conclusion, since he him-
self will stress that this is not the role of the general,
to condemn any particular government. Second, the evidence
will lean in favor of Israel's charge against the Syrians,
although the document will not contain a concrete verdict in
favor of Israel.

The Report (purported to be 50 pages long) will also be
weighted down with a history of other border incidents and
kidnappings.

If a government wants to exadexthexpRExxxoAx avoid taking a
position on this Security Council discussion, it could find
some items in the Report to support such a tactic. Most of
the nations are waiting for the United States reaction to the
Report, which Ambassador Comay indicated was favorably dis-
posed towards Israel, but open until they have studied the
Report.



Rabbi Jay Kaufman -2- August 27, 1963

Ambassador Comay indicated that this time the United States

will not shirk its duty and will arrive at some clear-cut
course of action.

An interesting side-light was the Ambassadors' political-
analyst-type speculation on the current Russian attitude,

He said that for the first time he got the impression that

the Soviet Union will not offer the Arabs the carte blanche
veto they have given them in the previous Council discussions.
He believes that this is based on factors such as the general
global situation relating to Soviet-Chinese-American relations
and possibly some anti-Communist governments in |raq and Syria.

He concluded by saying that the Israel government already
feels that it has made a positive public relations gain by
presenting this to the UN Security Council and that Israel
was forced to put this before the Council in light of the
seriousness of the situation. Beyond this he would not
speculate.

Thank you.



MEMORANDUM

Date November 20, 1963

Barlier today, I attended an emergency meeting of the Presidents' Group at

515 Park Avenue. The meeting was called by Label Katz and the speaker was

Golda Meir., Mrs. Meir was anxious to inform the group about disturbing develop-
ments in the United Nations, where, earlier this morning, the American representa-
tive (Plimton) submitted a United States Resolution in connection with the Arab ref-
ugBes. The resolution was most W to Isrsel.

Mrs, Meir spent an hour reviewing talks that had been going on between Israel
and the United States for half a year. In the light of these talks, Israel
felt puﬂrﬂuppoiutd.mnhﬁoﬂmtaffuhugw,hrth-
developments of this morning at the U.N.

T doubt whether describing the details of her talk will be necessary for this memo,
especielly sinse the up-shot in the discussion that followsd her talk did not
ludtquntiunntmmmlmimﬂdnﬂﬂthuﬁmmthrh
make protest, in the name of the Presidents® Group, to President Kennady or the
State Department.

The-4impression-I-have-da-thet The next meeting of the Presidents’ Group will
take place on December 3WK ).
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Tel.: PL 5-1820

CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PARK AVENUE + NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
Cable Address: COJOGRA

September 16, 1963

Rabbi Jay Kaufman

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York 21, New York

Dear Jay:

This is most probably the worst time of the year to write to
you, however, I would like to refer to your report to the Con-
ference on September 25th. On re-reading the recommendations
of the Committee on Structure and Scope, I recall that there
was unanimous opinion on the part of the committee members that
the Presidents Conference should, from time to time, put on its
agenda non-political problems...a sort of "people to people'
program. I think it was Isaiah Minkoff who advanced this pro-
posal, and I believe it would be of value if you would mention'
it in your report on the 25th of September.

By the way, as you can see from the memorandum of September 13,
Mrs. Golda Meir is also going to speak that day. I will let
you know as soon as possible whether you will be scheduled to
speak in the worning or in the afternoon. This depends on Mrs.
Meir's schedule at the United Nations.

Although the Union is not a member of COJO, I am enclosing for
your information a memorandum which contains a report on the
recent meeting of COJO in Gemeva. You will find of particular
interest the section dealing with the work of COJO in connection
with the Ecumenical Council and also those paragraphs which deal
with Jewish education.

L'SHANA TOVA!

Cordially, \_\

Yehuda Hellman
Executive Director

YH: dm
encl.



TEL: PL 5-1820

CABLE ApprEss: COJOGRA

WORLD CONFERENCE OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK 22, N. Y.
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Participating Urganisglions:
AMERICAN JEWISH CONGRESS
B'NAI B'RITH
BOARD GF %UTIE-‘B oF

BRITISH JE
CANADIAN JEWISH CONGRESS
NSEIL REPRESENTATIF DES
':?1.51!-'3 DE FRANCE (C.RLF.)
DELEGﬁﬂﬂN DE ﬁs% CIONES
[ TINAS

AUS R.&LI# EWR'!'
JEWISH MBDR {JGHHIT'I'IE

'EUU"I'H AFRICAN
RD OF DEF IF."‘:

“GRLD JEWISH CONGRESS

Obagrver:
JEWISH AGENCY FOR ISRAEL

FROM:

TO:

August 28, 1963

¥ehuda Hellman

Organizations associated with the World Conference
of Jewish Organizations

Enclosed please find the minutes of the meeting of the World Conference
of Jewish Organizations which took place in Genewva on August 14, 1963.
These minutes also include the decisions which were adopted by the
Presidium of the World Council on Jewish Education and the resolution
which was adopted under the name of "Basis of Crganization'" which
should be regarded as a recommendation to member organizations and also
the full text of the resolution which was adopted by the delegates in
connection with the Franz Maurer case.
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CABLE ADDRESs: COJOGRA

WORLD CONFERENCE OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK 22, N. Y.

Participating Urpanisciion
AMERICAN TEWISH CONGRESS
B'NAI B'RITH
BOARD OF DEPUTIES OF

BRITISH JEWS
CANADIAN JEWISH CGHGRE%
NSEIL REPRESENTATIF D
{:?IUIFS DE FRANCE (C.R.LF.)

DELEGACION DE ASOCIACIONES
I%RAE,LI AS ARGENTINAS
(DALA)

TIVE COUNCIL OF
Eﬁ%lrﬂﬁﬂ JEWRY

JEWISH LABOR COMMITTEE

AFRICAN JEWISH
SCOARD OF DEPUTTES

WORLD JEWISH CONGRESS

Observer:
JEWISH AGENCY FOR ISRAEL

August 29, 1963

Summary of the Minutes of the Meeting of the
World Conference of Jewish Organizations (COJO)
which took place in Geneva on August 14, 1963

In opening the meeting, Dr. Nahum Goldmann delivered a brief review
of anti-Jewish propaganda financed by Arabs in Latin America. He
informed the meeting that the Jewish community is watching this
situation closely. He alsec informed the delegates that the conference
dealing with the problem of Soviet Jewry would be shortly convened

in South America and that this conference would be patterned after

the Paris conference which took place three years ago.

Dr. Goldmann then announced that the agenda of the meeting would include

the following points:

1) a report on our work in connection with the Ecumenical Council, and

2) organizational problems.

Dr. Goldmann informed the delegates that simultaneous with this meeting

a meeting of the Presidium of the Temporary World Council on Jewish
Education would be held in Geneva. He welcomed Mr. Philip Lown,
president of the American Association for Jewish Education as a guest
of this meeting, particularly as bir. Lown had come especially from
New York to attend these deliberations at Geneva. He also welcomed
Rabbi Joseph Lookstein who was elected together with Mr. Lown to
represent the United States Jewish community at the Presidium of the
World Council of Jewish Education. He thanked both gentlemen for
having made this special effort in order to attend.

Dr. Goldmann announced that Mr. Zvi Lurie, member of the Executive of
the Jewish Agency in Jerusalem, Dr, S. Levenberg of London and Dr. M.

Avidor of Jerusalem would attend this meeting as obserwrs on behalf of

the Jewish Agency.

Dr. Goldmann then called on Dr. Gerhard Riegner to give his report on
the Ecumenical Council.
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Dr. Reigner observed that Pope John had become an international symbol
and the interest of the world had focused upon his personality. No one
could have foreseen what course the Church was to follow after his
death. However, informed sources insisted that the process of adapt-
ation initiated, to a great extent, under Pope John's leadership,

would not be interrupted, The forces set in motion in the Catholic
world were so strong that apparently it had become impossible to reverse
the process.

Dr. Reigner continued that it was his feeling that this opinion would
prove to be correct. Pope Paul, though a different personality, is
following the line which the late Pope had initiated. Although Pope
Paul is much more of a politician and has much deeper roots in the
previous period of the Church (he worked closely with Pope Pius), his
present policies are based on the current climate of opinion in the
Church.

Dr. Reigner delivered a detailed report about the work being done in
preparation for the second Ecumenical Council which will convene at

the end of September. He went on to note that C0OJO had approached
church leaders in over 30 countries throughout the world. He commented
that "we have undertaken a great task and we have done tremendous

work and are proud of it.'" He added that there are however still many
factors which will influence the final decision of the Council which

we cannot predict. As an example of possible, unforseeable influences,
he mentioned the forthcoming productions of the new Hochut play.

Or. Reigner went on to say that pressures were exerted to issue state=
ments concerning the play. However, "we have refused." He felt that
one had to have a positive outlook although one could not predict with
certainty the outcome of the forthcoming sessions of tae Council, as
far as a positive result affecting Jews was concerned. Mr. Ehrlich
then commented that it was important that if a document be adopted to
deal with Jews then this document should be within the scheme of
Ecumenism and not the Vatican. (Which means that the same dignity be
accorded to Jews as to all other non-Catholic religions.) He went on
to say that as a whole, the climate and atmosphere had changed for the
better. For example, after Father Weigel made his declaration in

the United States to the effect that no statement would be made on the
subject of the Jews at the Ecumenical Council because of Arab pressure,
the office of Cardinal Bea immediately announced that Father Weigel
was incorrect and that Weigel was not empowered to make any statements
in connection with the Ecumenical Council.

Dr. Ehrlich reported that he had spoken to Cardinal Bea in connection
with t he Hochut play and that the Cardinal did not display too much
concern on this matter. The Cardinal was glad that the Israelis would
not produce the play within the next few months, or during the time when
the voting at the Council will take place. Dr., Ehrlich concluded that
our attitude should be that we have nothing to do with the play.

Sir Barnett Janner stated that other sections of the Christian community
are disturbed about the play and are trying to prevent its production.
He expressed the opinion that the Jewish community should try to play
the matter down,



Mr. Benjamin Tabachinsky (Jewish Labor Committee), Dr. Levenberg
{(London, Jewish Agency)and Dr. Nahum Goldmann disagreed with

Sir Barnett Janner, and their opinions, in summary, were that the
play was not written by a Jew, and that its general content was

not the responsibility of the Jewish community, and that the Jewish
community should not act as a censor for the theatre nor react

to this play in one way or another. Dr. Goldmann added that it

was to be assumed that some people would ''put pressure" on Billy
Rose not to produce the play in New York but that even if he does
not produce it, somecne else would because of the play's tremendous
impact. However, he went on, this situation does not call for any
official action by the Jewish community er by COJO.

The discussion was concluded and Dr. Reigner and Dr. Ehrlich were
requested to continue their work at the Vatican in the spirit of
the memorandum submitted by COJO.

ORGANIZATIONAL PROBLEMS

Dr. Goldmann asked Mr. Hellman to comment on the various proposals
submitted regarding the reorganization of COJO, DMNr. Hellman
reviewed the essentials of a proposal received from the Executive
Council of Australian Jewry and the amendment submitted by the
Board of Deputies of British Jews. BMr. Hellman pointed out that
the proposals basically underlined one essential point: that when
a situation arises effecting an internal situation in a given
community, C0JO should not adopt any specific course of action
without the consent of the representative organization of that
Jewish community. If such a representative organization is not
affiliated with COJO, then its point of view should be expressed
through a member organizaticn of COJO to which that community is
affiliated, Mr, Hellman said that he felt that the time had come
for COJO to improve its present vague working rules and regulations.

Dr. Goldmann then commented that although there was no constitution
or formal rules and regulations, it was clear that all those who
originally joined COJO did so on the basis of the unanimity rule,
This matter, in terms of COJO's past history, should not be obscured.

Mr. Eliezer Argov proposed that a committee be appointed which could
prepare one document containing all points of view.

Mr, Katz stated that in his opinion the discussion was an indication
of the progress that had been made by C0OJO. The real problem before
the membership was how it could organize into a more formal body.
Mr. Katz suggested that a criteria for membership be evolved which
would take into account the factor of intermational and national
organizations and their eligibility for membership in COJO. He
underlined the fact that the 3'mai B'rith endorses the concept of
CO0JO and of unity in the Jewish world.
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l.r. Abbey (Canadian Jewish Congress) commented that if the question
of criteria of membership was introduced into the debate, it would
be essential that the delegates be given the opportunity to again
discuss these matters with their respective organizations. Dr. Roth
and Mr. Bloch suggested that a committee be appointed as suggested
by Mr. Argov.

br. Paul Jacob (B'nai B'rith - Europe) emphasized that he would have
to discuss these matters within his own organization first and he
doubted whether this was an appropriate time to appoint a subcommitte

Mr. Bloch, in reply, stated that the whole matter coulc be simplifier
if all organizations would be presented with on= single text for the
consideration.

The following committee was appointed by Dr. Goldmann to study

the various proposals and to work out a draft for the consideration
of the members of COJO: Mr. Arnold Bloch, Chairman (Executive Council
of Australian Jewry); Mr. Benjamin Tabachinsky (Jewish Labor
Committee); hr. A.G. Brotman (Board of Deputies of 3ritish Jews);

Dr. S. Roth (World Jewish Congress); Mr. Hayim Pinner (B'nai 3'rith;
and Dr. I. Goldenberg (DAIA).

Dr. Goldmann then stated that the problem being discussed was of
particular importance to the World Jewish Congress. In the event
that COJO should decide to become a functioning organization the
World Jewish Congress would be confronted with the question of "to
be or not 1o be." (The other organizations such as B'mai B'rith

or the Labor Committee would not be affected.) On the other hand,
Dr. Goldmann pointed out that even as a non-functioning body,

COJO should increase its coordinating functions. There was no
reason why there should not be a permanent coordinating group in
America and England. There is no reason why closer coordination
cannot be established, for example, between the Board of Deputies,
the B'nai B'rith and the World Jewish Congress in England. Dr.
Goldmann also mentioned the problem of the budget which he said
should be provided by all members of COJO. The Commission which is
being appointed now should discuss the future of COJO in the light
of these questions. Dr. Goldmann concluded that Mr. Katz was correct
in emphasizing that the whole problem of membership must be discusser
The morning session was then adjourned,

AFTERNOOM SESSION:

bMr. Katz announced the decisions adopted by the Presidium of the
World Council on Jewish Education as follows:

THE PROVISIONAL WORLD COUNCIL ON JEWISH EDUCATION

1. The Presidium of the Provisional World Council on Jewish
Education met at Geneva on August 14, 1963, 5ix members attended:
Dr. N. Goldmann, Sir Barnett Janner, Mr. Label Katz, Rabbi J. Lockst
Mr. Philip Lown and Dr. V. Meodiano. Mr. Moshe Sharett, the seventh
member, was unable to attend. Dr., Moshe Avidor, Coordinator of the
Council and Mr. Yehuda Hellman; Secretary to the Presidium; also
participated at the meeting.

2s The Presidium decided to complete the nomination of the first
35 members of the Provisional Council by the end of October.
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Thereafter, it could proceed to nominate up to 15 additional
members, with a view to balancing the composition of the Council
regarding educators and lay leaders as well as the various trends
of Jewish education and thought.

3. The Presidium will proceed to set up an Advisory Board of
Educators to advise the Provisional Council and ultimately the
Permanent Council on all matters of educational policy, programming,
etc. 4An effort will be made to have a report of this committee
available for the March Council meeting.

4. The Presidium decided to seek the services of a suitably
qualified Director for the World Council of Jewish Education.

5 The Presidium decided, in accordance with the resolutions

of the New York, March 5, 1963 meeting, to establish a Jewish
Education Clearing House in Jerusalem for assembling and
disseminating educational information. The first Clearing House

is being inaugurated in Jerusalem for practical reasons; preparations
will be started for opening such Clearing Houses in Europe (Paris)
and elsewhere in 1964,

6. Steps will be initiated for the publication of a Jewish
educational yearbook, and progress reports on the work of the
Clearing House will be distributed periodically.

Ta A meeting of the World Provisional Council on Jewish
Education will be convened at Brussels on March 11-12, 1964, At
this meeting a program of activities and budget will be adopted

by the Council for a two year period -- from the Summer of 1964
through the Summer of 1966, at which time a second World Conference
on Jewish Education will meet. The March 1964 meeting will also
have to decide on the structural organization of the Council for
the years 1964-66,

8, The Presidium decided to ask the organizations and communities
participating in the Provisional World Council on Jewish Education

to contribute their share towards the required expenditure for the
proposed activities until March 1964 as well as for convening the
Council in March 1964,

9. It is estimated that the Council's budget for 1964 will
amount to at least 100,000 dellars, and various Jewish organizations
indicated their willingness to contribute towards this budget.

10. The Presidium has taken note of the seriousness of the
problem of teachers in the field of Jewish education and believes
that this issue should be given priority in the work of the World
Council on Jewish Education.

11, The Presidium subsequently consulted with members of the
Provisional Council attending the COJO meeting at an informal
meeting and took note of their opinions and proposals.

Geneva, August 15, 1963
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tMr. Katz then noted that since Mr. Shazar had assumed the Presidency
of Israel, Mr. Moshe Sharett was elected to succeed him as a

member of the Presicium. Three additional members, Dr. V, Modiano
of France, Mr. Philip Lown and Rabbi Joseph Lookstein of Amexrica,
had also been appointed. Mr, Katz announced that the next meeting
of the World Council would take place in Brussels on the 1lth and
12th of March, following the March 9th and 10th meetings of COJO.

Mr. Tabachinsky then stated that he was not satisfied with *he
resolutions adopted. He believed it was impossible to discuss

the problem of Jewish education today withecut a.s0 insuring that
adequate funds be mvailable. He suggested that a one hund-ed
million dollar fund be established to be made available on a ten
vear basis at ten million dollars per year. He concluded that
without such a fund, it would be impossible to cope with the problem
of the shortage of Jewish teachers.

Mr. Katz then called on Mr. Arnold Bloch to present the proposals
of his committee in connection with the reorgarnization of COJO,
hr, Bloch's report was as follows:

The meeting of COJO held in Geneva on the 14th of August 1963 -

I. Recommends to members the approval of the following basis of
organization.

BASIS OF ORGAMIZATION

A, COJO is a voluntary association of representative bodies
meeting for consultation and, if need be, for joint action under
which members' independence and freedom of action is fully reserved,
its members are as follows:

American Jewish Congress

B'nai B'rith

Board of Deputies of British Jews

Canadian Jewish Congress

Conseil Representatif des Juifs de France
Delegacion de Asociaciones Israelitas Argentinas
Executive Council of Australian Jewry

Jewish Labor Committee

South African Jewish Board of Deputies

World Jewish Congress

Be In a country where an overall representative organisation
exists only that organisation will be eligible for membership in C0OJO.

The following present national members of COJO are accepted
as overall representative organisations in respect of their national
communities:
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British Board of Deputies

Canadian Jewish Congress

Conseil representatif des Juifs de France
Executive Council of Australian Jewry

South African Jewish Board of Deputies
Delegacion de Asociaciones Israelitas Argentinas

from the adoption of this Basis of Organisation decisions
all be made on the following bases:

Each member shall have one vote

The Chairman shall have no casting vote and if voting is
equal the resolution shall be considered lost.
Hesolutions shall be adopted by majority vote but any
dissentient member may declare within a reasonable time
that it reserves its freedom on the subject of the resolui:
and in that event that member shall not be bound by the
resolution.

No resolution may be adopted which specificglly affects
the Jews of any country in which there is an overall
representative organisation if, after debate, that
organisation dissents from the resolutien. Such dissent
may enly be expressed if the organisation is not itself
a member of COJO, by a member of COJO to which the
organisation is affiliated or if it is not so affiliated,
by a member of COJO which it authorises to act on its
behalf.

D. C0OJO shall be maintained by the contributions of its members.

h contributions shall be assessed only by agreement, and

shall be based upon the resources of the respective organisations,

and where
the member

these are overall Jewish representative organisations,
s and resources of the Communities represented.

11. Requests that the basis of organisation be formally adoped
at the next meeting of COJO.

III. Requests that any proposed amendments be submitted to the
Secretariat for circulation not later than the 31lst of December, 196:

I‘J. EES

olves that the Presidium establish a special committee

to consider the problems involved in the formulation of a constitutic
consistent with the above basis of organisation, including the quest:

of admissi
report to

on of new members, and that the Committee present its
a later meeting.



=H=

In the debate that followed, Mr, Katz, Dr. Goldmann, Dr. Levenberg,
Mr. Bloch, Mr, Teff, Dr. Roth, Mr, Monroe, Dr, Jacob, Dr,. Reigner,
Sir Barnett Janner, Dr. Perlzweig, Lady Janner, Lady Reading,

Mr. Linton and Counselor Moss discussed the above resolution and
agreed that paragraph 3D was not adequately phrased and the debate
centered on the best possible rephrasing of paragraph 3D.

Sir Barnett Janner then moved for the following amendment to
paragraph 3D:

No resolution may be adopted which specifically effects the
Jews of any country in which there is an overall organization,
if after dsbate, that organization dissents from the
resolution. Such dissent may also be expressed if the or=-
ganization is not itself a member of COJO, by a member of (MJO
to which the organization is affiliated, If it is not so af=-
filiated, and COJO deems it necessary then COJO may call upon
it to do so either through its direct representatives or by

a member of COJO which acts on its behalf,

The delegates then voted unanimously to accept the amended document,
It was recommended that the delegates present the proposals in a
favorable light and that a final resolution be adopted at the next
meeting of COJO to be held in Europe in March.

Mr, Tabachinsky informed the delegates that he was proceeding to Vienna
in order to review the Maurer case with the Austrian authorities, A
subcommittee was appointed headed by Mr, Tabachinsky and composed also
of Mr. Brotman and Dr. Perlzweig which formulated the following
resolution which was subsequently made public by COJO:

The World Conference of Jewish Organizations, couposed of
Jewish representative bodies from all parts of the world, at
its meeting in Geneva, noted with distress and astonishment
the acquittal of Franz Maurer by an Austrian Court of First
Instance, of the charge of participation in the murder of tens
of thousands of Jews in Vilna and other localities in Peland.

This amazing verdict was arrived at in the face of the sworn
testimony of first hand witnesses from many parts of the world
who were survivors of these mass murders,

The reaction of world opinion to this conspicuocus affront to

the principles of justice has already begun to express itself
in public demonstrations in the cities of many countries, in-
cluding Austria itself,

The Conference, taking into account that notice of appeal has
been given by the prosecution, expressed the hope that the
judicial authorities in Austria would ensure that justice
should prevail,

The Conference, expressing the anxiety of enlightened public
opinion, which is disturbed by repeated manifestations of a
surprising Nazi mentality in Austria, urged on the authorities
of the Republic of Austria to exercise all their powers to

eradicate this ewvil.
HERRREBRRERRGRE
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: CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

s 515 PARK AVENUE + NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
Tel.: PL 5-1820 Cable Address: COJOGRA

July 10, 1963 |

To: Members Assoclated in the Conference of Presidents

From: Yehuda Hellman

In view of the fact that the June 20th meeting of

the Conference of Fresidents, in which Mr. Harlan
Cleveland, Assistant Secretary for International
Organization Affairs, and Mr. William Crawford,
Officer-in-Charge of Lebanon Isreal Affalrs, particl-
pated, was intended as an of f -the-record meetlng,

we are not going to send out minutes of this meeting.

However, a comprehensive report on the proceedings

is avalilable in the Conference of Preslidents filles.
In case you would want a copy, please let us know and
we will be glad to forward this material to you.

This is again to remind you that the next meetling
of the Conference of Presidents 1s going to take
place on September 25. More detalls concerning
this meeting will be forwarded to you at a later
date.

YH:ca
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July 5, 1963

To: Members #Assoclated in the Conference of Presidents
From: Yehuda Hellman

This is to inform you that the next regular meeting
of the Conference of Presldents of MaJor Amerlcan
Jewlish Organlzations will take place on September 25.

We are writing to you well ahead of time because this
meeting is belng planned as a full-cday session. The
morning session will begin at 10:30 A.M. This will
be followed by a luncheon meeting, and then there will
be an afternoon session which we hope will be over by
approximately 4:30 P.M,

This full-day sesslion 13 going to be devoted to a com-
prehensive discussion of matters of pollecy, 1in connec-

tlion with American-Israel relations, and offieials of

the State Department will participate., A full session

will also be devoted to internal problems of the Conference,

A much more detalled agenda willl be forwarded to you at
a later date. We Jjust would like to make sure that you
block off thls date on your calendar upon recelpt of
this memorandum,

YH:es
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September 4, 1963
To: Members Associated in the Conference of Presidents
From: Yehuda Hellwan

Below is a short summary of the minutes of the Presidents Conference
which took place on August 26th and dealt with the recent incursioms
by Syria into Israel territory.

Rabbi Miller copened the meeting and thanked all those present for
having found it possible to attend this meeting on such short notice
in view of the fact that telephone invitations were issued earlier
in the morning. Rabbi Miller then introduced Ambassador Michael Coma
who addressed himself first to the exchange of fire which occured on
the morning of August 25th in the Jerusalem area.

Mr. Comay stated that "the Jerusalem flare-up was unexpected; it is
unclear why it happened. We are inclined to play down its signifi-
cance, to regard it as almost accidental and without political sig-
nificance. It may possibly have been perpetrated by a Nassexr or
Syrian provacateur. It is unlikely that this was Amman policy. On
the contrary, this is probably umwelcome to Joxrdan. There has been
no renewal cf shooting in two days. Israel and Joxrdan have both
lodged complaints and asked for an emergency meeting of the Mixed
Armistice Commission. A subcommittee made arrangements for an in-
vestigation. The prospect is that Israel and Jordan will unoffi-
cially agree that it should not be played up; neither side will in-
sist on a verdict. This is not to be tied up with the Syrian in-
cident.

Turning to the incidents at Almagor, Mr. Comay in reply to questions
posed memberz >f the Conference, made the following observations:
No one can tell what position the Soviet Uuion will take; there are
factors which may have affected the Russian position (the Moscow
Treaty. the Sino-Soviet difficulties, the fact that Russian in-
fluence in the Middle Fast has declined in the past year.) All of
these factors have to be taken into account. srael's concern now
ig what the United States will do. Israel is agkinz the Secuxrity
Council to condewmr: Syria and to demand that Syria cease 1lts vieola-
tions of the Armistic Agreement,

The Bull report, to be distributed later today, will deal with a
vevicty of points. Almagor is the pain issue for Israel; it will be
a test of the Security Council  Bull will nof say that Syria is
recponsible. He can only transmit the statements of Iszael wit-
nesecs and the corraborating evidence found by Ualted Nations cb-
servers. Genercl Bull's responsibility is on { to transmlt a state-
ment of fact. It is up to the Secuzity Council to judge, and it is
up to the United States to take the lead. The repert will also
probebly deal with the recent kiduappings, the Mixed Armistice Com-
misgion, et cetexa.



‘With reference to Mixed Armistice Comwission, Israel has been out
of it since 1951 on the grounds that Syria has nothing to do with
the demilitarized zone in Israel. There has been pressure on Is-
rael to return., The United Nations has also demanded the right of
its inspectors to move freely around the border. Israel has not
agreed for security reasons. (An Israeli officer must accompany
U.N. personnel.)

It is unlikely that the Bull report will corroborate the Syrian
complaint against Israel,

Israel will make an effort to steer clear of all but the main issu’
--Almagor. Syria will try evervthing possible to focus on the de.
militarized zone, the Mixed Armistice Commission, etc.

Although Bull will most probably not attempt to fix the blame on
Syrians (and this is not his job), the dry evidence will make a
very strong impression and leave little room for any but the
Israel explanation.

e R S e

Rabbi Miller thanked Ambassador Comay for spending as much time wi’
the Conference as he did despite nis heavy commitments at the
United Nationms. Rabbi Miller then announced that the next -
meeting of the Presidents Conference would be held on September 27.
at 10:30 A.M. The meeting will last for several hours. The
agenda will include the report of the Committee on Structure and
Scope of the Presidents Conference.

tEFEEtEFEELEEE D
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September 5, 1963

TO: Members Associated in the Conference of Presidents of Major
American Jewish Organizations

FROM: Yehuda Hellman, Executive Director

We are forwarding to you under separate cover a short summary of the
minutes of the emergency meeting of the Conference of Presidents which took
place on August 26th and was devoted to the Syrian-Israeli border conflict,

The following is a summary of the proceedings at the Security Council
of the United Nations dealing with the Israeli complaint before the
Security Council regarding the murder of two Israeli citizens at Almagor
on August 19th 1963 and the Syrian counter-complaint.

Israel's Permanent Representative to the United Nations, Ambassador
Michael Comay presented Israel's complaint to the Security Council at the
United Nations and the Security Council requested General Bull, Chief of
Staff of the United Nations Truce Supervision Organization to make an
on-the-spot investigation and to present a report to the Council on the
Israeli charges and the Syrian counter-charges. General Bull submitted

a detailed document establishing the pertinent facts involved. The
report does not condemn either party but rather leaves the members of the
Security Council to draw their own conclusions.

The following draft resclution was consequently presented on August 28 to
members of the Security Council by two of its permanent members, the
United States and the United Kingdom:

DRAFT RESOLUTION: UNITED STATES, UNITED KINGDOM

The Security Council,

Having heard the statements of the Representatives of Israel and the
Syrian Arab Republic,

Taking into consideration the report of the Secretary General dated
24 August 1963,

l. Condemns the wanton murder at Almagor in Israel territory of two
Israel citizens on 19 August 1963;

2. Calls the attention of the Syrian Arab Republiec to evidence in the
Secretary General's report to the effect that those responsible for the
killings appear to have been an armed group who entered Israel territory
from the direction of the Jordan River and afterwards left in the same
direction;
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3. MNotes with satisfaction t hat the report of the Secretary General
indicates that, although there was an exchange of fire, t here was no
substantial show of force in the Demilitarized Zone on 20 August 1963;

4, Appeals to the parties to cooperate in the early exchange of prisoners
in accordance with the suggestion contained in paragraph 49 of the
Secretary General's report;

5. Notes from the report of the Secretary General that the Chief of
Staff of United Nations Truce Supervision Organization has proposed to the
parties concerned certain measures to alleviate tension and restore
tranquility in the area;

6. Calls upon the parties to offer to the Chief of Staff all possible
cooperation in the pursuit of this end in conformity with the General
Armistice Aogreement;

7. Requests the Secretary General to report to the Security Council by
December 31, 1963 on the progress made in regaxd to the measures proposed

by the Chief of Staff.
# w

After introducing the above resolution, Ambassador Stevenson tock the
floor and made the following statement:

The first order of business for us today is to consider Israel's complaint
regarding the wanton murder of two of its citizens. The picture of two
innocent farmers, murdered in cold blood by a raiding party which struck
them down at work in their fields must distress us all.

We can sympathize with t he sense of outrage felt by the people of Israel,
especially since this slaughter follows so close upon the Syrian abduction
of three Israeli subjects, including two young girls, who were boating on
Lake Tiberias. The United States deeply deplores these incidents.

The evidence cited in the report of the United Nations Truce Supervision
Organization is admittedly circumstantial, but its implications are clear
enough. The testimony of the survivor of the attack who saw the uniformed
men shooting down his companions; the tracks which the U.N, offiecials
found leading to the scene of the crime and continuing in the direction of
Syria, the spent bullets, cartridge cases, and grenade fragments found in
the vieinity of the attack: and the departure afterwards in the same .
direction, all add up to a clear picture which permits objective observers
to draw the same conclusions about the origin of the attack,

Also we have before us a Syrian counter-complaint about incidents of
August 20, 1963, which the UN investigation has not corroborated.

As the Security Council is well aware, these incidents are the latest in a
long history of unrest and bloodshed on these frontiers.

Difficulties on the Syrian-Israeli frontiers have broken out periodically
ever since the signing of the General Armistice Agreement back in 1948,
Indeed this Council has devoted nearly 200 sessions -- one fifth of all its
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meetings -- to this subject. The nature of the alleged violations of the
agreement varies somewhat from time to time; but the fundamental cause of
the difficulties remains the same; it springs from the failure of the two
parties to live in peaceful -- if armed -- truce in accordance with the
armistice agreement. This failure is at the cost -- now as in the past --
of human lives lost and continuing threats to peaces Although we find
ourselves back in session again on the same general issue, I would like to
emphasize that the United States does not consider either past or present
efforts of tnis Council to be in vain. Above all, we wish to state that

we consider any other remedy for these difficulties than resort to the
United Nations to be dangerous to peace and intolerable to the internationa.
community. In the present connection, we believe there are some hopeful
signs. During the debate in the Security Council on the Tiberias incident
in the spring of 1962, the United States Hepresentative stressed repeatedly
the necessity for shunning direct unilateral action in the face of provoc-
ation and for appealing to this body to cope with threats to the peace.

We are gratified to note that these new complaints have been brought to the
Security Council.

Of course, we also continue to believe that fuller recourse should be had
to United Nations machinery provided locally for dealing with such complairn

Now that the Council has been s ummoned to act, it must accept its responsi-
bilities and act with courage and wisdom in the light of the best evidence
available to it. For us the course which this body should follow is clear.
In all justice and in the interests of law and order in international
affairs, we believe this reprehensible act of murder on August 20 deserves
the strongest condemnation. Only then can it be made clear that outrages
of this kind cannot pass without the stern disapproval of the international
community.

In our consideration of this case we are fortunate to have before us the
report submitted by the Chief of Staff of the United Nations Truce Super-
vision Organization., We all here owe a debt of gratitude to the new Chief
of Staff of the United Nations Truce Supervision Organization, Lt. General
0dd Bull, and to other United Nations officials, for the excellent work
they are doing in this area. General Bull's skill snd tact in obtaining the
agreement of both parties to observe a cease-fire and to permit visits by
the United Nations Truce Supervision Orcanization to both the demilitarized
zone and defensive areas are highly commendable.

This brings me to what we regard as the heart of the troubles which have
erupted so often on the Israel-Syrian frontier. It is evident that largely
as a result of the confliecting interests of the two parties, and the varyin:
interpretations which they have chosen to place upon the meaning of the
General Armistice Agreement, the United Natlions peace-keeping machinery

is unable to function as effectively as was originally intended and
expected. This problem came to the attention of the Security Council
during its meetings on this subject in April of 1962 and you will recall
that the resolution of April 9, 1962, endorsed the measures recommended by
the then Chief of Staff for the strengthening of the Truce Supervision
Organization in its tasks of maintaining and restoring the peace and detect
ing and deterring future incidents, and called upon the Israeli and Syrian
authorities to assist the Chief of Staff in their early implementation.
Unfortunately no notable progress resulted from that section of the resol-
ution.
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We now have before us some recommendations which General Bull has in mind
for the strengthening of the United Nations Truce Supervision Organization
machinery. These recommendations have been proposed by General Bull in
the light of his three months' study of the problem. We believe the
proposals are wise ones and have been advanced in full appreciation of
the special points of view of the two sides. We believe that one element
in his proposals is absolutely vital. Without it none of the others is
likely to be very meaningful. I refer to Paragraph 41 in the report.

In it, General Bull calls for the parties to "comply fully with the order
contained in the Security Council Resolution of 11 August 1949 to observe
an unconditional cease-fire and should also abstain from any acts of
hostility as provided in the General Armistice Agreement." General Bull
adds (and we fully endorse his statement):

"I cannot therefore subscribe to any policy by

the parties based on the use of force, nor can I condone
any firing for whatever purpose across the armistice
demarcation line,"

We believe details of the plan for strengthening the United Nations Truce
Observation Organization should be worked out by the Chief of Staff in
consultation with t he Governments of Israel and Syria. What is vital is
the full and willing cooperation, without reservation, of the two sides
with the Chief of Staff in what he is trving to accomplish. He will be
able to strengthen the United Nations Truce Observation Organization only
if the two sides are willing to cooperate with him in his efforts.
Ultimately the United Nations Truce Observation Organization can only be
as useful as the two sides want it to be,

Our belief is that the United Nations peace keeping organization, strength-
ened by such measures as the Chief of Staff proposes, could prevent many

of the kinds of incidents which both sides in this controversy are
complaining about to the Security Council today. And if these incidents cz:
be avoided, surely the tension which has gripped the frontiers of Syria and
Israel can be relaxed and the danger of raids and retaliation significantly
reduced. This would be in the interests of both Israel and Syria and in
the interests of peace in the Near East.

We do not believe that anybody can lightly refuse to extend his full
cooperation. The peace and well-being of the people of the area depend

too much upcen it. The judgment of the United Nations and the world communii
is based upon it. In the interests of all, we bespeak that cooperation
vital to the success of our efforts here todav in behalf of international
peaces

# # & #

In the debate that followed, broad support of the United States - United
Kingdom Draft Resolution was indicated. It was clear from the onset that
Morocco would naturally oppose. However, the cardinal question remained
the attitude of the Soviet Union and whether that nation would use the power
of the vetoc despite the clear indication of Syrian guilt.
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Below is an editorial printed in the New York Herald Tribune on Monday,
September 2, 1963, which attempts to analyze the international implications
of the Soviet attitude:

THE SOVIET VETO WILL TELL

Tomorrow's vote in the Security Council will provide the first formal
test of Soviet intentions since the signing of the nuclear test-ban
treaty. The Russians have been telling us that the treaty should
improve the atmosphere, prepare the way for other agreements and
promote ''peaceful co-existence" between East and West. We shall see
tomorrow whether we should put any more credence than before in Soviet
words.

The issue before the Security Council is whether to adopt an Anglo-
American draft resolution which would severely censure Syria for
vielating the Israeli frontier. Evidence gathered by the UN and
accepted by the majority of the eleven members of the Council is
that the Syrians had committed wanton murder of twe Israesli farmers,

The case is as clear-cut as any to be brought before the Council, and
the broader significance of tomorrow's vote, apart fromthe immediate
issue, is whether the Russians are resolved to paralyze the will of
the majority with their wveto and to continue their reckless and
mischievous game of Middle East power politics,

If Mr. Khrushchev casts his veto, as his UN delegate indicated Friday
he would do, then it will be clear for all to see that his behavior
both in the UN and in the Middle East is little different from that

of Mr, Stalin. His aim, as in the case of his predecessor, would be to
immobilize the Security Council and to encourage the Arabs to make war
on Israel so that communism might present itself as an alternative to
the misery it helped to promote,

That would not necessarily be an argument against ratifying the nuclear
test-ban treaty, but it would help cure us of any illusions that the
Russians want a genuine settlement with the West.,

# # # #

On Friday, August 30th, the Moroccan Representative to the United Nations,
in the Security Council, Mr. Dey Ould Sidi Baba, introduced a draft amend-
ment to the two-power resolution. The amendment suggested that the Council
state that it "regrets the death at Almagor in Israel territory of two
persons on 19 August 1963." Mr. Sidi Baba then proceeded to state that
""the condemnation the draft now carried was not, in his view appropriate
since a well-established attack had not been proved."* The Moroccan
delegate also requested that the Council adjourn until September 3rd in
order to give its members additional time to consider the Moroccan
amendment.

* United Nations Press Release SC/2512 - 30 August 1963
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Over the weekend Arab representatives in the respective capitals of the
countries represented in the Sccurity Council emphasized that the
Moroccan resolution was more balanced "and would avoid any condemnation of
Syria." When the Council again convened on Tuesday, September 3rd, the
Moroccan proposal was presented for a vote and received its only support
from the Soviet Union and Morocco. All other members abstained and
consequently the amendment failed.

When the United States - United Kingdom Draft Resolution was presented,
eight hands were raised in favor (Brazil, France, Ghana, Mationalist
China, Norway and the Philippines). One membar abstained (Venezuela)

and two negative votes were cast (Moroceo and the Soviet Union). Thus the
apprehensions expressed in the New York Herald Tribune editorial of
September 2nd were realized.

The following is a summary of a statement made by Ambassador Michael
Comay after the vote was taken: = ’ ' i

br. Comay said the debate had witnessed a sincere effort by the
majorityv to take a decision based squarely on the available facts,
having the effect of pacifyving the Israel-Syria border. That effort,
he stated had been blocked by the rnegative vote of one permanent
member .

He said the emplovment of the "wveto" to "shield the Arab party" had
been regrettable in the past. It was even more regrettable now, when
the same great Power had joined with others in an historic attempt

to relax international tension "and might have been expected to
extend the same attitude to the task of peace-keeping in the Middle
East."

Mr. Comay added that Syria could take "very little comfort" from the
failure of the draft to be adopted because '"mo veto can wipe out the
damning facts."

He said the "veto" could not delete the "clear view'" of every member,
except Morocco and the USSR,

The fact that amendments designed to "water down" the resolution had
been supported only by Morocco and the Soviet Union was a circumstance
that spoke for itself, he said,

He regarded Israel's complaint as being "wvindicated, and Svria as
morally condemned." He hoped Syria would not fail to pay heed to the
weight of international opinion.

Turning then to the "statesman-like and timely appeal” of the
President, he said Israel would faithfully observe its undertaking
regarding the cease-fire, He hoped there would be no more firing
across the border by Syria.



On the specific question of detainees, the representative of Israel
said he was authorized by his Government to state that it would welcome
an immediate and simultaneous return of all persons mentioned in the
Secretary-General's report, including the three Israelis "abducted" on
17 July.

It had been essential to indicate to Syria that "its use of murder
and force" as instruments of policy could not be condoned, he stated.

He said he assured the Council that Israel was most anxious to keep

the borders peaceful and stable until a permanent peace was attained,

To that end, he said, Israel would continue to extend its co-operation

to the United Nations representatives.

# R #

The general feeling of impartial observers at the United Nations was
that although the Soviet Union had from a formal point of view succeeded
to kill the United States - United Kingdom Resolution, Israel had emerged
as moral victor. Not only did the United States, the United Kingdom and
France (the three Western Powers) stand by Israel, but also Ghana (repres-
enting Africa) and the Philippines (representing Asia) stood by Israel
and continued to defend the Israeli position despite all Arab efforts
to the contrary.

# o7 # # # R O# #



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

bt 515 PARK AVENUE -+ NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
el.: PL 5-1820 Cable Address: COJOGRA

To: Members Associated in the Conference of Presidents

From: Yehuda Hellman

Below is the text of a telegram which was sent today b
the Chairman of the Conference to the Prasident. Similarx
telegrams were sent by Rabbi Miller to the Seccretary of
State and to Ambassador Stevenson.

ON BEHALF OF THE CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF MAJOR
AMERTICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS, I WISH TO EXPRESS TO
YOU, MR. PRESIDENT, OUR PROFOUND APPRECIATICN OF THE
POSITION TAKEN BY OUR GOVERNMENT IN THE SECURITY
COUNCIL ON ISRAEL'S CHARGES AGAINST SYRIA IN CCON-
NECTION WITH THE ALMAGOR MURDERS ON AUGUST 19TH. VIE
WERE GREATLY HEARTENED BY AMBASSADOR STEVENSON 'S
CALL TO THE COUNCIL TO "ACCEPT ITS RESPONSIBILITIES
AND ACT WITH COURAGE AND WISDOM.' IT IS OUR SINCERE
HOPE THAT REGARDLESS OF THE FINAL OUTCOME, OUR COU:.
TREY *S FIRM POSITION WILL DETER FURTHER AGGRESSION IN
THE MIDDLE AND PROMOTE STABILITY AND ORDER.

RESPECTFULLY YOURS,

RABBI IRVING MILLER, CHAIRMAN

CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF MA
AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATICNS

September &, 1963
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June 3, 1963

To: Members Associated in the Conference of Presidents
From: Yehuda Hellman

T would 1ike to bring to your attention the following excerpt from
the editorial which appeared in the Jerusalem Post on Friday,

May 31. It deals with the possible consequences of the failure of
the Tripartite Arab Federation to materialize at the present. The
editorial, entitled "Through Israeli Eyes", points out the following:

"For Israel -- at least for the time being -- the outlook is not
likely to change substantially one way or the other. It would,
however, be a mistake to sippose that the indefinite deferment

of Arab federation and the repeated failure to attain it are
necessary a blessing. The inionate erienced
numerieally negligible Ba'th, which currently acts as a bulwark
apainst total Nasserist domination of Irag and Syria, could prove
far more adventurocus and reckless -- and therefore more of a threat
to_the area's peace and its security than Nasser. Moreover, the
Ba'th cannot be said to hold any promise of real stability inside
the countries in which it is now in power -~ and without stability
no Arab regime can hope to muster enough time or courage to do
some badly needed fresh thinking on the subject of Israel's
existence,"

T also would like to bring to your attention the context of"Ben-Gurion's
Exchange of Letters with JFK and Other Leaders on the Middle East.”

I am quoting on this the Jerusalem Post Diplomatic Reporter of Friday,
May 31.

"The Foreign Ministry spokesman yesterday confirmed that Prime
Minister Ben-Gurion had recently exchanged letters with President
Kennedy and "other heads of state" on the Middle East situationm.

The exchange was initiated by Mr. Ben-Gurion in response to the
dangers to Israel posed by the new moves for Arab federation.

It is believed that in addition to Mr. Kennedy, the Prime Minister
communicated with Premier Khrushchev, President de Gaulle and
Prime Minister Macmillan.

Officials confirmed a report in "Yediot Aharonot" yesterday that
a reply had been received from Mr. Kennedy, but declined to comment
on its contents.

Contimied ....



Mr. Ben-Curion's letters are understood to have proposed a joint
U.5.-Soviet guarantee of Israel's borders or, failing that, a military
pact with the U.5. to deter Arab aggression -- proposals which he
voiced in a television interview with the American CBS radio network.

Mr. Ben-Guiron also urged the powers to use their influence, publicly
and through diplomatic channels, to proclaim their concern for the
situation in the area and to dissuade Egypt from any adventures
likely to lead to conflict.

It is believed the recent statements made in Washington, London and
Paris, expressing concern for the stability of the region, were a
direct result of these exchanges.

In his letters the Prime Minister is believed to have stressed that
so long as there is no joint Soviet-U.S. agreement to withhold arms
from Egypt, Israel must continue to strengthen its deterrent force.
Mr. Ben-Curion is believed to have pointed out to President Kennedy
that the U.5. policy of trying to contain the arms race in the area,
when Soviet arms continue to flow to Egypt, would merely deprive

Israel of the weapons it needed and increase the danger of war."
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May 24, 1963

To: Members Associated in the Conference of Presidents

From: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find the edited and final text of the Letter which
was sent in the name of the presidents associated in the Conference

to the President of the United States.

This letter was dated May 22, 1963.



May 22, 1963

Hon. John F. Kennedy
The White House
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. President:

Thoughtful Americans share your concern over the threats to peace in the
Middle East., Instead of diminishing, Arab threats to attack and
destroy Israel have increased, accompanied by massive rearmament of
Egypt and other Arab countries by the Soviet Union.

The Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations,
therefore, welcomes the statement you made at your press conference
on May 8th, voiecing your determination to oppose aggression whether
direct or indirect. The Conference is also gratified to know that
it is our country's intention to work through the United Nations and
to act on its own to prevent or stop such aggression.

Against this background, Mr. President, we most respectfully suggest

to you that unless urgent steps are taken, especially by our own country,
the serious situation now obtaining in the Middle East may well explode
into war. Indeed, while the Arab States continue to receive arms in
increasing numbers from the Soviet Union, the possession of additiocnal
deterrent arms by Israel would further deter aggression. In this
context, your decision to sell Israel Hawk missiles was a meaningful

and significant act.

Under all circumstances, it must be made clear beyond danger of mis-
caleulation that Israel, openly and repeatedly threatened by liquida-
tion, does not stand alone. Only thus can Arab designs for aggression
be thwarted.

Once again, we are encouraged by the continuing and striking evidence
of your concern with this problem, and your readiness to provide in
this, as in so many other sensitive situations, firm and inspiring
leadership.

Respectfully yours,

Irving Miller
Chalrman

Following on the next page are the names of the presidents who comprise
the Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations.



Hon. John F, Kennedy
May 22, 1963
Page Two

Rabbi Philip S. Bernstein

Rabbi Joachim Prinz
Rabbi Irving Miller

Mr. Moe Falikman

Mr. Label Katz
Mrs., S. Kramarsky

Dr. Emanuel Neumann

Mr. Adolph Held

Mr. Morton London

Mrs. Clara Leff
Rabbi Mardechai Kirshblum

Mr. Lewis Weinstein

Mrs. Joseph Willen
Rabbi David Hill

Mr. Moses Feurestein

Dr. Maurice Eisendrath

Mr. George Maislen

Dr. Max Nussbaum

President

President
President

President

Fresident
FPresident

President

President

Commander

President
President

President

Fresident
President

President

President

President

President

American Israel Public Affairs
Committee

American Jewlsh Congress
American Zionist Council

American Trade Union Council
for Histadrut

B'nai B'rith
Hadassah

American Section of the Jewish Agen
for Israel

Jewish Labor Committee

Jewizh War Veteranzs of the
United States

Labor Zionist Movement
Misrachi Hapoel Misrachi

National Community Relations
Advisory Council

Natiocnal Council of Jewish Women
National Council of Young Israel

Union of Orthodox Jewish Organiza-
tions of America

Union of American Hebrew
Congregations

United Synagogue of America

Zionist Organization of America
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May 15, 1963

To: Members Associated in the Presidents Conference
From: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find a short summary of the meeting of May 13th,
which was held in the Delmonico Hotel and lasted from 1 P.M. to
3 PlHj

YH:es
encl.



PRESIDENTS CONFERENCE MEETING
May 13, 1963

The meeting was called to order by the Chairman at 1 P.M, Rabbi Miller
welcomed the guests, who expressed appreciation for the opportunity
afforded them to meet the Conference, One of them made a few remarks
of an informative nature. After the guests had left, Rabbi Miller
called upon Mr. Katz and Commander London to report on their visit
with Governor Harriman last Wednesday, May 8th.

Mr. Katz and Commander London discussed first their visit with Mr. Stron:
(Mr. Talbot was out of the country.) Both men pointed out that

Mr. Strong had been firm in asserting that he did not feel the situa-
tion was as serious as they believed. Using the term, "Myth of the
Missiles", he said all reports indicated that Egypt's wea pons were
unsophisticated and comparable to World War I bombs and TNT., He also
stated outright that as far as the State Department was concerned,

they would not recommend any sort of pact with Israel, since this

would offset the efforts of the United States to wean the Arab countries
awvay from Russia.

Mr, Harriman differed with Mr., Strong in his analysis of the missile
programs, He said he was still awaiting evaluation of U.S. observers,
but .that the existence of missiles -- whetler big or little -- was a
very serious situation. However, he indicated that reports from the
State Department and the Pentagon did not agree with our appraisals,
and that he believed Israel could discharge itself well in any military
undertaking.

Where a mutual agreement or draft pact were concerned, he said he
thought this would be "counter-productive! for the same reasons

Strong gave. As far as other affirmations of support, he said he
relied greatly on the President's statement, and indicated that through
private channels Nasser had been warned not to take any offensive
action.

He condemned Radio Cairo propaganda as "the most vicious in the world",
and also drew analogies between Indian nationalism and Arab pan-
nationalism which were unfavorable to Nasser. He said that he could
well understand and respect our position with respect to German
scientists in Egypt.

At the close of the visit, Governor Harriman indicated his door was
open for further discussion and consultation.

Mr. Sy Kenen then asked for the floor and informed the group of the
legislative situation in connection with developments in the Middle
East. He also suggested that letters should be written to the President
commending him for his statement of May 8th, and urging that his

continued ....
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affirmation of support be followed by more concrete and firm measures
that would lead to implementation. However, he suggested that he
felt the situation did not call for a mass campaign of letter-writing.

Mr. Label Katz suggested that a steering committee be appointed that
could deal with this problem on a day-to-day basis. The committee
could then be in a position to get all the information, study it,
and then make suggestions for implementation.

A discussion followed in which Dr. Neumann, Rabbi Kaufman, Mrs. Halprin,
Mr. Segal, Mr. London, Mr. Tabachinsky and Mr. Minkoff spoke. Almost
all the speakers expressed themselves in support of a steering committee
for the purpose of working out a well-considered statement to the
President, and providing information and guidelines to the constituencie
Caution was urged in formulating a letter to the President, in that
both commendation and a call for firmer measures should be expressed.
Commander London underlined that he would urge the steering committee
not to send out any statement until all organizations receive a copy
and express agreement with it.

Mr,Tabachinsky (speaking in Yiddish) asked that in the future the
Chairman should always come prepared with concrete recommendations

to the meeting, which the plenum would then discuss, either rejecting
or accepting. This would make the discussions more concrete and

more realistic. He also urged the Chairman not to forget his group
this time, and appoint a representative from his organization to the
steering committiee.

Rabbi Miller summarized the discussion as follows:

1. The Chairman will appoint a steering committee to keep in
daily touch with the present situation, and to take such action as
is called for within the policy emunclated at this meeting.

2. Mr. Kenen will prepare a fact sheet which, upon approval
of the steering committee, will be made available to the organizations,
to be distributed among their constituencies for educaticnal purposes.

3, Mr. Kenen will deal with the legislative situation in
Washington and advise the steering committee of the results.

4. A letter will be prepared by the Chairman to be sent to
the President with reference to his statement on May 8th, and will
be circulated among the presidents. Upon receiving their approval,
the letter will be forwarded to President Kennedy.

Following this summary, the meeting was adjourned.
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May 15, 1963

To: Members Associated in the Presidents Conference
From: Yehuda Hellman

Rabbi Miller has asked me to inform you that in cenformity with
the decisions as summarized at the meeting of the Conference of
Fresidents on May 13th, he has appointed the presidents (or their
representatives) of the following organizations.to serve on the
steering committee, which is to deal with the present situation on
a day-to-day basis:

1. American Israel Public Affairs Committee

2. American Jewish Congress
3. B'nai B'rith
&. Hadassah
5. Jewish Labor Committee
6. United Synagogue of America
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May 16, 1963

To: All Members Assoclated in the Presidents Conference
From: Yehuda Hellman

Rabbi Miller has asked me to bring to your attention as scon as
pessible the following memorandum:

"I am enclosing a copy of a letter which I proposed to seng
to the President on behalf of the Conference, in accordance
with the decision of last Monday's meeting.

Since time is of the essence, I would plead with you to read
it immediately so that we may receive your approval no later
than Friday, May 17, when the office of the Conference will
call you on the phone."

YH:cs
Enﬁl-



Dear Mr. President:

The Conference of Presidents welcomes the statement on the Middle East
which you made at your press conference on May 8th. It gave clear
expression both to your determination to oppose aggression whether direct
or indirect, as well as to our country's intention to work thmigh the
United Nations and to act on its own to prevent or stop such aggression.

Americans of all faiths share your concern over recent developments in
the Middle East. Instead of diminishing, Arab threats to attack and
destroy Israel have increased, accompanied by massive rearmament of
Egypt and other Arab countries by the Soviet Union. Unless urgent and
decisive steps are taken, more especially by our own country, the serious
situation now obtaining in the Middle East may well explode into war.

Against this background we most respectfully suggest to you that a further
clarification of the pelicy youenounced on the 8th of May would serve

to remove doubts and dangers of miscalculation. ||Indeed while the Arab
States continue to receive arms in increasing numbers from the Soviet
Union, the possession of deterrent arms by Israel would preserve the
balance of military power and thus further deter aggression. In this
context your decision to sell Israel Hawk missiles was a meaningful and
significant act. Under all eircumstances Israel, openly and repeatedly
threatened with liguidation, must know that it does not stand alone.

Only thus can Arab designs for aggression be thwarted.

Once again we are encouraged by the continuing and striking evidence of
your concern with this problem and your readiness to provide in this,
as in so many other sensitive situations, firm and inspiring leadership.
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April 24, 1963

To: Members Participating in the Conference of Presidents
From: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find a short summary of the meeting of the
Fresidents Conference which took place on April 5, 1963
at the Delmonico Hotel in New York,
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A T CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

= 515 PARK AVENUE -+ NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
I'el.: PL 5-1820 Cable Address: COJOGRA

MEETING OF APRIL 5, 1963

Rabbi Miller opened the meeting at 12:30, and thanked the
guests who were present.

A comprehensive report about the work of German scientists
in Egype, and other related problems, was then rendered.

The following members participated in the debate that ensued:
Commander liorton London, Dr, Joachim Prinz, Rabbi David Hill,
and Rabbi lrving Miller.

Rabbi Miller congratulated Dr. Emanuel Neumann, who had just
assumed the chairmanship of the Jewish Agency in New York,
and he wished him a successful tenure of office,

Rabbi Miller then proceeded to congratulate Mrs, Joseph Willen,
the new President of the National Council of Jewish Women,

He regretted very much that Mrs., Willen could not be present
because of a previous commitment, and he requested Miss Hannah
Stein to convey to her new President the sincere congratulations
of the Presidents Conference, Miss Stein thanked Rabbi Miller
in the name of Mrs, Willen, and said that she would convey the
greetings of the gathering to her,

At the conclusion of the meeting, Rabbi Miller proceeded to
discuss the budget of the Presidents Conference. He proposed
that the Conference continue for the near future,as of April 1,
19632, on the same basis as in the previous year (April 1962-
April 1963), Rabbi Miller told the Conference that the first
meeting of the Subcommittee on Structure and Scope had already
taken place on March 15, and that two further meetings were
scheduled; one to take place on April 18 and the second on
April 30, He said that this Committee would, among other
things, review the budget of the Presidents Conference, and
that in the meantime he proposed that the Conference continue
without change until such time as Rabbi Kaufman would be

able to bring in his report to the plenary meeting of the
Conference of Presidents. Rabbi Miller's suggestion met with
unanimous approval.

continued ...



The meeting then adjourned, and the Chairman thanked the guests
present who had come especially in order to attend this meeting,
He described the discussion that took place as very important
and most useful,

I I I R R

The Presidents of the following organizations were either
present or represented at this meeting:

American Israel Public Affairs Committee
American Jewish Congress

American Zionist Council

American Trade Union Council for Histadrut

B'nai B'rith

Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds (OBSERVER)
Hadassah

Jewish Agency for Israel

Jewish Labor Committee

Jewish War Veterans of the United :tates

Labor Zionist Movement

kMisrachi Hapoel Misrachi

National Community Relations Advisory Council
National Council of Jewish Women

Mational Council of Young Israel

Union of Orthodox Jewish Congregations of America
Union of American Hebrew Conaregations

Zionist Organization of America
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To: Members Associated in the Conference of Presidents
From: Yehuda Hellman

The following resolution was passed in the Knesset following Prime
Minister Ben GCurion's statement.

The Knesset notes the statement made by the Prime Minister
on May 7, 1963.

The Knesset draws the attention of the great powers and world
public opinion to the threat to Israel's existence which is
contained in the plan of action of the Federation of Egypt,
Syria and Iraq, headed by Nasser,

The Knesset instructs the Government to inerease and strengthen
the preventive force and state of preparedness of the Defence
Force of Israel, and to continue to reinforce the frontier
settlements.
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May 14, 1963

To: Members Associated in the Presidents Conference

From: Yehuda Hellman

The following is the text of the Foreign Policy Statement made
by Prime Minister Ben Gurion in the Knesset in the afterncon of

"We have done everything, and we shall continue to do everything,
to prevent German experts assisting the Hitler of our days —
the one in Egypt - I believe the work that has been done has
been successful and it has not yet been completed. But we shall
not deceive the people, and distract their attention and the
world's from the true danger that threatens us from our neigh-
bours, with the ugly and dangerous racist theory that it is not
Hitler's Fascist and Nazi teachings but the German race that
constitutes a danger to Israel. A scientist from any other
country who helps Nasser in his Nazi designs to destroy Israel
is no less dangerous than a German scientist who does so; all
the true danger that threatens us from Egypt consists in the con-
ventional arms that flow to Egypt and are continuing to flow,
though the suppliers know what the arms are meant for," Mr. Ben
Gurion declared.

"Mr, Ben-Eliezer was right in saying that the main point of

my statement was that Israel's policy is devoted to the prevention
of war, and war will be prevented, not by saying 'peace, peace'
when there is no peace, but in two ways, and in these alone: by
constantly increasing the deterrent strength of the Israel Defense
Forces and by securing the moral and political support of all
those world forces that are as concerned as we are for the pre-
servation of peace in the Middle East," the Prime Minister went
on.

"Je are in favour of genersl disarmament in Israel and the Arab
countries under mutual supervision. Anyone who speaks specifically
of limited and not general disarmament does not understand the
reality of the position and ignores the dangers threatening us
from conventional arms - and rockets, bombers, submarines, tanks,
and artillery are conventional arms.

(Con't.)



"The position in our area is not like the position in the world at large.
Here there is no cold war, in which no country threatens to destroy the
other, but the contrary, all proclaim their desire for peaceful ccexistence.
In our area, not a single Arab country has yet declared in favour of peace-
ful coexistence, and the recent treaty of union between three Arab States
contains an official declaration on the destruction of Israel under the mask
of the liberation of Palestine.

"I know, from scores of talks that people who have visited Egypt have had
with the Egyptian dietator, that he is capable of telling the man he is
talking to whatever he would like to hear; he has no compuction in telling
Smith one thing and Jones the opposite. I remember that about six months
age or more, he told two distinguished visitors, who, he apparently
realized, were not enemies of Israel, that if Israel gave the Arab refugees
freedom of choice whether to return to her territory, not more than sixty
thousand refugees would return. And I should not be surprised if he told
the American or British Ambassador tomorrow that he has no intention at all
of attacking Israel, since Israel is not mentioned by name in the tripartite
treaty, and that all the anxiety of lovers of peace and friends of Israel
during the past few weeks is without foundation.

"Perhaps some people may be, or may pretend to be, simple enough to accept
such hypoeritical statements., But I am confident that not only will the Jews
in Israel and the world at large not be deceived by these verbal gcrobatics,
but the same also applies to every upright and decent man who is truly
concerned for peace in the area, and does not want to see Israel destroyed,
even if the process is described as "the liberation of Palestine."

Referring to the failure of Nasser's visit to Algeria last week and the Ben-
Bella--Nasser joint declaration on the ®Liberation of Palestine," the Prime
Minister declared: "Not commen friendship for the benefit of the Arab peoples,
but common hatred of Israel - that is the only thing which unites the Arab
rulers today. This is what we must bring to the attention of the entire

world - Governments and public opinion; we must bring home to the world the
grave danger involved in this hatred, and its moral and political responsibility
to ensure, as far as possible, peaceful coexistence for all the countries and
all the peoples in this area."

Mr. Ben-Gurion replied to opposition members who had discussed alliances and
guarantees, saying "There is nothing wrong in an alliance that is meant only
for defence.

"But neither a guarantee nor an alliance is sufficient without strength of

our own, adequate to deter because it can act at a time of inescapable
neccesity, and act with success. Such a force, and only such a force, is
capable of deterring and preventing war. Therefore, we must, to the utmost

of our capacity, increase the deterrent strength of the Israel Defence Forces."

Pointing out 'that not all our friends understand the vital need to increase
the deterrent strength of the Israel Defence Forces as the most effective means
of preserving peace," Mr. Ben-Gurion referred to President Kennedy's statement

(Continued)
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last Wednesday saying, "He continues to follow the traditional American policy
of friendship towards Israel, is not content with continuing this assistance,
but has made a number of important new departures in this direction. It is

not out of an unfriendly atittude to the Arab peoples that he does so - America
gives more aild to the Arab countries than does any other State. The aid to
Israel is given out af a sincere desire to assist in the development of this
small country, the only one in the Middle East that is capable of serving as

an example to all its enighbours - and it serves as an example %o many
developed countries - in its democratic regime, the liberty of its citizens

and respect for human dignity."

In conclusion the Prime Minister declared: If it was in the American
President's power to prevent the flow of arms to all the countries of the
Near East, he would undoubtedly bring great benefits to the area and to the
world, and there is nothing for which we more fervently pray than to be rid
of the need to waste manpower and material resources on defence - resources
that we need so much in order to absorb the immigrants, develop the country,
especially its wastelands, improve education, and foster science, literature
and the arts. But the President of the United States is as well aware as I
am that we are the only country in the world all of whose neighbours preach
its destruction and are preparing to wipe it off the face of the earth.

"If there was a possibility of joint action between the United States and

the Soviet Union, not only to prevent the arms race, but to bring about, as we
propose, general disarmament in Israel and the Arab countries, thus safe-
guarding the sovereignty and territorial independence of all the Middle East
countries - that would be one of the greatest acts of peace in the world.

I do not know whether this is possible at this time, though that is what

we aspire for, and the moment the two powers respond to this demand we shall
be ready to respond to a joint demand frem them, in the hope tlat our neighbors
will do the same, for I have hardly the slightest doubt that these two powers
are capable of bringing about peace in our area through joint and coordinated
action.

"At this hour, however, no such joint action exists, though I do not despair
of the possibility in the future. And when there is no joint action the
President of the U.S. can orly withhold arms from Israel, but he has no power
at all to prevent the constant stream of arms to Egypt from the countries of
the Communist bloc.

"Thus the limitation of the arms race of which the President speaks - and

I have no doubt at all of his good intentions - amounts in practice only to
the withholding of arms from Israel, at a time when Egypt, whose armaments are
already twice or three times those of Israel - continues to receive a flow of
arms from the Soviet Union and its allies. It 1s just such one-sided action
that is liable to intensify the danger of war in the Middle East.

"Israel therefore insists - and I am confident that the American people, headed
by its President, will understand this - that so long as there is no cooperation
between the two great powers for safeguarding the peace and security of all the
ecountries of the Middle East, and Egypt continues to receive arms from cne side
= Israel is entitled to strengthen her forces with sufficient equipment to
enable them to serve the principal purpose to which they are dedicated: to deter

and to prevent war.
(Continued)
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"This ia Israel's policy, and she is entitled both to aid in strengthening

her Defence Forces, and to joint efforts to ensure peace for all the
countries in the area, from all the states in the world to whom peace is
not an empty slogan but a sincere desire, as it is the most profound and

sincere desire of Israel."

i T



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
"OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PARK AVENUE + NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
Tel.: PL 5-1820 Cable Address: COJOGRA

May 10, 1963

To: Members participating in the Presidents Conference
From: Yehuda Hellman

The New York Times of Friday, May 10th, carries a dispatch datelined
Jerusalem, May 9th, under the heading of: "KENNEDY'S STAND PLEASES
ISRAELIS". Commenting on the statement by the President in his press
conference of May 8th concerning the situation in the Middle East,

Mr. W, Granger Blair,cabling to the United States from Isrsel,

wrote: "The Israeli Government's attitude was believed to be reflected
in a general way in editorials published by the newspapers, Jerusalem
Post and Maariv."

Following please find the full text of the Jerusalem Post editorial
which was referred to. As you can see, the headline of the New York
Times does not reflect fully the position expressed by the Jerusalem
FPost.

"President Kennedy's statement will be welcomed in Israel. It is good
that the U.S. should be concerned for ocur security and that of the whole
area; it is good that they should say that they are opposed to aggression
and preparation for aggression. In fact, despite the State Department's
habitual doubts and hesitations, this country has many genuine friends

in the United States.

Bucha basis of underlying friendship can produce a somewhat incomplete
gesture, such as that made yesterday: in the long run it is much more

to be valued than technical help given as a matter of political expediency.
But it is by no means an empty gesture. A reasonable Nasser —- and that
is the face he turns to the U.5. -- should accept the statement as a
warning that he cannot possibly gain by any attempt to destroy Israel.

But perhaps, if he were reascnable, we should in any case not have to

fear an attempt to destroy us.

At the same time it is clear that the American statement does not go far,
and cannot go very far. Once rocket war has been launched on us, it will
be too late to "take steps.” Throughout the turbulent 15 years of the
State, it has been our aim to prevent attack before it starts. And what
constitutes "preparation for aggression"? The destruction of Israel is
listed high up among the aims of Nasser's new Federation, and yet the
Eritish have already given their opinion that this is not evidence that
any Arab state is contemplating an attack on Israel, that is, preparing

for aggression.
(Continued)



Would it constitute"preparation for aggression" if a Nasser-engineered
coup in Jordan brought Egyptian military forces into the other half of
the 01d City without a shot being fired? In 1956 it was held here that
if Iraqi troops crossed the Jordan and established themselves on the
western bank of the river, we should consider our security had been
threatened. Would Pentagon military experts necessarily consider such

a move a threat? And would America also consider itself under an ob-
ligation to intervene if, under such circumstances, we used force to
secure our strategic position on the frontier of a Kingdom of Jordan that
might have ceased to exist in the meantime?

Certainly, threats from Egypt have been perennial, and have not always
materialized, so that the wording of the threats is perhaps no longer the
main clue to peace or war. We have reconciled ocurselves to the position
that the desire to destroy us exists, and learned to judge the serious-
ness of the actual position at any point by examining the Egyptian military
potentlal, and any strategic advantage that the Federation might offer
Nasser. We cannot expect any outside power to estimate the gravity of

this situation exactly as we do, nor can we, in a matter of our own sur-
vival and security, be expected to accept the judgment of anyone not
immediately involved. President Kennedy's statement, therefore, is in

the nature of the "moral and political influence" which Mr. Ben-Gurion

on Monday said was the second element in the prevention of an outbreak,
having listed the deterrent strength of our own military forces as the first.

It is worth remembering, however, that there is a healthy realism in
the U.5. today. They have been involved in the sharpest form of Cold
War with the Soviet Union for so long that they differentiate without
any difficulty between lip-service to world peace and appeals for global
disarmament, and the stubborn refusal to permit effecient inspection

of nuclear armaments. If they will judge Nasser as carefully by his
armaments, his expansionism and his methods of bringing about political
change in his Federation partners, we shall have considerably less to
worry about,"

(Jerusalem Post - May 8, 1963)
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May 10, 1963

To: Members $arti¢ipating in the Presidents Conference

From: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find a short summary of the meeting of the
Presidents Conference, which took place on Tuesday, May 7th,
in the Delmonico Hotel in New York.

A more detailed summary of the minutes is also available, and
we will be happy to send it out upon request,
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PRESIDENTS CONFERENCE MEETING
MAY 7. 1963

The meeting was called to order by the Chairman at 11 A.M. Rabbl Miller
announced that the next meeting of the Presidents Conference would take
place as planned on May 13th at 1 P.M. He then went on to discuss the
reasons for calling this special assembly.

Rabbi Miller explained that the Jewish War Veterans and the American
Jewish Congress had, in letters to him, objected tc his sending a letter
to Governor W. Averell Harriman on April 22, requesting an appointment.
This letter had followed the Harriman statement to Representative
Farbstein, made public on April 12, in which, Rabbi Miller said, "Harriman
sought somehow to justify the presence of Cerman scientists in Cairo."
The two organizations had questioned Rabbi Miller's perogative to write
this particular letter without the authorization of the Conference and
without taking action to express the views of the Conference with respect
to the Harriman statement. After reading the letters in question into
the recond, Rabbi Miller called for discussion.

Commander London and Rabbi Prinz expounded on their viewpoints. BEoth
agreed that the core of their objection was in the procedure invelved in
taking such action. Commander London said: "Some presidents have been
consulted but not all of us were., We should have called a meeting im-
mediately, met on short notice and discussed it." FHabbi Prinz stated:
mje are your counselors. By sitting around the table we might have
arrived at the very same decision, but I want to be consulted on such
matters." He also expressed regret that "the voice of this Conference
was not heard..." in response to Harriman's statement.

Mr. Tabachinsky, Rabbi Kirshblum, end Mr. Label Katz supported Rabbi
Miller in his deeision to send the letter. Mr. Tabachinsky eriticized
the group for what he felt amounted to bickering, and explained that his
organization was excluded from consultation very often because it was not
part of the Subcomnmittee, and requested that this situation be remedied.
Rabbi Kirshblum urged that this matter be put aside for a discussion of
more crucial issues, and expressed the view that a meeting with Harriman
would result in a full repvort on the Middle East situation, and & more
realistic basis for making decisions. Mr. Katz stated: "I do not share
the viewpoint that the Chairman cannot make this kind of overture, not
only to Mr. Harriman, but to any government official. As long a&s the
Chairman does not enunciate a policy statement, he has the right to main-
tain contact and relationships." Mr. Minkeff felt that the-Techhical-»:ls
Erbeormé ttee should have been consulted, and suggested that its actual
functions be reviewed.

Rabbi Miller explained that, prior to sending the letter to Harriman, he
had consulted with his predecessors, Phil Klutznick and Label Katz., It
was their opinion also that an attack on Harriman was not wise at that
time, He stressed that the letter in question was for the purpose of
establishing contact with Harriman and involving him. There were no con-
gratulations or an ensuing exchange of messages. He agreed that the
Jetter should have been circulated and regretted this oversight, but held
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that "any action on the part of the Conference before a visit with Harriman
would have been very inadvisable."

In answer to a question by Mr. Maslow, Rabbi Miller explained that there

was a delay in calling a Subcommittee meeting after the initial request

on April 12th (a Friday), because of the Passover Holidays. The Subcommittee
was convened at the earliest practical date.

This discussion was brought to a close by Rabbi Kaufman's proposal that
the procedures involved in sending the letter to Harriman, along with

the question of the Subcommittee's functions, be referred to the Committee
on Structure and Scope. This proposal was seconded by Dr. Neumann and

Mr. Minkeoff, and unanimously acecepted.

Rabbi Miller then disclosed that as a result of his letter, a meeting
had been arranged with Mr. Harriman, Mr. Label Katz and himself for the
following day, May 8th at 5 P.M., Mr. Talbot had also requested that
Rabbi Miller visit him first at 4 P.M. the same day.

A comprehensive discussion followed on the situation in the Middle East,
particularly as it effects Israel's security. Habbi Bernstein, Mr. Katz,
Commander London, Mr. Minkoff, Dr. Neumann, Mrs. Leff and Mr. Barr tock
part in this discussion.

Dr. Neumann requested that Rabbi Miller come to the next meeting on May
13th with formulated recommendations based on the talks with Harriman,

with regard to the counsel and guidance to be offered to the organiza-
tions, and with regard to a public statement of position, whether by the
Presidents Conference as a whole, or by individual organizations. I[e
expressed his belief that the discussion had been valuable and enlightening.

Mr. Barr felt that it was unfortunate that the American Jewish Committee
was neither a participant or an observer in the Presidents Conference.
He also expressed strong disapproval of individuals who were leaving
before the close of the meeting, and particularly that no concrete
decisions had been reached.

Rabbi Miller responded to Mr. Barr's last point by saying that meaningful
sction could be taken only after the wvisit with Harriman, and that the
meeting on Monday would be the appropriate time for such decisions.

Dr. Freund from Hadassah declared that her group would not wait until
Monday, and would take action now. OShe expressed disappointment that
the Table of the Presidents Conference had not been represented at the
important Public Affairs Committee meeting held last weekend.

Mr. Minkoff apgreed with Rabbi Miller that the Conference as a whole could
not take action today, but believed that it had not been indieated that
individual organizations must also wait. [Habbi Miller, and the assembly
at large, confirmed Mr. Minkoff's impression.

The meeting was then adjourned by Rabbi Miller.
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To: Members participating in the Conference of Presidents

From: Yehuda Hellman

We are enclosing herewith the statement by Mrs, Golda Meir, Foreign
Minister of Israel, in the Special Political Committee of the

United Nations on December 14, 1962,
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Statement by Mrs, Golda Meir, Foreign Minister of Israel
in the Special Political Committee of the General Assembly
on December 14, 1962

Mr, Chairman,

For fifteen sessions of the General Assembly, this Committee has debated the
refugee problem, There are certainly many distinguished representatives here
who Mhave heard it for years. Although the item on the agenda is entitled,
"Report of the Commissioner-General of UNRWA for Palestine Refugees in the
Near East", very listtle has been said by Arab representatives on the relief
and works functions which constitute the mandate of the Agency itself. No
serious attempt has been made by them to suggest improvements of the UNWRA
operation to enable more people to find means of self-support and rehabili-
tation in their new surroundings; this was clearly not their main object of
concern in our discussions,

With the opening of the debate, the Arab delegations proclaim their theme:
Israel must not exist,

In their speeches the Arab spokesmen are trying to assert that Israel is not
a nation; that the Jews are not a people; that the Jews have no real con-
nection with the Holy Land; that Zionism is a sinister imperialist conspiracy;
that the United Nations had no right to take the decision in 1947; that it
was not the Arabs who had attacked Israel after that decision, This year,
Arab representatives have treated the Committee to an innovation: an attempt
to rewrite the Bible,

Distinguished delegates are by now so thoroughly familiar with the subject
that I do not have to deal with the Arab allegations point by peoint. I feel,
though, that some brief reference to the background may not be out of place,
The first expression of Zionism occurred when the Children of Israel were led
by Moses from Egyptian bondage into the Promised Land, Although at various
stages our land was conquered and occupied by mighty foreign empires, the
Jewish people never submitted to their rules, Historical records, now sup=
plemented by archeological discoveries all over the Middle East, bear
testimony to Israel's rebellions against foreign rulexs and its struggle for
independence, Although twice driven into exile by superior forces and dis-
persed among the nations of the world, there never was a Jewish community
anywhere which severed its links with the land of its forefathers. For
generation upon generation, throughout the centuries, Jews have turned towards
Jerusalem in their daily devotions, and the words of the Psalmist, "If I for-
get thee, O Jerusalem," have become perhaps the most essential tenet of
Judaism. The Bible, at once, set the distinctive course of Israel and of the
land of Israel in human history, a course of interlocked and lasting destiny,

Mr. Chairman, may I ask your indulgence, and that of the Committee, to read to
vou here a passage from the official Report of the Palestine Romal Commission
of July 1937:

"While the Jews had thus been dispersed over the world, they had newver
forgotten Palestine. If Christians have become familiar threugh the
Bible with the physiognomy of the country and its placenames and events
that happened more than two thousand vears ago, the link which binds
the Jews to Palestine and its past history is to them far closer and
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more- intimate. Judaism and its ritual are rooted in t hose memories,
Among countless illustrations it is enough to cite the fact that the
Jews, wherever they may be, still pray for rain at the season it is
needed in Palestine., And the same devotion to the Land of Israel,
Eretz Israel, the same sense of exile from it, permeates Jewish
secular thought, Some of the finest Hebrew poetry written in the
diaspora has been inspired like the Psalms of the Captivity by the
longing to return to Zion,

"Nor has the link been merely spiritual or intellectual., Always or
almost always since the fall of the Jewish State, some Jews have been
living in Palestine. Under Arab rule there were substantial Jewish
communities in the chief towns., In the period of the Crusades and
again in the Mongol invasions, they were nearly but not entirely
blotted out. Under Ottoman rule they slowly recovered. Fresh im-
migrants arrived from time to time, from Spain in the sixteenth cen-
tury, from Eastern Eurepe in the seventeenth., They settled mainly
in Galilee, in numerous villages spreading northwards to the Lebanon
and in the towns of Safad and Tiberias. Safad, which according to
Jewish tradition contained as many as 15,000 Jews in the sixteenth
century, became a centre of Rabbinical learning and exercised a pro-
found influence on Jewish thought throughout the diaspora,”

The Report continues:

"Small though their numbers were, the continued existence of those
Jews in Palestine meant much to all Jewry,., DMultitudes of poor Jews
and ignorant Jews in the ghettos of Eastern Eurpope felt themselves .
represented, as it were, by this remnant of their race who were
keeping a foothold in the land against the day of the coming of the
Messiah.

""This belief in the divine promise of eventual return to Palestine
largely accounts for the steadfastness with which the Jews of the
diaspora clung to their faith and endured persecution."”

What wonder then that down the ages this unique phencmenon has inspired men
of spirit and vision to support the restoration of the Jewish people to its
land. What could be more natural than that this people again and again pro-
duced a leader to advance this cause and organize a movement for its reali-
zation? A mind as sensitive as that of Theodor Herzl was shocked into
recognition of the tragedy of Jewish homelessness by the Dreyfus trial. May=
be this is something that cannot be understood by those who deride and be-
smirch the Jewish liberation movement, when men like Herzl joined hands in
various parts of the world to put an end to the indignity and humiliation
suffered by Jews because they were Jews. What purpose or ideal is there in
any national liberation movement if not the restoration, to a people and to
each individual in it, of their rightful national and personal dignity? What
could be more natural than the conclusion that only the revival of Jewish
statehood could make this possible? What could be more natural than looking
back at the land from which Jewish nationhood had stemmed, in which it had
existed for centuries and where it had created its culture, and from which it
had been expelled by force?

The recognition of this fundamental truth was the cause for the Balfour Dec-
laration, for the League of Nations Mandate, for the support that we have en-



.

joyed throughout the years from many men and women of different faiths
throughout the world, and finally for the resolution of the United MNations
to establish a Jewish State in part of Palestine. No oratory and no vitu-
peration can change these historic facts.

Let us now consider for a moment the fulfilment of the aspirations of the
Arab national movement. What was the political landscape in the Middle East
before the First World War? Not a single independent ArabSState existed at
that time. The area that is now Israel, Jordan, Syria and the Lebanon were
vilayets of the Syrian Province of the Ottoman Empire, What is today Iraq
and the independent states in the Arabian Feninsula were also provinces of
that Empire., Only in the framework of the political settlement after the
First World War did a pattern of new territorial entities emerge.

It is interesting to remember that those territories which are now independent
Arab States have become such as a result of what the Arab delegations have
described here as "imperialist machinations'", With the dismemberment of the
Ottoman Empire, and only then, did Palestine become a separate political en-
tity designated by the League of Nations in 1921 to contain the national home
of the Jewish people. In the White Paper of 1922, Mr, Churchill limited the
territory to which the Jewish National Home provisions of the Mandate applied,
to the land situated west of the Jordan River, i.e. to less than one-fourth of
the original area of the Mandate. In 1947 this latter area, by the Resolution
of the United Nations of 29 November, was further partitioned. The State of
Israel today has about 8,000 square miles; the area in the Middle East in
which the Arab States have gained their independence since the end of the
First World War covers over 3,000,000 square miles.

I should like in this connection to quote here from the statement made in the
Committee by the distinguished Representative of Liberia:

"It would have been a sad spectacle for us if our brethren
occupying the 11,545,000 square miles which comprised Africa
had refused to yield us only 45,000 square miles as an asylum
from man's inhumanity to man. They gave us the land, and we
have co-operated as kin and kith in every conceivable way.
Anything to the contrary is outrageously false."

As my colleague, Ambassador Comay, has told the Committee, there were elements
in the 1947 Resclution that were painful to us -- yet we accepted the com-
promise, Had the Arabs done likewise, the history of the Middle East would
have taken an entirely different course -- a course of co-operation, friend-
ship and constructive development for all, without war and the dJestruction of
life and property, and without refugees.

This, Mr. Chairman, is the authentic version of events. Even if the Arab
Governments are as yet unwilling or incapable of understanding the spiritual
and moral sources of the aspirations of the Jewish people for the renewal of
its statehood, they will have to accept the fact that that statehood will not
be given up, even in the fact of aggressive speeches or threats of force.

We are today faced with an Arab refugee problem as a result of the war which
the Arab States launched against Israel in 1¢47 and 1948. This has remained
the only group of refugees whose lot has not been eased by their own kinsmen.
Many millions of other refugees, displaced as a result of wars and upheavals,
have been received and rehabilitated by their people and been permitted to
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lead a normal life amongst them. In some instances the solution lay in an ex-
change of populations, as in the case of Greece and Turkey. The Arab refugee
problem is the conly instance where out of political considerations, hundreds
of thousands of people are compalled to remain refugees, denied nmatural ac-
ceptance by their own kinsmen. How can one reconcile the outcry over the fate
of the refugees living on international charity with the fierce opposition to
any plan of constructive development, of resettlement, and of integration de=-
signed to rehabilitate these unfortunate people?

I mentioned that in some cases the solution lay in an exchange of popttlation.
I stould like to emphasize the fact that we in Israel have received since

L1948 over 500,000 Jewish refugees from the Arab countries, that is, practically
Tiie same number as that of Arabs who left the area which is Israel.

1 k]

1ese Jewish refugees from Arab States and their children comprise a very sub-
tantial part of Israel's total population. A striking indication of this

iez in the fact that no less than 55:percent of the children of grade-school

262 in Israel are from families which came to Israel from the countries which

are members of the Arab league.

oL

{7 ilieir arrival in Israel the occupational structure of these Jewish refugees
was heavily imbalanced. Less than one percent of them in their countries of
origin had been engaged in agriculture; less than two percent had been engaged
in the building trades; a wvery substantial percentage were illiterate. The
vast majority could be absorbed initially only in unskilled work, and nearly
all had to be taught new trades and occupations before they could be fully in-
tegrated into the country's growing economy.

Our approach to these refugees was that they were our brothers and sisters:
they must be given full equality, not just in theory but in practice; they
must be helped to take a productive part in our economy and our public life,
and their children in particular must be helped quickly to move upwards on

the educational ladder so that within as short a period as possible they would
reach the general level,

Of course, this policy could not be carried out without what has been referred
to in Dr. Davis' Report as "uneconomic" expenditure. I think that these ex-
penditures produce the greatest economic asset that any society could possibly
wish for or possess, namely, human beings who have regained their dignity,

who realize the extent of their Gof-given capacities and are filled with the
desire to express those capacities in their own interests and in the interest
of the society of which they are part.

As a result of this attitude towards these refugees and of the determination
to help them transform themselves as rapidly as possible into productive citi-
zens, we have seen this growing section of our population change with striking
zpeed. Those who were unemplovable on their arrival are today gainfully em-
plaved in agriculture, industry, mining, communicat ons and services. Those
who needed assistance upon their arrival for their most elementary needs of
zhelter, medical care, food, clothing and education, today are making their
full contribution as self-supporting citizens to the common good,

I do not think that we in Israel are at all unique in this respect. I could
mention a number of countries which in the period since the end of World War
Il have reacted in the same way to human challenge of refugee populations of
their own kinsmen, both in Europe and Asia. We have listened with interest to
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what the distinguished Representative of Greece has told the Committee, about
the reception centres for Greek refugees arriving in his country since 1957,
It is not without significance that precisely where such an attitude had been
displayed it has resulted not only in the transformation of refugees into
citizens, but also in the economic growth and development of the countries
receiving them,

The eyes of the refugees should be directed towards the future, towards the
opportunities present in his existing environment to which he is closely
linked by ties of language, culture, faith and customs,

The central aspect of the Arab presentations which we have heard during the
debate this vear, as on so many previous occcasions, is that the refugee is
used as a political instrument for the attainment of negative and destructive
objectives wnich we have heard defined in this very Committee in terms dia-
metrically opposed to the letter and spirit of the Charter of the United --
Nations.

I have no doubt what members of the United Nations think of these objectives
or of the spirit which advances them. It breeds not peace but war. It is a
spirit which does not solve refugees problems but which, if permitted to ex-
press itself in action, would create only additional human misery in the en-
tire area.

Mr. Chairman, I shall now refer specifically to the Report of the Commissioner
General of UNRwWA., It is well to remember that UNRWA is not the only United
Nations Agency dealing with refugees, It is striking that.ghe United Nations
High Commissioner for KRefugees is in a position to report annually on the
progress that is being made towards a constructive and rapid solution of
similar problems which have sprung up all over the world. Yet the UNRWA Re-
port which we have before us specifically recommends the exclusion of all
economic and development projects for the future of the refugees., When Dr,
Davis goes beyond the immediate scope of his mandate to tell us of the feelin
feelings of the whole Arab Middle East, would it not at least also be proper
for him to ascertain and report the views and feelings of the people of Is-
rael on this subject as well? And, in describing Arab feelings, would it not
be relevant to enlighten us about the spirit and intent in which the Arabs
claim repatriation?

To illustrate my point, Mr. Chairman, I should like to read to you from a des-
patch published on 28 July 1962, by the Beirut Daily "AL-HAYAT", which reports
on a proposal by Dr. Izzat Tannous, who addressed the Committee yesterday.,

The Report says:

-He (Dr. Tannous) proposes the establishment of a large
Palestine army that will constitute the spearhead of the
Arab forces for the liberation of Palestine, This army

will be mobilized from all Palestinians in equal measure,
and, if need be, there will be compulsory mobilization

at a rate of ten percent of the Palestinians. In accordance
with the proposal a Palestine army of 1C0,000 officers and
men will be raised in Jordan; of 35,000 in the Gaza strip;
of 10,000 in Syria; of 12,000 in the Lebanon; of 500 in
Iraq, and so on, In other words, a total army of over 157,000
strong will be mobilized.

"Each army will be trained in the country of its location
under the direction of a Supreme Military Committee common
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to all the Arab States, which will coordinate the wvarious
parts of the army. This committee will be subordinate to
the Arab League.

"By itself, the army will not be able to rescue Palestine,
but its task will be to be the spearhead, and without doubt.
the Arab S5tates are now preparing for the day of battle."

Ancther illustration: Radio Cairo announced on 11 November 1962, that the
United Arab Republic is training Palestinians, and went on to say:

"The leaders of the Palestinian nation in Gaza reported
that the publication of the constitution represents an
additional setup towards the liberation of their home-
land, particularly after the UAR had strengthened the
Palestinian armed forces and had thoroughly trained them,"

I think we are entitled to ask whether the refugees so enlisted continue to
be wards of UNRWA.

The same campaign of hatred and destruction is used to pervert the souls and
minds of the young. Dr. Luther Evans, former Director-General of UNESCO,
stated in 1957: "Arab children are being taught, with UNESCO funds, that some
day they will push the Israelis into the sea." School-books and readers pub-
lished in Cairo and Damascus, and used by UMNRWA, are full of examples bearing
out Dr. Bvans' statement. For example, the 1959 story of the "UNRWA-UNESCO
Arab Refugee Schools", by Robert Faherty, says:

"The reading room displays a large map of Palestine, with a
legend above it: 'The Holy Land, which was lost cheaply, will
not be restored without bloodshed of the new generation.' "

What would the attitude be of any country represented here regarding the ad-
mission into its territory of people brought up in this spirit?

I now turn to the economic aspects of the Report before us. It stresses two
negative views regarding the unemployable status of the refugees and the lack
of absorptive capacity in the host countries.

The main reason given the refugees' "unemployable status" is that "tradition-
ally....the oncoming generation has acquired its skills by working with the
parent or some other family member, and that young adult refugees have not been
able to learn to farm in this way." This is an argument which goes against

the whole trend of current economic thinking.

The Middle East lands, like developing countries elsewhere, are for the most
part going through a transition period, with a consequent change in patterns
of employment, and the acquisition of new skills. Ewen in farming, old
methods are giving way to new technigues.

It has been recognized more and more that in economic progress, human adap-
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tability is no less important than capital and natural resources. Thus the
Secretary-General in his recent "Proposals for Action for the United Nations
Development Decade," in May 1962, points out:

"Recently there has also been much more widespread realization
of the importance of the human factor in economic development,
Research and experience have indicated that the contribution
of physical capital alone is by no means as dominant as had at
one time been imagined. This realizatiocn opened up new ap-
proaches through education, training, community development,
use of idle manpower and eradication of disease to use the
vast latent human resources of the developing countries. While
at the beginning of the last decade the problem of developing
countries was viewed essentially as a problem of producing
wealth, by the end of the decade it became widely acknowledged
that the crucial factor was not production oHut rather the capacity
to produce, which is inherent in people.”

{Document E/2613, pp.11-12)

By passing judgement on the potential manpower of the refugee population as
largely "unemployable", by writing off the younger adult refugees as handi-
capped for life, the UNRWA Report is in effect casting doubt on the possi-
bility of newer countries to develop their economies. The economic and social
development of these countries requires training in new skills, and I have
tried to show how this problem has found its solution in my own country.

In the 1959 Report of the late Secretary-General, he was much less inclined
to regard the refugees as doomed to unemployment for life, His view was that
the integrat.on of the Arab refugee population was practicable as part of the
general economic development of the area. He presented calculations as to the
total capital investments required for this end and showed that capital of
that magnitude could be obtained.

Regarding the lack of capacity of the host countries, the UNRWA Report states
that a major proportion of them "must cross an international boundary if they
are to find suitable employment without resort on the part of the host coun-
tries to uneconomic investment of considerable magnitude." (At the last As-
sembly, the Commissioner-General stated that this applied to two-thirds of the
refugees.) This necessarily prompts the question, how the Commissioner-
General's view on this point can be reconciled with his opinion that the re-
fugees are unemployable. If that indeed is so, which countries will open theirx
gates to them? It further raises the question, why investment in refugee re-
settlement should be "uneconomic"? I have already referred at some length

to this contention which is not borne out by the experience of Israel and other
developing countries who are faced with employment problems,

In 1953, the Acting Pirector of UNRWA estimated that, given the cooperation of
the host Governments, 445,000 refugees could be made self-supporting in the
host countries from 1954 to 1958, on the basis of the programme agreements al-
ready concluded with these Governments. This did not materialize be?aus? of
political obstacles, and not because of the lack of absorptive capacity in
these countries. In the meantime, substantial spontaneous integration into
the economic life of the host countries is taking place in spite of all the
difficulties.
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I must now dwell in some detail on the numbers of Arab refugees, There is no
doubt that the present UNRWA rolls are beiny inflated, There are not a mil-
lion-odd bonafide refugees and there never were, ©Gn 31 December 1946, ac=-
cording to the figures suposlied by the Government of Palestine to UNSCOP, the
total number of Arabs in unpartitioned Palestine was 1,288,000, Of this num-
ber were resident in the former mandated territory, later annexed by Jordan,
about 500,000. In the area later annexed by Egypt, namely the Gaza Strip,
there were over 100,000, Furthermore, about 100,000 Arabs never left the area
which is now Israel, and a further 40,000 returned to Israel. The total of
Arabs, therefore, who left the area which is Israel could not have exceeded
510,000 te 550,000,

As the Commissioner-General has pointed out, at least twenty percent were im-
mediately absorbed, and never became dependent on UNRWA. This should have
ieft about 400,000 genuine refugees on the rolls, But, as United Nations
documents indicate, the original lists of relief recipients in 1948-49 in-
cludcluded not only refugees, but also a large proportion of impoverished
lazal inhabitants., On 4 November 1949, the Secretary-General submitted to the
Assembly a "Report of Assistance to Palestine Refugees' (Document A/1060). In
a pcssage headed "Difficulty of Definition" this Report describes the
havhazard way in which the relief rolls were compiled, the lack of any eligi-
bility test, and the extreme difficulty in practice to distinguish between
persons displaced from their homes as a result of hostilities, indigent or un-
employed local residents, and nomadic and semi-nomadic Bedouin who would
naturally gather at places where food was being distributed. The Secretary-
General added that a considerable percentage of the refugees were in small
villages where the food was being distributed by the local mayor and it could
not be doubted that in many cases individuals who could not qualify as being
"bonafide" refugees were in fact on relief rolls. In the same year, 1949, the
[Final Report of the United Nations Economic Survey Commission to the Middie
East (the Clapp Report), (Document A/AC/25/6) estimated that at least 160,000
non-refugees had managed to get on to the relief rolls.

During the years since then, as has often been pointed out in UNRWA Reports,
the figures have become even more inflated. In Table I, annexed to this
year's report, a footnote warns that -

"The above statistics are based on the Agency's registration
records which de not necessarily reflect the actual refugee
population owing to factors such as the high rate of unreported
deaths and undetected false registrations.”

In addition, the Agency has no adequate machinery for checking which of the
refugees have become wholly or partly self-supporting. This would in any cir-
cumstances not have been easy to find out, since only 40 percent of the
refugees live in camps. A substantial measure of ''spontaneous absorption',
taking place in Jordan, Syria mand Lebanon, is not adequately reflected in
UNRWA statistics.

These are some of the factors which explain the inflation of the rolls. The
Agency claims that since 1950, more then 425,000 names have been rcmoved from
the rolls through routine processes (Information Paper No. 6, September 1962),
A good part of those names must relate to "bonafide" refugees registered in
1949 who, as we have pointed out, were about 400,000. Naturally, there is a
fair margin of error in any such calculations. 2ut, even allowing for natural
increase, it is clear that only a part of UNRWA's present grand total of
1,174,760 fall within the acce>ted definition of Palestinian refugees.
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The rectification of the rolls has come up repeatedly in Annual Reports and
Assembly Resolutions, but it has not been carried out due to the opposition
of the host Governments,

Mr, Chairman, the Arab Governments must not be allowed to make of UNRWA an
instrument in the Arab warfare against Israel, My delegation has always voted
in favour of appropriations for the Agency. I am sure that it was also the
intention of all other delegations that the funds should be used for the im-
mediate welfare of the refugees as well as for constructive endeavors which
would aid them tc become productive members of their communities,

I should now like to turn to Draft Resolution A/SPC/L.90, which proposes

the appointment of a "United Nations Custodian for the administration and
protection of Arab property, assets and property rights within Israel.” That
demand -- which has been repeatedly rejected by the General Assembly -- for
the appointment of a United Nations custodian to administer property within
Israel, has been aptly described by a number of distinguished delegates in
this Committee as being designed to strike at the very foundations of Israel's
sovereignty. A measure of this kind, deliberately and without justification
aimed at interfering in the internal affairs and very sovereignty of a member-
State, is utterly without foundation in the Charter and in international law.
Furthermore, the Draft Resolution contains a deliberately misleading para-
phrase of Resolution 394(V) of 14 Pecember 1950, That Resolution did not
direct the Palestine Conciliation Commission to take measures for the pro-
tection of the rights, property and interests of the Palestine Arab refugees,
as is stated in the first preambular paragraph of the Draft. Its direction

to the Conciliation Commission was quite different, namely to continue con=-
sultations with the parties regarding measures for the protection of those
rights and interests.

There has in fact been a great deal of cooperation between the Israel Govern-
ment and the Conciliation Commission on a number of property questions, e.d.
the programme for the identification and evaluation of Arab immovable proper-
ty, the actual release of blocked accounts of all Arab refugees in Israel
banks, amounting to over nine million dollars, and the transfer of the con-
tents of a great number of safe-deposit lockers and valuables left behind in
Israel by Arab refugees. Israel's actions in these matters have been based on
the voluntary exercise of its sovereign prerogatives.

In my statement in this Committee on 15 December 1961, I explained fully how
the abandoned Arab properties were many years ago taken over by the State in
order to ensure their proper utilization and integration into the national
economy. The figures produced by Arab spokesmen about the extent of the Arab
land holdings are completely incorrect. The abandoned properties have cer-
tainly not brought my Government the alleged vast revenues.

In view of the strange Arab interpretations of international law which have
been repeatedly given in this Committee, I find it necessary to recall with
the utmost brevity the relevant applicable prineiples. Firstly, property
within every sovereign State is exclusively and beyond question subject to
the laws of that State. Secondly, the United Mations has no competence what=-
soever to interfere in these matters. Thirdly, this situation is not altered
by the fact that the individual claimants happen to be refugees. All this,
too, my delegation set forth fully last year, and I shall not take up the
Committee's time by repeating now our position.
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From the outset my Government has offered to pay compensation for the property
abandoned by the Arab refugees. In any negotiations about compensation, Israel
has reserved the right to present claims for the properties of the half a
million Jewish refugees from Arab countries, as well as the assets of Israel
that were taken over or destroyved by Arab Governments during the war in areas
under Arab control.

Mr. Chairman, we have before us a Draft Resolution sponsored by twenty-one °
members of the United Nations (Document A/SPC/L.89), calling for the solving
of disputes by peaceful negotiations., My delegation welcomes this initiative
which points at the very root of the problem. We have always taken the view
that all outstanding issues between nations, including of course, those be=-
tween us and our neighbours, should be discussed directly between the parties
concerned. This specific Draft Resolution, in full conformity with the pur-
poses and principles of the United Nations Charter, undoubtedly gives sincere
expression to the desire of many Governments in many lands that there should
be a move towards a solution of this unfortunate and barren conflict.

A number of important statements were made in this Committee during the last
days, in which distinguished delegates associated themselves with the prin-
ciple of direct negotiations. The distinguished Representative of Iceland
put the issue with great clarity. He mentioned three possibilities regarding
the future of the Arab refugees: the problem might remain unsolved for de-
cades, or even forever; a sclution might be brought about through war; or
there might be a peaceful solution through mediation and negotiations. The
distinguished Representative pleaded for the third alternative.

The distinguished Representative oi the Central African Republic said in the
debate:

"To our friends from the Arab countries, my delegation directs
the urgent appeal to understand - in good spirit - the imperative
necessity of direct negotiation, with a view to bringing about a
final settlement of this tragic problem still unsolved, that of
the Arab refugees.”

Finally, I should like to remind the Committee of the statement made by the
distinguished Representative of the Ivory Coast, in which he said:

"The world belongs to all of us and nobedy has the right to en-
danger it. Whether we want it or not, we are compelled to negotiate.
And we have to emphasize this in every single resolution dealing with
a conflict between States., The methods of peaceful settlements en-
visaged by the Charter are the best: they will triumph."

We remain convinced that in a peaceful negotiation and solution of the con-
fliet lies the only hone for a better future for the Middle East as a whole.

Recently, Mr. Chairman, the Representative of a certain member-State thus
described the position of his Government in regard to international relations:

"(1) Non- intervention in the internal affairs of any State.

(2) Each State has comnlete freedom to choose its own political system
of government and way of life,

(3) Each State has the right and the freedom to bring his defences up
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the standard which will secure its political independence and
territorial integrity.

(4) We have always maintained, as a loyal member of the United Nations,
that in accordance with Article 2 (4) of the Charter, all members
should refrain in their international relations from the threat
or use of force against the territorial integrity or political in-
dependence of any State, or in any other manner inconsistent with
the purpose of the United Nations, Similarly we have advocated
the view that member-States should settle their disputes by peace-
ful means in such a manner that international peace and security
and justice are nast endangered."

This statement was made by the Representative of the UAR in the Security Coun=
cil at its 1l024th meeting, held on Wednesday, 24 October 1962, regarding the
question of Cuba. If the Government of the UAR were to apply these principles
to the Arab-Israel conflict, the refugee problem would scon be on its way to

a constructive settlement.

In closing, Mr Chairman, let me say: If the Arab refugee problem were dealt
with as any other refugee question, it would have been solved many years ago.
The only obstruction to the solution of this refugee problem is the belli-
gerent attitude and the policy of the Arab States, The position of my Govern-
ment regarding compensation and all the other aspects has been made clear in
this Committee on past coccasions, and we stand by that position despite the
venomous attacks that were made upon us here again. The solution to all is-
sues outstanding between Israel and the Arab States can be brought about
rapidly and effectively if the Arab Governments accommodate themselves to the
reality of Israel's existence. It is entirely up to them,
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CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

. i 515 PARK AVENUE + NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
Tel.: PL 5-1820 Cable Address: COJOGRA

December 6, 1962

To: Members participating in the Presidents Conference

From: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find a statement which Rabbi Irving Miller has
issued today, It is suggested that the concepts of this state-
ment be brought to the attention of as many Americans as possible,
It is also suggested, for your consideration, that your organi-
zation issue a similar public statement.

A copy of this statement has been brought to the attention of
Ambassador Adlai Stevenson.

YH:dm
enclosure
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Rabbi Irving Miller, Chairman of the Conference of
Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations, today called upon
Americans of every faith to protest the current revival of Adedph
Hitler's philosophy by Arab nations' spokesmen at the United Nations.
"The discussions in the General Assembly's Special Political Com-
mittee about the renewal of U.N. support of its relief agencies has
been the excuse for this wrongdoing. Arab delegates offend human
decency with vulgar comparisons of democratic nations to Hitler's
Third Reich.

"There is certainly a legitimate area for genuine discussion
of Middle East problems in any of the U.N. forums," said Rabbi Miller,
"The nations of the world are sufficiently mature to engage in
serious debate regarding possible solutions for all of their problems,
However, there must never be room in such international discussions
for the injection of racial or religicus bigotry and for name-calling
of the kind in which Arab statesmen are now indulging.

"The American people hold equally high the need to feed
hungry mouths and the dignity of the individual. They can only be
shocked," said Rabbi Miller, "when Arab representatives in a United
Nations examination of how to furnish relief for their masses of
people, engage in unspeakable attacks upon other religious groups.

"I+ must be," Rabbi Miller concluded, "that Arab spokesmen
substitute name-calling and vituperation for substance and logic

because their cause lacks justice even in their own eyes,"

December 6, 1962
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CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATI

515 PARK AVENUE -+ NEW YORK 22, N.Y.

September 27, 1962

To: Members participating in the Presidents Conference

From: Yehuda Hellman

Rabbi Irving Miller has asked me to inform you that he has sent today
the following telegram to Secretary of State Dean Rusk:

"HONORAELE DEAN RUSK
SECRETARY OF STATE
WASHINGTON, D.C.

THE GOVERNMENT'S DECISION TO SELL TO ISRAEL SHORT-RANGT DEFENSIVE
MISSILES WILL BE WELCOMED BY ALL AMERICAN CITIZENS WHO ARE CONCERNED
WITH PEACE AND STABILITY IN THE MIDDLE EAST, IT VILL PREVENT A DAN-
GEROUS IMBALANCE OF POWER RESULTING FROM THE FLOW OF ARMS INTO THE
ARAB STATES, AND THEIR AGRESSIVE USE AGAINST ISRAEL, I PRAY THAT
THIS CONSTRUCTIVE MEASURE ON YOUR PART WILL CONTRIBUTE TOWARDS THE
MAINTENANCE OF PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST AND THROUGHOUT THE WORLD.

RESPECTFULLY,

RABBI IRVING MILLER, CHAIRMAN
CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF MAJOR
AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS®

Rabbi Miller has also wired Mr. Myer Feldman, presidential assistant >
requesting that this wire be brought to the attention of the President.

I would like to take this opportunity to inform you that the next regular
meeting of the Presidents Conference is going to take place on October 24
at 12:30 P.{. The agenda will be forwarded to you shortly.
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Tel.: PL 5-1820 Cable Address: COJOGRA

October 15, 1962

To: Members participating in the Presidents Conference

From: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find the minutes of the meeting of the Presidents

Conference of September 20th, 1962,
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. CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PA Y Toe
el.: PL 5-1820 3 RK AVENUE NEW YORK 22, N. Y.

Cable Address: COJOGRA

MINUTES OF PRESIDENTS CONFERENCE

SEPTEM3ER 20, 1962 = 12:00 NOON

Rabbi Irving Miller opened the meeting announcing that her Excellency,
the Foreion Minister of Israel, Mrs. Golda keir, would be detained and
would therefore join the Conference after lunch, Rabbi Miller then
discussed the constructive relations which have been maintained between
the Conference and the Consul Generals of Israel in New York...and ine-
troduced the new Consul General, Ambassador Xatriel Katz, who oreeted
the Conference and statel that he too, of course, was happy to assure
+he Conference of his cooperation, et cetera.

Rabbi Miller went on to consratule Frs, Kranarsky on her third re~
election to the sresidency of Hadassah, and on the successful per-
formance of iadassah at its recent convention.

Rabbi Miller then proceeded to announce the asnointrent of a Nominating
Cormittee so that the Conference can proceed at the next meeting, with
the election of a new chairman for the coming year.

Rabbi Miller informed the Conference that as of A-ril 1, 1962, the Con-
ference was continuing on the same budget as in the arevious year, He
informed the Conference that he would have more to say on this subject
at the next meeting of the Conference and that this item would be
placed on the agenda,

Jr. Neumann took the floor and asked for a discussion of the recent
meetings with Jewish leaders at the invitation of the White House, e
felt that these meetings had a direct bearing on the work of the
Presidents Conference, Rabbi Miller suncested that this not be dis-
cussed inmediately in view »f the presence of the Israel Foreign
Minister and the Ambassador of Israel to the United States. Rabbi
iiiller assure’' the Conference that this matier would be taken up in
Jue course.

The floor was then given to Mrs. lieir who proceeded, in a spesch that
lasted approximately two hours, to give a detailed analysis of the
problems confronting the Siate of Israsl at the forthcoming General
Assemply session, Iirxs, leir analyzed tae Johnson renort and the pro-
posals spoasored by certain A4friecan, Asian and European nari-ns for
direct necotiations between Israel and the Arab states,



o

irs., Meir also discussed problems of immioration to Israel from various
countries as they developed during the past year.
At the request of Mrs. Meir, no notes were taken during her report

which she defined as "strictly confidential" ani "off the record",
Consequently, we will not circulate any of her remarks.,

it Per TR R RN A R R
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TO: Members associated in the Presidents Conference

FROI: Yehuda Hellman

rsonal use only

ase find the minutes of the special meeting of the
Presidents Conference which was held November 21st, 1961 at the
U.Ne with the participation of Ambassador Michael Comay of the
Israeli Delegation,

November 27, 1961



Special meeting of the Presidents'! Conference on November 21, 1961 at the U, N. to
hear a report from Ambassador Michael Comay, Israel Ambassador to the U.N. dele=
gationy, on the Arab Refugee Problem. The meeting was opened by Rabbi Miller, Presi=
dent of the Conferences He especially welcomed the President of the Board of

Jewish Deputies of Great Britain, Sir Barnett Janner who had just come to this
country to speak in some of our important cities. Upon learning of this meeting,

he asked to be invitedy, "which we were delighted to do."

Rabbi Miller = The meeting is going to be devoted to the question of the Arab Rew
fugee problemy, which is now to be debated at the U.N. In order to know what we
should do and what our tasks on this important matter will be, he felt that we
ought to be briefed both by the Ambassador of Israel as well as the Ambassador
from our own country. It is a great honor and privilege to present to you the Am=
bassador of Israel to the U.N., Ambassador Michael Comaye

Ambassador Comay: I think the purpose of this discussion is very timely and I hope
you will regard it only as a discussion = a discussion about things which are still
unsettled and will remain unsettled for a long timee. There is another somewhat
preliminary observation that I want to make, and everything I say is said on the
assumption that this is a closed meeting and that one can talk freely and off=-the-
record about these problemsa

Before I talk about the Arab Refugee problem, I feel obliged to mention that it is
the main problem for us on the agenda but, not the only one, Too many of our friend:
here assume that this particular question is the only one with which the Israel
delegation is concerneds I want to tell you that there are over 90 other items on
the agendas We are involved in all of thems Some of them carry very serious, dif=-
ficult and delicate implications for Israel in relation to various countries. There
are South African problems, atomic tests and various other matters on which we are
obliged to take positions, not because we are happy about those positions, but be-
cause they may be the least prejudiced and the least of the various evils that
present themselves to us.

Now I want to plunge into the Arab Refugee problems At this moment it is not quite
clear when the debate will start in the committee.. The expectation was that it will
start at the end of this week or possibly at the beginning of next week. It isn't
clear at the moment for two reasons. One, the report of Dr. Johnson, the Special
Emisssry sent from the Middle East, has not yet been released., I suspect it is
being held up because the Arab Governments are not very happy with the draft which
is being made available to thems The delegationstwant to study the report before
starting the debates The report is not officially before the committee or even on
the agenda for the Assembly. Dr. Johnson does not report to the General Assemblys
He is sent by the P.C.Cs and he reports toc thems Whereas the report is not tech~
nically before the committee, the committee wants to know what is in it and will
refer to it as being the latest expression of opinione. What I can tell you is that
its operative part suggests that after a preliminary round of conversations with the
Government's consent, it is worthwhile appointing somecne as a special representa=-
tive of the Conciliatory Commission to continue this exploratory mission in the
hope of turning up some possible progress and report back again in a year's time.

In order to make such a suggestion, Dr. Johnson has carefully refrained from com=
miting himself to opinions on the substance of matters that are matters of contro=-
versy between Israel and the Arabse The fact that a report is not yet available,

of course, is something which tends to push off the beginning of the debate.
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Whether for this reason, or other technical reasons, there are also negotiations
in the delegates lounge with the Arabs suddenly suggesting that this item be push=-
ed off and that the item on Cman, which is a quarrel between the Arabs and Britain,
which was going to come after the Refugee debate; should come befcre ite

It is also bound up, perhaps, with another question and that is, whether this de=
bate on the Refugees would have to be squeezed in now and disposed of before the
end of the Assembly, or whether there is going to be a resumed session in New York
and this may be one of the items which can be left unfinished and can be revived
and continued the secon# time arcunde

This is going to be, perhaps in aﬁ? w%y, easier than we expecteds We and the U.S.
and other people expected a month cZ~two ago that at this Assembly they would have
to come to grips with the substance of the problemj they would have to make de=
cisions which would lay down the linee If the U.S. will back the ideay and I am
pretty sure that they will, the U.S. will not want to deal with the basic issues
this years That only applies to the U.S*® and maybe to some cther countries, but
certainly not to the Arabss The Arabs are going to force the issue as hard as

they can. What is the issue that they want tb force? This is the key to under=
standing the fight which is going ons The issue for the Arabs is not the Arab
Refugees at alll They will try very hard to disengage the attention of the Assembly
from the problem of a certain number of displaced persons who have to be resettled,
fed and schooleds It is not about Dr. Johnson®s report that the Arabs want to talke
What the Arabs want is to reppen the whole "Palestinian problem" in all its politi=
cal aspectss They do not accept the existance of the State of Israel and they
want to try and press the views that they pressed initially, that Palestine is part
of the Arab homeland, that a people has been dispossessedy that this people must

be restored to its homeland, what you are hearing more and more is paradoxically,
an "Arab Zionism.," This is a situation that the world must not accept. They don't
believe that by virtue of any resclutions that might be pushed through the U.N.,
Israel will disappear from sights They know that it doesn®t work that way because
Israelis will not cooperate to that extent. They do believe that by pressing this
issuey you can undermine Israeli's international position and you can keep the
whole pot boiling instead of the whole problem fading out of existence altogethers

If there is any military showdown with Israel and they talk amongst themselves about
the possibility of creating an Algerian situation in Israel, they will have creat=
ed an international climate of opinion which is fayo—able to such an enterprise,
These are ambitious and far-reaching objectives. &' .. stating them as such, All
their tactics or their concrete proposals on this or that aspect of the subject

are related to these ultimate objectives.

For instance, the first fight we are going to have in the Assembly is onfwhich
started last year and that was to secure recognition in the commititee for the
Palestinian=Arab Delegation as suche A reguest was put in that certain people con-
stitute the Palestinian-Arab Delegation and they want a hearing for themes The
significance of this is that they are not asking for these peeple to be heard as
spokesmen for the refugees, but as spokesmen for the Palestinian-Arab people,
wherever they may be. These are actually two groups of people who have now joined
forcese One group represents the Mufti (who was thrown out of Egypt and the Mufti's
sponsors who are now ixeqié)s This is part of inter-Arab politics. The Egyptians ¢
produced a rival delegation from the Gaza Strip and after some fighting, they are -
appearing as one united Palestinian delegations
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The significance of that is not merely that we have to listen to 30 or 32 Arab
speeches, The important thing is whether they will manage to establish that this
is 2 Palestinian problem and not a refugee problem. Then they will again revive

a proposal, that was put forth last year and was not carried, to get the U.N. to
take charge of all the abandoned property and lands of Israel and send a custodian
from the U,Ns to take care of them. Ewven if it were carried, no custodian would

be allowed into Israel.

Another Arab proposal will be to take the Conciliation Commission and say that we
have no confidence in the Commission and we must reopen and reconstruct the
Commission and put into it neutralists and maybe Soviet countries and produce a
kind of Commission which will not be friendly to Israel. 4ll these are to drive
wedges in the way that I suggested and, of course, they will try to get resolutions
through that will spell out more fully that the refugees have the right to go or
noct to go back to their homes.

With all these things that 1 have mentioned, we are in for a tougher fight than
we have had for some years. You might ask why after thirteen or fourteen years
it should have been revived so much more strongly last year and even more this
year. I would suggest two reasons for this. One is that the structures and

the rivalries in the Arab world drive this Palestinian problem to the surface.
They try to outbid each other as to who will be the big brother of the Palestinian
Arabs and who will drive the Israelis into the sea; plus the fact of the new
countries that have come into birth in Asia and Africa and are now streaming into
the U.N. It is & new U.N.; it has become larger, more representative, more
unpredictable, more unwieldly, more difficult to control. The vote of Mauritania
is the same as the vote of the U.S. or the Soviet Union. 411 the Arab propaganda
now is directly channeled to this new audience and is all dressed up in terms
which they think will get the right emotional response. You are dealing now
with people sitting at the U.N. who are hearing about the Palestine conflict for
the first time. They haven't got the slightest idea as to what happened in 1948.
They never heard of the Balfour Declaration, of Theodore Herzl or the Partition
Decision of 1947. There is an attempt to identify Zionism with colonialism;

that Israel came to the Middle East as a spearhead to Colonialism.

I am going to stop at this point and give you an indication of what we are up
sgainst. I have spoken pretty realistically, but if I have spoken realistically,
I do not want to speak pessimistically. We can put up a pretty good fight; we
have many friends. I think that the Arabs' extreme proposals will run into
difficulties and I think that what is encouraging to us is not only that we have
many traditional friends in Europe and in America, but that we have many new
friends amongst the new countries. So far the Arab propaganda against these
nations has not been very effective. It is a process which depends less on what

we do in the U.N. than what we are able to do in Africa, and if we cannot succeed

in establishing our position of friendship and firm basis of cooperation in

ifyig:, t@gn wWe have something to worry about. One final word which follows what
,:I‘u S5alds

With all the importance internationally of what gets said or what gets decided at

the U.N., the existence of Israel and the future of Israel depends on the strength
of Israel itself, its capacity to grow under any conditions and, secondly, on

the bilateral ties between Israel and other friendly countries, first and foremost
the U.S5. As long as our own people in the U.N. are behind us, we are never going

to feel isolated or slone in the world.

Rabbi Miller: I think you will all agree with me that we have reason to be te-
ful to Ambassador Comay for the frankness with which he spoke to ua.n I thinﬁrﬂee
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now realize what confronts Israel and what will confront us when this debate gets
under waye From this point of view, this meeting and what we heard will be of
tremendous value to us. We are not going to keep the Ambassador or you long be=
cause one of the stipulations we had to make is that we came here only to listen

to an Ambassador or to a visiting delegation. We did not come here to transact our
own businesss After we have spoken to the Ambassador, we will adjourn. I hope
many of you will be able to come back to Park Avenue to listen to Ambassador
JHlimpton later in the afterncon.

Q: In view of these developments, how do you find the behavior of the U.S. dele=
gation in connection with this question?

Amb. Comayt We have very close contacts with the U.Ss delegation and there are ver
few questions that come up which wg don't discuss together. On bothesides there is
an acceptance that between the U.5 and Israel we stand for the same things and we
should work together.

Q: Why are the Arabs $mterested in having the Oman question come up before the
Palestine question?

A: This is something new that came up today. It has not been decided formally.
What I can tell you about the reasons are purely speculative. I imagine that it is
to some extent some dissatisfaction with the terms of Dr. Johnson®s report. They

might hope to gain time. There are variety of reasons of tactical and parliament=
ary nature,

Qt Would it be to the advantage of Israel to have the discussion go on immediately
as planned?

At I imagine you can argue it both wayse Our basic position is that the whole
discussion is superfluouse It solves nothinge It does not bring a solution of
the Arab refugee problem any closer, in fact it creatés more tension and inflames
the problems My own opinion is if they want to, let's have it. We are prepared
for it and will explain our peositions If the Committee wants to push it off, we
won't fight to have it put on.

Q: World protest bodies and the Catholic church are expressing viewpoints on this
topics Are those viewpoints considered in the UN?

At I would say that the views expressed cut right across religious liness I do not
think it would be helpful to try to sort out views according to these lines.

Q: Would the extreme proposals from the Arab delegations help to impress some of the
nations that the Arabs are not so right?

At People vote for all kinds of reasons because they feel a certain solidarity with
the countries who present the problems. As far as some of the newer countries are
concerned, they might vote aleong with the Arabs for reasons that have nothing to do
with the nature of the proposals The wilder and more irrational the Arab proposals
are, the easier it is to fight thems The day the Arabs bring proposals that appear
to be reasonable, if will be harder to meet that challenge. The second thing is
that we have often wanted to initiate proposals that press for direct negotiationsi
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The difficulty is that the Arabs fight this and may be in a positien to block it and
vote it down. Therefore, #delegations who believe that this is the proper way to
vote, hesitate becuase they think that it won't get the votes recuirred to have it
accepteds Nevertheless, this is a possibility that is always theree

Q: Are we to assume that there is a possibility that you may counter any resolu=-
tions that may be offered to the U.Ne by the Arab bloc with resolutions of your
own?

At I do not want to commit myself to say that there is such a possibilitys I
merely want to say that we must not rule out that possibility.

Q: In your view, would it be productive or not to encourage further public dis-
cussion?

Az I want to express a personal opinion on thiss I am guite happy to present to
you the U.Ne picture as I see its What conclusions you might wish to draw from
this is a matter of discussion, and I would prefer that my colleagues who deal
with the American scene try to offer you guidance in these matters. Personally,

I think that for some years now we are not particularly interested in stirring up
a great deal of public discussion about this in the UN or in the newspaperss What
happens with refugee problems is that people get tired of them. Fublic interest
in these matters is expendable and I find that although there are many people who
are interested in it, the general public is almost indiff *ent. I am not suggest=-
ing that there are not wayvs and means in the American Jewish community of making
itself felts I am answering this strictly in terms of arocusing a great deal of
public interest and I have some doubts. Theze are certain basic aspects of the probs
lem that you cannot get away from.

Gt What effect did the Knesset position on refugees have here in the U.N* circles?

A: The Knesset position indicated that this is a matter of vital concern to the
State of Israel in which the State of Israel has a firm position, which is not
merely that of a spokesman at the U.N. We can't say that it is particularly wel-
come to the American delegations. They would rather, from their point of view, that
Israel gppear to be flexible on this point of view than that Israel appear to have
a strong position on the Arab refugee probleme I think it does strengthen our
pasition, I don't think it has been particularly welcome to other peoplee

Rabbi Miller: I again want to express our deepest gratitude to the Ambassador. We
are going to meet at 5330 peme at 515 Park Avenue to listen to Ambassador Plimptone
Then I will convene a meeting of our Technical Sub-committee for the purpose of
discussing in practical terms what we are called upon to do at this time. As soon
as the Technical Sub-committee will have a chance to go over these and other sug-
gestions, we will convene a meeting of the Presidents® Conference to approve the
proposals of the Technical Sub-committees We don't want to stir up public opinion
too much, but there is no question that public opinion is veeal and there is some=-
thing that the Presidents"' Conference can dos

The meeting was adjourned at 2330 pme
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CONFIDENTIAL OFF~THE=RECORD = PRESIDENTS CONFERENCE MEETING WITH AMBASSADCR PLIMPTON
VEMBER = 5:30 P.M, = PENTHOUSE

Ambassador Plimpton was introduced by Rabbi Irving Miller. Rabbi Miller also wel=
comed Mr, Bob Blake, who accompanied the Ambassadors

Mrs Plimpton, who had just returned from Washington, pointed out that at the last
General Assembly meeting, the 15th session, the Arab delegation submitted the re=
solution which, if adopted, would have had the impact of suggesting the appointment
of a United Nations custodian in what is now the territory of the State of Israel.
The United States opposed this resolution because, according to their point of view,
the problem of property rights in Israel is a matter for litigation and not subject
to a political approache The Arabs resented the U.Se position, rightfully so, be=
cause the UsSe was responsible in great measure for the defeat of the Arab suge .«
gestions. It is very probable that the Arabs will bring up the problem of custo=
dianship again Inathe General Assembly. It is very possible that the Arabs will
also suggest that the U. N« form a2 commission for the investigation of Israells
mistreatment of Arab residents, trying to point out the parallel between Israel

and South Africa in this respects It is also very probable that the Arabs may want
to change the composition of the PaC.C., which is presently made up of the U.S.,
France and Turkey, by adding communist and neutral representatives. The U.S. will
oppose all three objectives.

In the affirmative sense, the U.S. will try to continue to work within the framework
of the present P.C.C. and will advocate the continuation of the Johnson Mission.

Mr. Johnson's reporting is not conclusives He has seen during his recent tour in
the Middle East all the heads of state involved except Mr. Nasser. At present, Mre
Johson's report is making no definite suggestions. The 1948 resolution on the
P.C.C. including paragraph 11 should continue to be the terms of reference of Mr,
Johnson's goodwill quests The U.S. wants to encourage the Johnson Mission as much
as possible,

Mr. Shukairy has already requested six hours of speaking time at the opening ses-
sion of the debates The U«sSe assumes that Mr. Shukairy is going to set a most
harmful tone. However, the U.Se proposes to be philosophical about the edicts of
this Saudi Arabia hirlinges The United States would oppose the postponement of the
item of the Arab refugeess The Arabs are aiming to have the debate last as long as
possible and then have this item transferred automatically to the beginning of the
next year's session. The U.S5* is opposed to thiss The Arabs would need a two=
thirds majority to reverse the order of the agenda, and the U«Se 1s hopeful that
the Arabs will not obtain ite

In answer to questions that followed, the Ambassador stated that the termination
date for UNRWA is set for June, 1963 70% of the budget for this agency is provided
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by the U.S« The U.5. naturally could ba that time revise its present position and
its financial contribution. Mr, Blake interrupted at this point and stated that
the interruption of the work of UNRWA could cause only c¢onfusion and bitterness,
by which only Russia would benefits.

The Ambassador further stated that the U.S did not recognize any Arab delegation
speaking on behalf of Palestine. The U.S« would recognize Arab spokesmen appearing
as individuals. The Ambassador underlined that the Arab refugee problem was a
festering boil. However, he felt that there was very little that could be done to
solve this problem as the Arabs are only talking about repatriation, which the
Israeli Knesset is on record with precisely the opposite point of views The U.S.
:ould support any solution or combination of solutions in order to solve the pro=
lem,

In answer to a further question, the Ambassador stated that on the whole there were
currently 1,200,000 Arab refugees in the areas When the authenticity of this figure
was questioned from the floor, Mr. Blake interrupted again to say that objective
observers working on the problem, like Don Pereta, accept this figure.

At the end of the meeting Rabbi Miller thanked the Ambassador and Mr. Blake. The
representatives of the Presidents Conference and Ambassador and Mr. Blake felt that
this was a most useful meeting, and that whenever necessary it would be useful for
both parties to maintain contacts
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Rabbi Jiller, Chairman of ihe Presicents' Confcrence QPEFEd the meeting and
saids I wish to extend to all very warm greetings 2; :h;ineeting of the Confer=
ence of Presidentss There were a number of calls thct came into the office
inquiring as to the real nurpose of this meetings The only purpose is the one
stated in the letters I have the fecling that united as we are in a great

cause and working as we do for a cormon goaly there oucht to be a time when we
get together on a relaxed, social basis and get to know each other a little
betters. lie are leaders in our respective organizationse. Ve carry our ovm
specific responsibilities and obligations. We join here together for a specific
goal and I feel that it would be good to spend an hour in this fashion to st

and talk, to chat, to meet with your neighbor and perhaps compare notes. 1

also feel that I could not properl: begin my administration without paying a
tribute to the men vho preceded mes These are the men who really made the con=
ference, brought it about, labored in its behalf, gave it great devotion and
attentiony, and I feel that they have set a fine example. I wanted to acknow=
ledge publicly the debt that all of us owe to theme So I asked Dr. Goldmann,
ire Klutznick and lr. Katz to be our special guests and they accepted quite
entiusiastically. Unfortunately, Dr. Goldmann met with a rather serious ac=
c¢ident, serious in terms that he has to stay home and cannot be here. Dr.
Goldmann eeked me to express his rcgreots to you and asked for a raincheck to come
back to another mecting and speak to use lie are really the losers tonight be=
cause Dr, Goldmann has come back from his recent trip to Israel and Europe vith
a comprehensive and revealino report.

lMr« Klutznick, vho now serves as the U.S. Ambassador to the U.ile, was called to
the \lhite House today but should bec here very shortly.

All of us were delighted and happy to sce Label Katz here and to have him vi th us.
I know that he can keep us very interested as a result of the trip that he made

to the Sovict Unions
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Lastly, I wish to welcorme and greet all the members of the Conference vtho are
here tonight, tocether uith any gueststhat were invited by them.

The Consul General of Israel in the U.S., Mr. Eliav, was introduced by Rabbi
Miller as a true friend of the Conference of Presidents, understanding in full

measure its significance and implicationss

Censul General Eliav: I would like to take this very pleasant opportunity to
thank Label Katz for the year of cooperation we had when Label was President,

I am sure that the same intimate relationship and cooperation will gontinue with
Rabbi Miller, I would like to congratulate him now publiclye. There is a slight
misunderstanding of the structure and functioning of this body between you and
Israeli opinions The Israelis do not understand this trend of having a loose
group with a weak center and thereforey, in Israel, when people speak about the
Presidents' Conference in Americay they think that this is some kind of central
Jewish organization with full authority vhich meets and mekeé decisions. These
decisions come out as orders to all Jews in America who immediately implement
whatever is decideds I have learned in the shorttime that I am in New York to
understand how much strength there is in your "weak" kind of organization and

that in a voluntary community such as the Jewish community is, this kind of volun=
tary coming together and achieving unanimity by discussion might be even stronger
than 1f we had any kind of an authoritative structure., I have learned to appreeiat
your form of organization and do my best to educate members of departments and
indirectly, Israeli opinion, about the correct position, structure and function
of this very important body.

I would enly like to point out that I read in the papers about the recognition

of Israel by Ethiopias It is my guess that Ethiopia was alwasy friendly to Israel

and I believe that this is one of the clearest examples of a State being afraid



to acknowlege its friendship to Israel because of Arab pressure. Now it is a
"marriage" and the significant point is that they are now not afraid to do thisi
Whether it is a direct result of the break of Syria from the U.A.R. or not, it
1s an important symptom which is very encourating. I would like to thank you

for the opportunity to greet you here,

Rabbi Miller, in introducing his predecessor and the Presidents of B'nal B'rith,
Label Katz, saidt In a very real sense Label was the architect of that unity
that we are enjoying today in the Presidents' Confercnce. There was a time when
very serious divergence of opinion appeared and when a committee was appointed
to re=-study the structure and purposes of the Conference of Presidents and to
bring in a report. It loocked as if the committee had quite a task on its hands,
Fortunately, the Chairman of that committee was Label Katz and all of us recall
that he did a superb job in reconciling the differences of opinion and in bring=
ing to us a unanimous report of the future structure of the Conference, and we
are operating to this day within the terms of reference and the basis of that
structures Very soon after that he became President of the Conference and gave
of himself completely. It 18 with great pleasure that I publicly acknowledge the

indebtedness that we all feel.

Label Katz: Rabbi Miller, Mr. Ambassador, Your Excellency, Ladies and Gentlemen,
I first want to acknowledge my own indebtedness to Irving Miller because the
picture which he portrayed was a flattering one. I must confess that I am human
enough to be flattered but realistic enough to recognize it as suchs When I
originally was extended the invitation to participate in this evening's program,
I was advised that the other participants were to be the Ambassador to the U.N.
and our own Jewish International Ambassador, with or without portfolio, now with
the World Conference of Jewish Organizations (known as COJ0)s We find that both

on the international level as well as the domestic level, we have coordinating



organizations which serve as a consultative body where representatives of Jewry
throughout the world have the opportunity to concern themselves in these times
with the pressing issues that confront world Jewrys. The very physical, religious,
cultural and spiritual survival of the Jewish people is at the top of the agenda
and deserves the highest priority of concern. We never know in what area a
crisis will develop which necessitates the pooling of all of our reseurces which
we can bring to bear in the resolution of these difficult problems. They are be=
yong the capacity of any one organization to deal with. The degree of success
which the Presidents' Conference has been able to achieve in dealing vi th matters
of this nature, is obvious to all of uss I would hope that the time would not be
too distant when other organ izations would find it possible to join hands with us
so that we would have within the fold of the Presidents' Conference all of the
important and significant Jewish Organizations on the American scene.

In the latter part of August, I visited behind the iron curtaine There was a
B'nai B'rith delegation of some 35 who took advantage of the opportunity to visit
Russiae. -Phat motivated us was not a desire to see the geography of Russia but
to observe and try to sense at first hand the predicament and plight of our
fellow Jews in the courtries behind the iron curtaine.

At this point Mr. Katz went on to give a full and comprehensive report of the
conditions, circumstances, situations and problems that he and his group encount=
ered in their visit to the Soviet Union. In conclusion, Mr. Katz wished to em=
phasize that there are two factors which we should take into account in the
Soviet Union. While this process of cultural suffocation has been going on since
1917, a number of things have happened in the past five or six years which have
had a dramatic effect upon the Jewish communitys That is, that every identifi=-
cation card of a Jew is stamped "Jew" and everyone in the Soviet Union must have

an identification carde Secondly, because of the rampant and violent anti=semitis:




which existed during the last days of Stalin, the Jewish community was sensitized
to the fact that they were different from their fellow Soviet citizens. All of
this has had a traumatic effect on the Jewish consciousness of our peoples They
have been made aware in the negative sense and our problem is to convert this
negative into a positives What can they and we do to make it possible to develop
a Jewish life which has meaning, substance and significance for them? In this
sense all of us have a tremendous challenge in trying to find the answer to this
problems There are no ready answers this evening, but I believe that we must
exert every energy and resource to further sensitizing the Soviet Government
about our concern for the Jews in the Soviet Union.

Rabbi Miller thanked Label Katz., Introducing Ambassador Klutznick, Rabbi Miller
saide “H:, in the Presidents' Conference, are very happy to have made the Ambass=
ador available to the United States. This Conference owes a great deal to Fhilip
Klutznick and to pay this tribute to him and to tell him that we are all in his
debt, I give you His Excellency, Ambassador Klutznick."

When we set up the Presidents' Conference, we did have a charters I do not know
how much we have amended that by usage and practice, but the reason for the
charter still exists, Let"s not lose sight of it. What was the charter? = the
American Jewish community®s concern with the security, development and prosperity
of the State of Israels This is the charter and unless you have changed it in
my absence, this is still the commitment. There was one other thought we had in
minde We ho ed that by combining forces in this fashion, we would bring a kind
of status and dignity to any representations or any positions we found it nec=
essary to takes This means that we never settled for conferences in the lower
bowels of the State Department, Jews will never by any more respected than they
respect themselves, This is the first lesson of any kind of life and certainly

of domestic political life. There are still some jobs to be done, all of which




you knows Some of them will be discussed not far from herej some problems still
exist that are in the security areae I think the Presidents® Conference is yet
to finish its jobl I think there is a necessity for careful understanding of

what those problems are. This Conference would not have been possible if it was
organized around any other charters Since responsible Jewish organizattions under=
took this task, responsible organizations must complete it and the completion of
it at this time will be more difficult than it was in the dramatic days when many
of the struggles had even the glory of battle about thems It calls for the kind
of understanding and statesmanship that brocks no small thinking and it calls for
the kind of self-respect that the Jewish community will continue to have, with a
substantially unified and dignified voice that will be heard in the right places
at the right time. It is well to remember the beginning and not to forget that
there is an unfinished job ahead and a job that has been complicated by success,
It should make us all more sensible and alerty it should make of us all statesmen
working in this extremely challenging taske Maybe if we succeed in our basic
jobs, representatives of the State of Israel behind the iron curtain and elsew
where will be able to do a more effective job than they are now doings That may
be the most direct route through which to solve scme of the problems. Honor your
President, give him your support and together renew your vow that we took long
ago to see this job of American Jewish interests completed,

Rabbi Miller: Thank you very muche LadieS, and Gentlemen, I want to tell you what
our plans are for the immediate future. It looks now, and of course this is off=-
the=record, as if the refugee problem will be up before the Special Committee of
the U.Ns that is dealing with it, sometime in November. We do not know at this
time what form the discussion of this question will take. A great deal of effort
is being taken to avoid a head=on discussion of this problemy but we do not know

whether these efforts will succeed. We have decided to devote the next meeting
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of the Presidents! Conference to the consideration of this problem so that we

may be on the alert,so that we may be prepared, if called upon, to play our roles
in this question. If necessary, to elucidate in certain quarters, to make pre=
sentations, to educate and to argue.

I have arranged for a meeting on Tuesday, November 2lst, 1961 of the Presidents®
Conference at the UsNs I asked the permanent represenative from Israel to the
U:Nes to be with us and he eagerly agreeds I also asked Ambassador Plimpton to
come and share the thinking of our own Government on this problemy and I am glad
to say that he readily consented and will also be with us to tell us how our
Government views this problem.

December will witness the special annual conference of the United Jewish Appeal.
For this conference Mre Eshkol, who is the Ambassador of Finance and who will
probably be Ambassador of Finance again, will be heres I have asked Mr. Eshkol
to meet with the Presidents"' Conference so that we can learn more of the economieg¢
problems concerning Israels I am awaiting word from him as to the time that he
will put at our disposale I am giving you this in advance so that the Presidents
of the organizations may make such arrangements as will enable them to participate
in these meetings.

I would like to tell the Conference that from the highest Israeli quarters in
America I received the warmest cormendation for the work the Technical Sub=-com=
mittee of the Conference has been doing, particularly in the boycott areas They
had nothing but the highest praise of the effectiveness of the Technical Sub-
committee that has worked in this Conferences I see Isaiah Minkoff, Arnold Fore
ster, Rabbi Unger, Council of Jewish Women, Hadassah and several other organi=
zations who are on this Committee.

Phil referred to the charter of this organization, to the terms of reference that
we were created for a certain purpose. I want to close on this note. This Con=

ference represents a serious and earnest attempt at unity = in Israeli=American



relationships - and displays a unity that we should cherish and be proud ofs I
think we ought to be proud to say to American Jews and particularly to some who
are not in this Confercnce, that we do cherish the concept and ideal of Jewish
unity and we are proud that we have found the platform for the expression of
American Jewish unity. American Jewry and Israel has only to benefit from the
strength of unity and the stronger and firmer we can make this Conference in
these terms, the greater will be the benefit to American Jewry. So I plead with
you for attention to the work of the Conference, for a deep interest and concern
in its progress and for the fullest participation in all that lies ahead.

I want to thank you for your attendance, and bid you good evenings
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515 PARK AVENUE + NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
Tel.: PL 5-1820 Cable Address: COJOGRA

T0: Members participating in the Presidents Conference

FROM: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find the text of a letter which I have addressed
to Mre Shimshon Arad on October 11, and his answer to me dated

Cctober 13+ Also enclosed please find a news item which appeared

in the J«TeAs to serve as background materiale.

October 17, 1961
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October 11, 1961

Mre Shimshon Arad
Israeli Consulate
11 East 70th Street
New York, New York

Dear Shimshons:

I was surprised to read in the October 10th J.T.As that

the Israeli Ministry of Transport and Communication has

demanded that Regie Renault publicly disassociate itself
from the Arab League's economic boycott of Israels

As you well might remember, Regie Renault has done so at
the insistance of the Conference of Presidents of Major
American Jewish Organizations on November 15, 1960, Com=
menting at that time on the status of the controversy
between Renault and Kaiser=Fraser of Israel, Mr. Katz
stated in the name of the Presidents Conference that he
regarded this matter as settled. Mr. Katz's statement
was issued on November 21, 1960 and was made public the
same daye

I would greatly appreciate having your comments as soon

as possible as I would like to share them with my colleagues
of the Sub-committee of the Presidents Conference, and later
on with the Conference at larges

Thank you very much for your cooperations

Sincerely yours,

Yehuda Hellman
Executive Director



11 E, 70th Street
New York 21, New York

Consulate General TRafalgar 9=-7600

October 13, 1961

Dear Yehudat

I would like to acknowledge the receipt of your letter
dated October 11 which I am transmitting to Jerusaleme I should
hope to communicate with you as soon as I get a reply.

Sincerely yours,

Shimshon Arad

Mr, Yehuda Hellman

Executive Director

Conference of Presidents of

Major American Jewish Organizations
515 Park Avenue

New York 22, New York
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ISRAEL GOVERNMENT PUNLIKELY' TO LIFT BAN ON IMPORT OF RENAULT CARS

JERUSALEM, Octe 9 (JTA) == An application by an Israeli firm for
lifting the ban against the import of automobiles made by Regie Renault
of France has been filed with the Ministry of Transport and Communication
and is "unlikely" to be granted, the Ministry confirmed here today.

Iwo years ago, the French automobile manufacturing firm canceled its
contract for assembly of its cars in this country, under pressure of
the Arab boycott offices Recently, an Israeli firm has entered a contract
with Renault for import of its Dauphine car, and has applied to the Ministry
for an import license., That application is being shelved, the Ministry
stated today, until such time as Regie Renault publicly disassociates it-
self from the Arab League's economic boycott against Israel.



' X CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
‘OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PARK AVENUE + NEW YORK 22, N.Y. ‘
Tel.: PL 5-1820 Cable Address: COJOGRA

TO: Members associated in the Presidents Conference
FROM: Yehuda Hellman
RE: Brown=Williamson Case

Enclosed please find the following release issued by
Rabbi Irving Miller todaye

October 16, 1961
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Rabbi Irving Miller, President of the Conference of Presidents of

Major American Jewish Organizations, today released the text of a
telegram he received from Brown and Williamson informing him that

the cigarette company was resuming trade relations with Israeli importerse
The telegram saids: "In view of our extended conversations over a

period of several years regarding Brown and Williamson®s trade relations
with Israeli cigarette importers, happy to inform you that matter

is being satisfactorily resolveds Our request for issuance of clgar=-
ette import licenses for Luckies, Pall Mall, Viceroy and other Brown
and Williamson brands is being granted by Israeli Government and trade
relations will be fully resumed. Would appreciate your informing your
constituents accordingly."

In notifying the 18 Presidents of the Conference about the contents

of the telegram Rabbi Miller said that the Brown and Williamson boycott
of Israel first became evident in 1956 when it sent letters to Israeld
importers notifying them that no future orders could be accepteds Soon
afterward, the Presidents Conference issued a pamphlet, "A Report on
the Arab Boycott Against Americans," which stated that Brown and
Williamson Tobacco Corporation had been "forced to slicoumb to pressures
of the Arab League,"

According to Rabbi Miller about three weeks ago a Brown and Williamson



representative indicated to the Presidents Conference the willingness
of the company to resume shipment of all its cigarettes to Israel

and that it would approach Israeli trade officials accordinglye

Rabbl Miller said that the Presidents Conference is "gratified that
Brown and Williamson == together with its parent bedy, the British
American Tobacco Company == has concluded that it is better ethics
and morality to resist Arab boycott demans and to resume its trade
relations with Israel. They will find, in the long run, that it is

better business too," he said,
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and C, British licensee for the French
system, but now Comrie-Smith says
GLC hopes soon to sell the 560 x 150-ft
factory building to any manufacturer
interested in it

Comrie-Smith and the contractor
agree that the building system had
other drawbacks. “Even though we had
problems in the early days, these were
almost entirely solved once GLC and the
contractor worked out standards for the
panels produced at the plant and once
the labor force was adequately
trained,” says Comrie-Smith.

Comrie-Smith explains that the sys-
tem requires workers who are trained in
that specific type of construction, so
“we naturally had problems until men
became adjusted to the Balency tech-
niques. After a while, the wastage be-
came relatively low.”

Nevertheless, there were minor prob-
lems with the system, according to
Comrie-Smith. Panels that sometimes
were damaged when crane-lifted into
place, were often only poorly repaired,
he says. Poor repairs of correctly manu-
factured, but handling-damaged panels
sometimes caused uneven joining,
which in turn, allowed rain to enter, ac-
cording to Comrie-Smith. But funda-
menially there is nothing wrong with
the system, Comrie-Smith adds.

George Lowe, who supervised most
of the repairs for GLC, also contends
that most of the problems would not
have occurred had the labor force been
trained in use of the system, when work
first started,

Lowe says the problems involved
some vertical seals at the corners of the
structures,”” There is a triangular
groove that runs along the interior of
the corner, and this must be continuous
for the full height of the building,” he
says. “In that way, any water that pene-
trates the seal will be caught in the
triangular groove and drain to the bot-
LTl

“But what sometimes happencd was
that, when the edges were chipped in
the erection process, the panels were
sometimes not  adequately repaired.
And when that occurred, the groove
ceased to be continuous and, of course,
there was a buildup of water.”

H&H and G, which holds the mans
agement and construction contract, will
bid on the next work phase.

“We regret GLC's: decision on Ba-
lency,” a company spokesman says
“We trnied to explore alternatives, but
we can work with brick and concrete by

coventional means just as easily, and
- w Bew Do v A L DT '
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New Tehran town—Llewelyn-Davies
International, London, has been
awarded a contract by the municipality
of Tehran for planning Shahestan Pah-
lavi, a new town on a 400-acre site
within the Iranian capital. The project
will include housing for 50,000, a civic
center, government complex and com-
mercial buildings.

More sanguine on Sanguine—For a
change, the Pentagon can probably be
sure of no congressional opposition to
its request for 818 million this year to
continue development of Project Sang-
wine, the Navy's planned huge under-
ground antenna system (up to 3,000 sq
miles) for low-frequency communi-
cation with submarines. The Navy
drew objections when it proposed sites
near population centers in Michigan,
Texas and Wisconsin. Now it plans to
build the system either at Nellis Air
Force Base in Nevada or the White
Sands missile testing ground in New
Mexico,

U.S. loses suit—Federal agencies must
obey state pollution laws, the US.
Court of Appeals in San Francisco has
ruled. In suits brought against the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA} by California and Washington,
the two states had challenged an EPA
regulation that excluded the federal
government from having to apply to lo-
cal authorities for discharge permits.
EPA has not decided whether 1o appeal
to the US. Supreme Court, a spokes-
man says.

Suez Canal tunnels—Egypt has called
for international bids on the design and
construction of three vehicular and rail-
way tunnels 1lnﬁr' Suce Canal. The
Araby Contractors Co, 15 responsible for
the job and will form a joint venture
with the winning bidders. Each of the
three tunnels will carry a three-lane
highway plus water mains and utilities,
and one tunnel will carry a one-track
railway.

Water quality surveyed—Seventy-five
percent of New York state’s population
is drinking water with concentrations of
at least one of 53 chemicals and 17 pes-
ticides, according to the first statewide
report, prepared by the U.S. Geological
Survey, But only 18 of 365 water sup-
ply svstems examined were found 1o

have concentrations of health-related
chemicals exceeding the state’s limins
for drinking water. About 42% of the
systems contained excessive amounts of
chemicals that cause taste, odor or color
problems.

U.S. engincer wins—Fluor Utah, Inc.,
San Mateo, Calif., won a $12-million
contract for engineering, procurement
and construction management of a ura-
nium processing plant near Ljubljana,
Yugoslavia. Geoloski Zavod, Ljubljana,
owner of the project, will produce fuel
to feed Yugoslavia's first nuclear pow-
erplant, a 8500-million facility to be
built near Krsko, in the province of Slo-
venia,

o™ -
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Uruguay to get monohuoy—Uruguay
plans to award a $44-million turnkey
contract to a consortium to construct a
200,000-ton tanker offshore oil mono-
buoy, 90-mile onshore pipeline and
tank farm. The consortium consists of
Victor M. Contreras, Argentina; Sa-
ceem, Uruguay; Spie-Betignoles,
France; and Land & Marine Organiza-
tion, Great Britain,

BUILDING THE OTHER

A big cleaning bill-A Rhode Island
state study says it will cost more than
$102 million to make the polluted
Woonasquatucket River, near Provi-
dence, clean enough for fish and wild-
life. The study also says it will take $90
million w0 control storm overflows re-
sponsible for periodic shellfishing bans
in upper Narragansett Bay. This is the

first of seven reports on the state’s river
basins, _/

Canadian petrochemical plant—Petro-
say, Ltd., a venture of three chemical
companies, will build a petrochemical
plant estimated to cost more than $400
million at Sarnia, Ontario, about 50
miles northeast of Detroit.

1S

THERE WERE S PLANNED,
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California canal postponed—Construe-
tion of California’s $286-million Pe-
ripheral Canal will be delayed at least
one vear, according to Department of
Water Resources director John R. Teer-
ink. He cites as a major reason work
that remains to be done on the drafi of
the state’s environmental impact report
(ENR 11/14/74 p. 51), which several
reviewers have criticized. Construction
of the 43-mile canal was to start next
Seprember

AND Wit 7



Aptil 16, 1975

Mr. John E. Brown

2902 MeBride Lana

Santa Rosa, Ca.

Dear John:

Many thanks for the item from the Engineering News Record.
I appreciate your sending this kiwd of materisl on to me
end want to assure you that I am sharing the data with the
right people in the right places.

Please do continue to send me any othar ftems you feel will
be of interest.

Hﬂjoiquhludmfmtrmﬂs from house to house.

Sincarely,

Alexander 1. Schindlar



March 14, 1975

Mr. Arnold Forster

Anti-Defamation League
of B'nai B'rith

315 Lexington Avenue

Wew York, New York 10016

Dear Arniae:

Would that I could be of help in commection with ADL's investigation
of discriminatory practices against Jews in connection with invest-
ments by Arabs. It's just not possible for me to release any further
information on the two west coast firms I had referred to in =y press
statement. The party inveolved eslicited my promise te retain the in-
formation on a confidential baais. He is now employed with a2 firm in
Tennessee which has comnections with some Arab countries and he is
fearful of losing his job again should the data he provided me with be
made publie.

A few weeks ageol had a letter from & man who had been fired by Japan
Airlines after a mumbar of years of service. He gave me permission to
share his confidential report with the American Jewish Congress and he
may Oor may not agree to have a sult imnstituted.

Warmest regards.
Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler
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March 10, 1975

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler, President

The Union of American Hebrew Congregations in New York
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York

Dear]lnb%g%fd:;

In the course of ADL's investigation of discriminatory
practices against Jews in connection with Arab investments,
your statement to the UAHC Executive Committee was brought
to my attention. The JTA of Friday, February 1lhth, reported
that you have evidence of two West Coast firms which were
the victims of such discriminatory treatment. Because of
our interest and activity in this area, we would appreciate
receiving from you the documentation on these two cases.

It would be most helpful in our efforts to bar these
practices and in seeking to cbtain the needed remedial
legiglation.

Thank you for your cooperation. With all best wishes,

-~ Sigeerely,

Arnold Forster
AF:ek
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PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

March 7, 1975

Mg. Naoml Levine
American Jewish Céungress
15 East 8./th Street

New York, H.Y. 10028
Dear Maomdi:

Per our coanversation I enclose herewith correspondence from
lir. El11i Gabel. He will be calling you in this comnectiom.

Please keep we posted on developments,
With wvarmest regards, 1 am
Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler

Enel.



called Gabel and told him of AJ Cong. legal division - etec.
he would like to discuss with you first.....called Naomi

Levine, she's at meeting and hasn't returned call yet.

AC\\’\D B




Ei1 GaBEL
577 GRASSMERE TERRACE
FAR ROCKAWAY, N. Y. 11691

February 19,1975

Rabbi Alexander M.Schindler,President
Union of American Hebhrew Congregations
B3B Fifth Avenu=

New York,N.Y. 10021

Dear Rabbi Schindler:

It is with a great deal of interest that I read reports
of your recent statements warning that Arabh blackmail

and boycotts may be operating to jeopardize the ciwvil
rights of Jewish individuals in the U.5. who are employed
by firms doing business with Arab countries.

In 1969 1 joined Japan Air Lines in a research and market-
ing function.Shortly thereafter JAL becam= the target,along
with several other Japanese firms,of & campaign launched

by ADL and other Jewish organizations accusing them of
giving in to the Arab boycott. In the case of JAL they
allegedly denied(or caused to be denied) Tokyo landing
rights for E1 Al Israel Airlines.

Having become familiar with JAL's growth plans and operating
proceedures ] saw that many of the charges were incorrect
and of fered my knowledge of the American Jewish community
to JAL's PR department and top executives to counter the
ADL directed campaign.] received no extra pay for this work
which was in addition to my other duties.Also outside
consultants were hired to help tell JAL's story to the
Jewish community in this country and abroad. This was the
period in which I developed a"synagofues of the Pacific
Basin"PR campaign and the well received"kosher pastrami

en rye in Tokyo"ad campaign.

After the Yom Kippur war JAL management seemed to lose
interest in cultivating the Jewish community and I

gradually felt a chill set in.In the spring of 1974 1

was suddenly dismissed.At the time I believe 1 was the highest
ranking Jew employed by JAL and one of a very few people to

be dismissed.(JaAlL did not undertake the massiwve layoffs that
other o0il price squeezed airlines instituted in 1974).

1 joined a Jewish owned PR firm (open on Yom Kippur however)
which specialized in Japanese accounts.This job lasted untill
UDecember,1974. I have been unemployed since. Several different
versions of my resume are enclosed-the reasons for the diversity
being guite obvious.Would aporeciate your treating this in a
confidential manner as I have never reporteg@ this to any City

or State Human Rights agency.Should you require further
information please do not hesitate to cell me.

cerel




Pergonal Resume of:

Eli Gabel

577 Grassmere Terrace

Far Rockaway, New York 11691
(212) 471-6332

FULL TIME EXPERIENCE

April, 1974 - INTERNATIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS CO,, LTD, New York

December, 1974 Account Executive, copywriter and analyst assigned to corporate,
association and tourism accounts.

June, 1969 - JAPAN AIR LINES New York

April, 1974 Staff Manager - Special Programs. Progressively responsible

positions in advertising & sales promotion, passenger sales, and
market development departments. Strong incentive, convention and
trade mission experience. Developed aggressive sales lead research
gystem, Served as Community Relations consultant.,

June, 1968 - SHARON TRAVEL ASSOCIATES (Sharon Tours) New York

June, 1969 Associate Manager for Tour Operations and Sales. Responsibilities
similar to those at Global Tours below, Also participated in a state
computer training program.

Feb. 1968 - Temporary employment as retail sales representative with Empress

June, 1968 Travel Service, and as a benefits examiner for the Federal
Government.

April, 1965 - GLOBAL TOURS INC, (Global of London) New York

Feb., 1968 Sales & Operations Coordinator in New York office of major inter-

national tour operator., Group & individual itinerary planning, costing,
contracting, and promotion. Included brochure production and
maintenance of industry contacts. Also in charge of "Visit USA"
program on behalf of Global's overseas offices.

March, 1962 - ' Regional director, publicist, and fund raiser for major Jewish
April, 1965 community service organizations in New York, and New Jersey, includ-
ing ZOA, Jewish Education Committee and Histadruth Ivrith,

PART-TIME EXPERIENCE

Travel marketing lecturer at Adelphi University - Fall, 1973

College Degree
January 1962 - BA; Sociology, Bronx Campus, Hunter College,
Herzliah Hebrew Institute

Additional Data
Male Born: August 12, 1939
Married, 2 children
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Personal Resume of:
Eli Gabel

577 Grassmere Terrace
Far Rockaway, New York 11691

(212) 471 -6332

April, 1974 -
December, 1974

June, 1969 -
April, 1974

June, 1968 -
June, 1969

Feb. 1968 -
June, 1968

April, 1965 -
Feb., 1968

March, 1962 -
April, 1965

FULL TIME EXPERIENCE

INTERNATIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS CO., LTD., New York
Account Executive, copywriter and analyst assigned to Japanese
corporate, association and tourism accounts including Japan Tobacco
Corp., Japan Whaling Assoc., and Hotel New Otani.

JAPAN AIR LINES New York

Staff Manager - Special Programs. Progressively responsible
positions in advertising & sales promotion, passenger sales, and
market development departments, Strong incentive, convention and
trade mission experience., Developed aggressive sales lead research
system, Served as Community Relations consultant,

SHARON TRAVEL ASSOCIATES (Sharon Tours) New York
Associate Manager for Tour Operations and Sales, Responsibilities
similar to those at Global Tours below, Also participated in a state
computer training program,

Temporary employment as retail sales representative with Empress
Travel Service, and as a benefits examiner for the Federal
Government,

GLOBAL TOURS INC, (Global of London) New York
Sales & Operations Coordinator in New York office of major inter-
national tour operator. Group & individual itinerary planning, cost-
ing, contracting, and promotion, Included brochure production and
maintenance of industry contacts, Also in charge of '"Visit USA"
program on behalf of Global's overseas offices.

Regional Director, publicist, and fund raiser for major community
service organizations in New York, and New Jersey.

PART-TIME EXPERIENCE

Travel marketing lecturer at Adelphi University - Fall, 1973

College Degree
January 1962 - BA; Sociology, Bronx Campus, Hunter College.

Additional Data .
Male Born: August 12, 1939
Married, 2 children




January 25, 1978

Dr. Judah J. Shapiro
302 West B6th Streat
New York, N.Y. 10024

Dear Jddah:

Just before I left for a jaunt to Denver and Toronto, this
past Monday, I spoke to David Blumberg. He is very disap-
pointed in the composition of the Hominating Committee. I
assured him thet when you and I selected the committee we
were concerned with giwving representation to each and every
grouping within the Presidents' Conference and that we had
no idea whether any of these pecple hzd made any kind of a
personal commitment.

David's anger stems from the fact, so he tells me, that

each of the members of the Hominating Committee has his or
her own candidate and David's intereszts are represented by

na one at all., Inasmauch as I did not attend the meeting of
the Hominating Committee, nor do Inintend to interfere in

its work, you are the only one 6o judge whether David's
candidacy is disadvantaged in this manner. If it is, I cer-
tainly think that someone could be added to the present com-
mittee but only if you as chairman agree with David's assess-
ment and are willing to accept such an appointment.

With fondest regards, I am

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

Institute af Human Relations = 165 East 56 Street, New York, N.Y. 10022 » 212/751-4000 » Cable Wishcom, N.Y

FFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

January 17, 1978

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

The Union of Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Dear Alex:

I was pleased to learn that it is your intention to recommend
that the Presidents Conference establish a committee on
structure and organization which will look into a reorganization
of the Conference in order to enhance its effectiveness.

I shall report this to our Board of Governors when it meets during
the second week of February and will tell them of your invitation
to the American Jewish Committee to participate in the study pro-
cess. I will be in touch with you directly upon my return from
the west coast where our Board will be meeting.

Thank you so much for your good wishes for my recovery. As you
know, everything turned out well.

Best regards.
Cordially,

Lucdos

Richard Maass

RM/bf




January 4, 1978

MR. Richard Maass, Presldent

Amerlcan Jewlsh Committee

165 East 56th Street .
Hew York, New York 10022

Dear Richard:

My experlence as chalrman of the Presldents' Conference has convinced
me that a re-structuring of the organizatlon Is Ia order. | can say
thls more readily now that the conclusion of my term approaches. In
this re-organlzation, not only should the present full-members of the
Conference be Inwolved, but also other organizations such as yours
which have participeted In our work and have contributed to it both
substantively and materlally, as well as stil] other organizations
which have stood at a greater dlstance,

Accordingly, It Is my Intention to recommond the establ ishment of a
Committee on Structurs and Organization which will take a fresh look
at our present work and ot the total Jewish community In order to
find a way of enhancling our effectiveness.

| would much appreclate It If you were to let me know whather you and
your organization would be willing to participate In such a process.

Bert has told me of your problems. MNeedless to say, you have my good
wishes for a full recovery.

With warm personal regards, | am

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler

cc: Mr. Beartram H. Gold
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OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT December 30 3 1877

Mr. Yehuda Hellman
Presidents' Conference

- 515 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

Dear Yehuda:

I am following up my telephone conversation with you of December 29
to formally urge that we proceed quickly with the appropriate steps to
insure a fair and fitting process for the selection of the next President
of the Presidents' Conference.

It will come as no surprise to you if I indicate my chagrin at the
looseness with which the Presidents' Conference business is conducted.

In the matter of the nomination process, it is my view that we cannot
afford to operate without clear structure and public accounting. This
means that there must be the appointment of a nominating committee that is
representative of the Presidents' Conference. Adequate attention must be
paid to the various groupings that make up the Presidents' Conference and
the relative size of organizations.

The committee's membership should be announced forthwith to all members
of the Presidents' Conference. The committee should meet quickly so that
it can do its work with all due deliberate spesed in order to meet the dead-
lines that have been set.

Nothing would hurt the credibility of the Presidents' Conference more--
within its membership--than a hurried process or one that does not meet the
expected deadline,

I am aware of the interest of a number of persons in sérving in the
capacity of President. This only increases the need to have a very carefully
developed structure that would eliminate any possibility of criticism.

I want to write to you about a number of other items and hope that very
soon the Presidents' Conference can meet in private to look at its way of
operating and especially at its decision making process.

. Daniel Thursz
DT:nls




September 23, 1975

Mz, nhd-_l"lllhm

LT

m ml HI!I lm
Dear Yehuda:

I share the enclosed with you and ask that you share it with
the proper people. Many thanks.

With warmest regards, I am
g‘l.mnly.

" Klexaater ¥, Sehiniter

Encl.



Rabbi Ira Youdovin Rabbd Alexander M. Sehindler May 5, 1975
Yehuda Hellman; Al Vorspan

Mﬂdﬂhmhmnﬁ-mﬂﬂqhmm
of the . which has mow been projocted for the latter part of
May. :r 8 that I would certaialy be delighted to have you serve in this



PRESIDENTS' CONFERENCE - CONSTITUTION COMMITTER
Arthur Levine, Chairmen
Rabbi Arthur Hertzberg
David M, Blumberg

Rabbi Joseph B. Glaser
Rabbi Wolfe Kelman
Rabbi Israel Klavan
Emanuel Muravchik

Daniel Rose

Isaiah Minkoff

Isadore Hamlin

Pays Schenk



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PARK AVENUE NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022
FLaza 2-1616 Cable Address; COJOGRA

March 14, 1975

TO: Presidents and Executive Directors

FROM: Yehuda Hellman

o
This is to confirm that the next meeting of thgt:;f:igents Conference
will take place on Tuesday, March 18, 1975, in ~floor meeting
room at 515 Park Avenue.

ek
In addition to the Washington report and the discussion on the PLO snd n ’.xg
Arab propaganda, the issue of the Arab boycott will elso be included
in our agenda. P
LA

The meeting will begin promptly at 12:00 noon and will last until |
approximately 2:30 p.m. A light luncheon will be served.

M

Please call our office as soon as possible with the name of your
representative.



PlLaza 2-1616

cAsLt Aohzss. COJOGRA

"~ WORLD CONFERENCE OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

Pariicipating Organizations:
AMERICAN JEWISH CONGRESS
B'NAl B'RITH

BOARD OF DEPUTIES OF
BRITISH JEWS

CANADIAN JEWISH CONGRESS

CONSEIL REPRESENTATIF DES
JUIFS DE FRANCE (C.R.LF.}

DELEGACION DE ASOCIACIONES
ISRAELITAS ARGENTIMAS
(DLALLALD

EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF
AUSTRALLAN JEWRY

JEWISH LABOR COMMITTEE

SOUTH AFRICAN JEWISH
BOARD OF DEFUTIES

WORLD JEWISH CONGRESS
WORLD ZIONIST ORGANIZATION

515 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK, N. Y. 10022

February T, 1975

TO: Members associated in the World Conference of
Jewish Organizatioms (COJO)

FROM: Yehuda Hellman

Enclosed please find a summary of Ambassador Dinitz's
presentation and the ensuing discussion which took place
at the December Plenary Meeting of COJO in New York.

Member organizations have asked for this material and
we are herewith disseminating it to you. Although
several weeks have passed since the COJO meeting, it
seems to us that this material is most timely and
relevant indeed. We are passing it on to you for back-
ground purposes.



WORLD CONFERENCE OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS (C0JO)

The 19Tk COJO meeting took place in New York on
December L-5.

The meeting of COJO was called to crder by
Mrs. Charlotte Jacobson, acting chairman, who welcomed
the new chairman of the Jewish Agency, Mr. Pinchas Sapir,
and pledged to him the cooperation of all of COJO's

members "in his most important task for world Jewry."



COJO COMMISSION ON EDUCATION

Mrs. Charlotte Jaccbson: We are meeting at a time when all of us have a
tremendous desire to meet as often as possible with fellow Jews. We have
this tremendous sense of isolation in the midst of a world which seems to
have become more indifferent and more callous not only to Israel but to
2ll humanitarian problems; I do not ever recall a period when we have re-
ceived -- all of us, as leaders =-- so many telephone calls from fellow-
Jews from every country expressing the desire to meet together, to counsel
together, to make plans together. Indeed, one of the things we will dis-
cuss at scme point during our conference is whether or not there is need
for a large international gathering of some kind quite soon.

I want to say that we feel that we have not yet tapped the full resources
of world Jewry on behalf of Israel and all the issues which it faces today.
And T will add that there is no limit to what each of us is willing to do
and that we must take counsel together in order to do it.

Present among us at this meeting of COJO are representatives of all five
continents —- North and South America, Africa, Australis and Europe. I

am confident that, together, we will be able to bring our thinking together
to come up with policies and programs that will best serve world Jewry.
Scmetime during the Conference, we will also discuss when we should have a
full plenum this summer, at which time the election of officers will be on
the agenda, so that all the business items as well as the discussion items
will be placed before you during this next period. Here I want to thank
not only Yehuda Hellman but also Max Melamet and Herman Edelsberg for
planning the conference. We have tried io select the issues which we
thought you would want to discuss; in each case, we have invited speakers
eminently qualified to lead the discussion. But most of all we want these
people to hear from you, because if we are to gain from the collective
thinking which COJO represents, then I think your voices -- our voices --
must be heard. ;

While Mr. Bar-On, who is here from Jerusalem, is still with us (he must
return very shortly to Israel), I would like to ask him to give a brief
report on the Committee on Informal Adult Education, which he has headed.

Mr. Mordecai Bar-On: I will try to be as brief as possible. In July of 'T:
COJO at its meeting in Geneva appointed a committee to discuss projects
under the heading of informal education and adult education, part of COJO's
educational efforts., The members of the committee were Dr. Kahn from the
B'naei B'rith Hillel Foundation, Felix Hollander from the Joint Distribution
Cormittee, Sigfried Roth from the World Jewish Congress, Ron Finkel from
the World Union of Jewish Students and myself, as Chairman. We worked
throughout that year and met with the presidium of COJO again in July of
'7h, We presented the presidium with a proposal which assumes a certain
measure of financial backing. COJO would have to put up only part of the
money, at most 50 per cent while the rest would come from the international
participating bodies and, preferably, from the local communities in which
the specific projects take place. That means that if we had $100,000,

=,



which we probably will have, we cculd undertake projects costing close to
& quarter of a million dollars. This is not a great sum; we look at it,
rather, as an initial contribution.

As of the moment, we have been allocated a sum of $50,000 to work with
until the end of April '75. At our meeting at the end of October in
Jerusalem, we adopted a four-point program:

1) Expanding the World Jewish Congress-type of colloquium (such as were
held by the WJC in Englend and in France) to two new and smaller commun-
ities in Europe and Latin America. We hope to hold one colloquium early
in the epring in a smaller European community (one of the Scandinevian
countries, perhaps) end one in Latin America. This project is being
handled by the World Jewish Congress with the cooperation of WZ0, B'nai
B'rith and others.

2) Developing educational resource centers in smaller communities. In
Eurcpe the leadership in developing these centers in Europe will be taken
by the European Council of Jewish Communities; in Latin America, by the

WZ0 -- both, of course, with participation by local communities and by other
members of COJO.

3) Launching a program of scholars-in-residence. Between now and April or
May we hope to be able to send to Europe sbout eight or ten scholars; some
of them from Israel and scme from other countries. The main idea is to
have an exchange of Jewish intellectuals, no matter where they are from.

4) Helping WUJS in its venture of an inter-continentel, USA-Latin American
Conference in Miami which I believe now will probably be getting off the
ground. They still have some tzores so we decided to help them on this

one project.

These are the four items that we are able to work up and while T edmit it
is a very modest program, it shows we are moving into new fields and new
areas and that we are doing so with the full cnllabaration of international
bodies and local communities. Thank you.

Mrs. Jacobson: That wes a very comprehensive and cleer report by Mr. Bar-On.
As you can see, these are four projects which will really plant seeds in
parts of the world which did not, up until now, have the benefit of these
programs.  We lock forward with great interest to receiving continued prog-
ress reports on these items.

And now dear friends, I think you will agree that it is particularly gracious
of the Israel Ambassador to Washington to take time cut from his very, very
heavy schedule to come to be with us today. The Ambassedor to Wachirrton
has, certainly, a heavy responsibility just to keep up with his duties wis-
a~vis the American Goverrment, but the Ambassador to Washirgton also has

six million Jews, all of whom think they know much better than he how to



handle the American Government. Simcha Dinitz has been sble to establish
the kind of rapport and relationship with the American Jewish community
by means of a wonderful give and take of opinion, due really to his
tremendous patience and fortitude. We know that we are living in a period
when the situation changes from day to day. We are constantly calling
upon him for an evaluation of new trends. When he's optimistic, we scold
him and say he's not realistic. When he's pessimistic, we tell him that
he's not lifting the morale of the Jewish people; and so he has to
exercise every kind of wisdom to give us straight thinking and, at the
same time, to imbue within us the sense of solidarity that we need.

There have been so many statements in the newspapers this past week that
I'm sure all of you have a whole host of questions to ask. But first

we will hear the thinking and evaluation of Simcha Dinitz, & very, very,
very distinguished Ambassador, and good friend to all of us, of the

State of Israel in Washington. -

Ambassador Simcha Dinitz: Thank you very much, Charlotte. I'm reelly
grateful that you invited me here. This rcom is not at all strange to me;
I come very often, but not until now within the framework of COJO. I
welcome this opportunity because the events we deal with transcend the
border of this continent. both northward towards Canade and westward

and eastward. We are, indeed, facing not only a difficult situationm,
which we all know, but also a very fluid situation -- fluid not merely
because of the oil but because the components of the problem are

changing at a faster rate perhaps than they ever-have in the history of
the Arab-Israel dispute. We will not be doing Justice to ourselves if

we do not re-exemine our position and re-evaluate our stand as events
develop:; this is, after all, the art of politics and statesmanship as well.

I want to say at the outset, in response to what Charlotte said, that at
no point -- at no point -— do I feel there is reason for despair, or that
we should sink into despondency or adopt the fatalistic approach that "we
have no control of things, things are going from bad to worse so we had
better sit down and just count the days til the Doomsday."” I am totally
and unequivocally against this approach, not only because it is not
justified by the facts, but because I think it is the worst possible atti-
tude to take towards any crisis.

That does not mean we are not going to have difficulties. We will have
them. The Areb world has never been so united as it is now. The oil situ-
ation and the financial crisis growing out of it has never been so danger-
ous as it is today; the influence of these two factors on Europe, on the
Far East, on the Third World, on international organizations and on every
government in the world in one degree or another is a factor we must con-
tend with. At the same time, one of the great hopes of this erisis is its
very magnitude; sometimes it is much more difficult to solve small problems
than to overcome & crisis of great magnitude. The magnitude of this crisis
contains the embryo of the solution. Le me explain what I mean by this:

if the oil situation, for example, has been such that it could be solved
by any specific action of Israel the pressure on Israel to take such a
step would have been tremendous. This wes the situation in Munich in 1938
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when Chamberlain believed that by giving a particuler piece of Czecho-
slovakian territory to Hitler, he could save the world and bring about

peace.

Fortunately, the situation today is recognized as being different -- not
only by us, but also by those who conduct the foreign policy of the United
States and also, I believe, by leaders of other foreign governments. In
other words, there is no Israeli currency that can buy a secure world

free of the world's energy crisis, free of the world's monetary problem,
free of the inflation and depression and recession in the world today.

And because this is so, we must make it amply clear that it is an illusion
to believe that by pressing Israel to make these or other concessions,

the oil problem could be solved or the inflation problem, or the recession,
or Western civilization. Since the situation is so much more serious,

the solution must be much more radicel and all-encompassing than pinning
it on the State of Israel. Now, any serious examination of the situation
will lead to this conclusion. But it is also our responsibility to see
to it that the world clearly recognizes this.

Add to this the fact that the United States is in the process of detente
with the Soviet Union, and the pros and cons of whether the Middle East
is included by the detente or not. I beg to differ with some analysts
who say, "All we need to solve our problems is to bring detente into the
Middle East." Not necessarily. There may be additional problems if the
United States and the Soviet Union come to a mutually-agreed on policy
with regard to the Middle East. It all depends on what that policy will
be. If it is a kind of lowest-common-denominator policy, we will be
better off if the differences between the Soviet Union and the United
States over the Middle East continue. If it is an acceptable policy then
the chances for peace would be greater if there were an agreement between
the Soviet Union and the United States.

What I'm warning ageinst here is the simplistic view that as long as the
Middle Bast is not included in detente, that's bad, and that if the
Middle East were only part and parcel of detente, that would be the be-
ginning of salvation. Things are not so cut and dried.

detente -~ the way I see it -- is not a question of eliminating differences
of opinion between the United States and the Soviet Union but rather
finding a common acceptable denominator for those problems that they deal
with in order to minimize -- not to eliminate, but to minimize -- the
danger of confrontation between the superpowers. I don't think anyone
in Washington regards detente as a panacea or as a formula to eliminate
the differences between the general ideology and approach of the United
States and the Soviet Union. Rather detente is an effort to find areas
of agreement, a lowest-common-denominator to work in. Indeed, I do not
think there is more detente about Europe or even nuclear weapons than
there is sbout the Middle East.
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Here's an example: When Dr. Kissinger negotiated the Syrien Israeli dis-
engagement agreement, the Soviet Union was trying to do everything in its
power not to kill the negotiation but to try to get the best possible
bargain for the Arabs. It is not correct to say the Soviets disrupted
the negotiation; rather, the Soviets used their influence to get a2 more .
acceptable solution for the Syrians. I remember that when I came back
from the negotiations I appeared on one of the national television shows
and was asked whether the Soviets were helpful on the Syrian negotiation.
My ansver was "No, they were not helpful." Then the news commentator
asked me, "Wasn't the agreement achieved because Gromyko was in Damascus
at that time?" My answer was that the ugreement was achieved in spite of
the fact that Gromyko was in Damascus, and not because of it. Well, that
afternoon I got a ecall from one of Dr. Kissinger's aides in the State
Department, who said to me, "I watched the program and it was fine, but
you said the Soviets were not helpful and only yesterday the Secretary of
State appeared on television and said the Soviets were not unhelpful."

So I said to the gentleman, "You can tell the Secretary of State that I
know him well enough to know that when he wants to say something positive
he doesn't have to resort to two negatives." So sometimes you find the
American Govermment resorting to two negatives to maintain the possibility
and the air of detente and also because the U.S. believes that without it,
the Soviets will be driven to more extreme positions. But at the same
time the U.S. does not say there is harmony or understanding or cooperation
or helpfulness on the part of the Soviet Union at least as far as ad-
vancing negotiations in the Middle East is concerned.

What is the basic different of approach between the Soviet Union and the
United States with regard to the Middle East? In strategic terms, the
difference is that the Soviet Union wants a total solution thet will force
Israel to return to the '67 borders and give the Palestinians their
"rights." The Soviet Union, unlike Arafat and unlike other extreme ele-
ments among the Palestiniens, does not talk about the abolition of the
State of Israel or the replecement of the State of Israel by an Arafat-
type state, democratic, secular or vhatever. But the Soviets do talk
about restoring the rights of the Palestinians, leaving it purposely vague
80 that they don't quarrel with Arafat, because in fact the restoration of
the rights of the Palestinians means the undoing of the State of Israel.
Such rights would, at a minimum, mean a return of refugees in some con-
centration of numbers; so this point is deliberately kept ambiguous. But
they are not ambiguous about demanding total Israeli withdrawal, The
Americans' attitude toward a Middle East solution is a step-by-step ap-
proach. They sasy, let us not discuss now what the final border is going
to be, let us not fix now a total solution with all the Arabs but rather
handle each phase as it comes and start with those phases which are most
easily handled.

Now, when you have these two different strategic approaches you also em-
Ploy two different tactics to achieve them. The Soviet tactic is, there-
fore, to re-convene the Geneva Conference where all the parties would be
brought together to deal with ‘all the issues under the co-chairmanship of
the Soviet Union. The Americans by approaching the problem on 2 stepby-ste



basis, are trying to do.everything in their power to deter Geneva and in
order to be able to deal with each country bilaterally. So how do the
Americens resolve their differences with the Soviet Union? The Soviet
Union gives a kind of nod of its heed to the American approach of step-
by-step bilateral negotietions; the United States, in return says it is
prepared to convene the Geneva Conference as soon as possible., BSo, there
is sort of a gentlemen's agreement; you go shead and try to see what you
can do in the .step-by-step basis, but remember that the Russian Eear

is waiting bekind the door with his option of a total solution, a recon-
vening of Geneva, of pressing for.a final and total Israeli withdrawal.

This is how the two superpowers stand with regard to the Middle East
situation. Now, obviously, where our interests lie is quite clear. Our
interests lie in achieving a final peace but, as Charlotte said, being
neither pessimistic nor optimistic but realistic, we recognize that we
cannot achieve a finel peace at this stage. The reascn is siaply that
any attempt to force a final peace now will raise the ultimute question
of where the borders of Israel should be. Thus as early as next January
we would have to discuss the West Bank of Jerusalem, the Golan Heights,
Sharm el-Sheikh, the Palestinians, ete. -- all at a time when the Arabs
are not prepared to accept anything vaguely resembling what we see as the
future map of Israel. Even if the Arabs were prepared for a finpal peace
settlement now -- which they are not -- but even if they were, the ques-
tion that we must ask ourselves is this: With the oil crisis at its
height, with the economie situation the way it is, is this the best moment
to make & final determination of where the borders of Israel should be,
what the rights of the Palestinians are, etec., ete.

Luckily, the Arabs don't present us with this challenge now for their
own reasons. Therefore, if we are not in a2 position to force a peace
neither do we want this decision to be taken at this moment. What flows
from it, therefore, is this choice: either to maintain a steesdfast
position and insist that unless there is =& totel and final peace there
shall be no movement anywhere, and we shall stay where we are 20 kilo-
meters from the Canal, sitting on the Golan Heights and the West Bank,
weiting for better times to come; or to look for ways and means by which
we can advence step-by-step toward peace without endangering the security
of Israel, making certain that for every physical move we make there
will be a parallel political move by the other side. I emphasize the
second point very strongly because if the other side does not want to

do anything then you have a stalemate. But there is a great difference
between a stalemate of which you are the victim and a stalemate of which
you are the author. In my judgment, Israel should not be in a position
to be blamed for a stalemate of which we are the author and not the
vietim. If the stalemate is inevitable, then let it be 2 stalemate
despite every possible effort on the part of Israel to find means and
ways for negotiating with the Arab states surrounding it; let it be
clear that the blame for the lack of progress ie put on the other side,
not on ours.
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Having said this; however, I must also warn that there is danger in the
other course. It is this: If we are tackling the issues separately, one
by one, there is the danger that we may fall victim to salami tactics in
which, with every withdrawal that we make, the Arabs will be getiing closer
to their coveted '67 borders to the point that, should they want to start
a new war against Israel, they would be able to do so from a better
military position than now. This is the real danger of choosing the course
we have taken. But let us also bear in mind two very important elements:
One is the political quid pro quo we demand in exchange for every military
move. I do not buy the criticism that the military disengagements we
already made were without a political guid pro quo, but I do not want to
go into this argument now. What is crystal clear is that every withdrawal
we may make from now on must be accompanied by a political move by the
other side. I want you to understand that this is more than a slogan. I
do not expect that if Israel withdraws "X" additional miles from Sinai
then Sadat will sign a peace; even if he wanted to, he couldn't possibly
do it because he is, after all, in addition to being an Egyptian leader
also an Arab leader, and even the strongest Arab country, militarily
speaking, cannot sign a peace with Israel until there is a resolution of
all the other outstanding problems -- Syrias, Jordan, the Palestinians, etc.
So I don't think we can expect that any additional Israeli move in Sinai
will result in a peace agreement with Sadat. But 'when I say we need

to have a definite political return for every Israeli military move, that
means that just as we pull back militarily, so Egypt has to make a sub-
stantial step towards political settlement with Israel.

I don't want to pre-empt the negotiations and, of course, I cannot go into
any details, but I want to tell you what are the basic concepts of a
gsettlement that we would expect. I think it would have to have three ele-
ments: one, the element of non-belligerency, a definite advance from a
situation of total war (as it is now) to a situation of movement toward
peace. Secondly, there must be physical arrangements on the ground that
will not make Israel wesker if and when the Egyptians decide to violate
the agreement and launch another war against Israel. Thirdly, it will have
to have the element of time. The longer the time element in such a tempor-
ary arrangement, the more positive an impact it will have not only on
Egyptian-Israeli relations but also on Israel's relations with Syria and
Jordan. So for any additional Israeli withdrawal there must be a political
concession and also the assurance of military security, which among other
things means that no Egyptians would move into an area evacuated by Israel.
IncBinai there are great expanses which (scme of them) are more important
for who is not there rather than for who is. 8o, a proper and controlled
demiliterization of the area that we undertake to evacuate is a necessary
element in our military consideration. There are others, too -- elements
of topography, of resources -- that I don't want to go into now but which,
obviously will have to guide us in any negotiations we enter with Egypt.
The third element -- that of time -- is importart not only for the political
impact it will have if Egypt gets out of the dispute for "{" number of years
but also in the event there is war with Syria; if you ask me, I would say



the more likely war that may be developing in the Middle East is one
with Syria. If there should be war with Syria, the leest we can do is
try to localize it:; if we deal with only one front, we can deal with it
effectively, we can deal with it quickly.

I know this reises all sorts of questions, legitimate gquestioms, for
example: What guarantee will there be that Egypt would not violate an
agreement and Join such a war? This is among the risks that must be
taken into consideration when we make any withdrawal. Therefore, I put
it as the cardinal element of any arrangement that at no time should we
enter into any agreement that will jeopardize our own security vis-a-vis
the Egyptians in case the Egyptians violate it. Let me add only this
caution: do not assume that every withdrawal we make endangers Israel's
defensive posture.

The reason I have mentioned Egypt is that in earnestly end sincerely
working to break the deadlock, this is the one front in which there could
be considerable movement diplomatically, politically and militerily.

The reason is, of course, that in the North, with the Syrians, we have
practically nothing to concede territorially. There is no government in
Israel that would advocate a descent from the Golan Heights. Any govern-
ment that gives up the Heights gives up the valleys; a govermment that
gives up the valleys gives up Northern Israel; & govermnment that gives

up the defense of Northern Israel gives up the defense of Israel. 5o

on the Golan there is no room for movement except within a context of
peace. By this I mean that I do not want to create the impression

that if we sign peace agreements with Syria we cannot move several yards
here and there to rectify a line. But the principle must be that we
shall remain on the Heights; that is what protects the security of Northern
Isresel and subsequently of all Isrmel. Since the Syrians are not inter-
ested in negotiating any partisl agreement or, indeed, any peace at all,
but rather in our getting down from the Golan Heights, which we will not
do, there is no realistic possibility of entering into any meaningful
negotiations with Syria at this point.

Now, moving from the realm of diplomacy to the realm of P.R., that does
not mean we have to shout dsy and night that there is nothing we can do
with Syria. By seying this out loud all the time all we do is drive
Syria into an even more extreme position -- and possibly into the option
of war. In general, I distinguish between things we must work for and
things we must say. I know that the hardest job, not only for Israelis
but for Jews in general, is not to make public pronouncements. In this
particular case, while our policy with regard to Syria is crystal clear,
it is not in the interest of Israel or for that matter of any one to use
every opportunity to say, "Nothing can be done with Syria." Therefore

I welcomed the government's statement a few weeks ago that Israel is pre-
pared to negotiate peace with Egypt, with Jorden and with Syria. I'm
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not optimistic over the possibility of early negotiations with Syria; I'm
saying we must not foreclose this option and drive Syria into the only re-
maining alternative, which is wer. :

.On the Jordanian front, there is no possibility ¢f doing anything now.

Here I want to speak candidly. I do not believe we missed any "train"

with regard to Jordan. The only train we missed with regard to Jordan was
the Arafat train, and we can always get on that one. But this train, my
friends, leads to Auschwitz and to no other destination. Therefore, I
totelly reject the idea that we missed out on the possibility of making
peace with Jordan. Jordan knew very well what our suggestions were; we
have negotiated in various weys (and don't ask me to elaborate) with Jorden.
The King knew exactly what we were prepared to do, and we heard from the
King exactly what he was prepared to do. What he proposed was & withdrawal
by Israel of 10 kilometers all along the Jordan River. That was totally
unacceptable to us because it would have meant handing over to Hussein the
very areas that are of such strategic importance in blocking armies and
terrorists from infiltrating into Israel. Nor would it have given Hussein
any population back; there is hardly any population along the Jordan Valley.
The other suggestion the King had was for a total Israeli withdrawal,
including Jerusalem. Any time Israel decides to get on this train, we will
have all the partners in the world to negotiate with.

The one thing we did miss is falling into the trap of giving a slice of
the West Bank, as the King proposed, with no pelitical return whatsoever.
Had we done so, there is every likelihood that in this stretch of territory
Mr. Arafat and his friends, would be sitting, rather than King Hussein.

I don't need to tell you that this is not a prospect that is very pleasing
to the Isreelis. So what do I think should be done with regard to the
Eastern Fromt? Right now, nothing. By this I mean that at this stage we
mist allow for time to lapse so that Arafat and the PLO will be regarded
—- a8 they could very well be regarded within a peried of six, nine or
twelve months —-- by the Palestiniens and by the other Arab countries which
built Arafat, as someone who can produce slogans but not a single inch of
territory. The moment Arafat is recognized as a vehicle for PR and for
slogan-producing but not for a practical political settlement, he will
beccme obsolete and there will be much greater chance that the Arab world
will turn either back to the King or to other moderate elements within the
Palestinians to see whether they can negotiate with Israel on scme sort

of a settlement.

Therefore, our function at this stage is not to keep coming up with new
solutions with regard to the Palestiniens. In the next few months our
function will be to deal with other issues. By this I don't mean that any
of us believes there could be a total solution to the Middle Fast situation
without taking care of the Palestinian element. What I am saying is that
at this stage we must direct all our efforts to break the deadlock not on
the Eastern front, but on the Southern front. There would be = completely
different situation on the Eastern front if we can come to some sort of



arrangement with Sadat on the Sinai. Maybe it is part of the tragedy of
the Palestinian people that every time there is a chance for a turning-
point in their history, in which negotiations could take place with them,
they manage to produce the most extreme leadership and the most extreme
demands, killing the prospect of negotiations at the very outset. That
was the case with the Mufti, that wes the case with the Pasha over the
Partition Plan, etc., ete. I don't need to elaborate on this history.

I think that in spite of their UN wvictory and their Rabat victory — per-
haps because of them -- in historical perspective this period will be
recalled by the Palestinians as one of the great missed opportunities
they had to enter into negotiations with Israel.

So I come to the conclusion that what we are facing now is the necessity
to explore seriously what can be done in terms of progress towards peace
on the Southern front, and on this I'm not totally pessimistic. I am
gquite sure that when Egypt paid the lip service that it did in Rabat in
accepting decision on the PLO, it built itself a Golem which in time it
will find threatening its own freedom of movement more than it helps its
national interests. Because I think Sadat realizes this, I have every
reason to believe that he has left for himself the option, once the dust
settles on Rabat and in the UN, to continue to explore bilateral possibil-
ities for edvancement. If you say that's a contradiction in terms, I would
reply, not in the Arab mind. Sadat could very well reason to himself and
to his Arab friends in the following manner: "I've done my bit for the
Palestinians. I supported them in Rabat, I gave them political support

in the UN, Faisal and I together have neutralized Fussein for you and
bought him for $300,000,000 a year, I have done all these things for the
Palestinian cause, now let us see what I can do for myself." This is a
very typical Arab and very typical Sadat approach, so I do not exclude

at all that explorations in this direction could yield positive results.

One more word before I conclude my preliminary remarks and answer ques-—
tions: there is a kind of deadline facing us -- the visit of Brezhnev

to Cairo on the 15th of January. Since none of us in the free world

wants Sadat to return to the Soviet fold, something should be started,
scme breaking of the ice should take place before Mr. Brezhnev makes his
appearance in Cairo and before Sadat has to choose between the American
option of continued negotiations and the Soviet option of renewal of
military supplies which would lead to war. Here too I want to be a bit
more cautious. I do not believe that Sadat's choices are as simple and

as clear-cut and as one-sided as that. First of all, Sadat, personally,
has jeopardized his position seriously with the Soviet Union. Before he
makes a decision of & full-fledged return of the Soviet Union to Egypt,

he will have to do what every President does in calculating whether what
he does will enhance or curtail his own authority -- in Sadat's case his
very life. In other words, a decision by Sadat to bring back Soviet
influence into Egypt could very well mean for him an end of his Presidency.
The Soviets toock a chance with him once and once again; they might not
teke a chance with him a third time, and there are many other Egyptians --
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some of them free and some of them still in prisons == who could do the
Soviets' bidding in a much more clear-cut and uninhibited and uncomplicated
and un-Western way than Sadat. So in making this decision, Sadat will have
to consider his continued Presidency of Egypt and, indeed, his very life.
Secondly, he knows that if he decides with Brezhnev on a full-fledged
renewal of Soviet arms shipment to Egypt, he is making the deecision to
choose the Soviet option to endanger the very continuation of the diplomatic
process begun by Dr. Kissinger, to Jeopardize all the services and assis-
tance already received and promised for the future from the United States.
And, if you say, "Yes, but he's frustrated because America promised him
economic aid and didn't deliver and promised him a nuclear reactor and
didn't deliver," I would reply that nevertheless Sadat does see that, after
all, his association with the United States produced things that six or
seven years of Soviet partnership 'did not. It got him the Canal back, it
got the Israelis across the Canal, it saved his Second Army and possibly
the Third Army, etc., etc. So the question of deciding whether to accept
arms from the Soviet Union and restore Soviet influence of the Soviet
Union or continue with the American option is not a simple one.

So I believe that we should dangle a carrot in front of Sadat before he
sees Brezhnev but we should not let him bite the carrot until Brezhnev
leaves. That's if he already had s bite before Brezhnev came, then the
Soviet leader's visit would be used as a platform to launch additional
politicael demands. So, a very delicate and sophisticated diplomatie
game must be played, in which explorations are undertaken to see whether
there is a possibility of movement before the visit of Brezhnev, to make
sure that nothing is consummated or finalized until well into '75, after
the visit, if and when Sadat indicates that he does choose the continued
role of diplomatie negotiations over the option of war.

But the only way this game can be played is if Israel is strengthening
itself from day to day. If we are in a weak position, either militarily
or politically, not only do we undermine our security but the very chance
of continuing the negotiating process. There is no greater truism than
this: the Arabs will never negotiate with an Israel they can overcome
militarily. Therefore, simultaneously with our exploration of the various
diplematic options, we must see to the strengthening of Israel militarily,
economically end politically; that meens in arms, that means in money,
thaet means in informational sectivities in the politicel sphere. Without
these three elements, our diplomatic efforts would be futile and the
possibility of war would be nearer and more likely. Thank you very much.

Charlotte Jacchson: If there is such a thing as outdoing youself,
Ambassador Dinitz, you certainly did it today with your superbly clear

and magnificent analysis, and so we express our appreciation. Now we will
have questions and comments; we'll take a few at a time.




Rabbi Arthur Hertzberg: Simcha, I can only second what Charlotte has said.
T do want to ask you about one element of fact in your remarks. You

were very emphatic on the point that Israel had not missed a single oppor=-
tunity to talk reasonably to the Arabs and you included in that, quite
cryptically, some discussion that had been held fairly recently with
Hussein. Now, I would like to raise at this table -- because 2 number

of people kaow it, because it floats around in verious places, it has been
printed and it is repeated in Foggy Bottom by people who sit not too far.
from the floor in which the "Senior State Department official” sits, --
the story that.goes like this: when Rabin was in Washington in September,
there was an sgreement for withdrawal involving Jericho and some real
estate around it; that the agreement was the card that the Secretary had
in hand which sssured him that he was going to keep Rabat from going for
Arafat: thet the sgreement had been accepted, more than in principle, by
the Israeli Government; and that the reason it was finally not acted upon
was due to Israeli internal politicel consideraticn.

Now, you gave a quite different version of this report, deseribing it as
something militarily and politically impossible. You seemed to imply that
it was a suggestion that had, perhaps, been made but that was rejected

on its merits. This seems to be what you're saying to us today, and it
appears to be a very considerable varience with what one keeps hearing
around from those who are busy saying, "Rabat would not have happened

if the Israelis had only handed Hussein a little sugar candy with which
to survive." It seems to those of us who are engaged, at least, in same
of the things you're talking about such as Hasbare, that this ghgst be
laid to rest.

Herman Edelsberg: You've made = very persuasive statement, Mr. Ambassador,
about a policy towards the PLO, but I think Israel faces more of a

dilemma with respect to the PLO than you acknowledge. It seems to me

that Israel, her Arab opponents, and the suppliers of both of you are
agreed that you must meintain the momentum of negotiations; otherwise,
there would be war. At the same time, nearly all of you seem to agree

that you must do scmething for the Palestinians if the momentum of negotia-
tions is to be maintained. Now, if that is a correct statement of the
premises, how do you avoid doing something vis-a-vis the egency which
Rabat and the UN say is the representative of the Palestinian people?

FPhil Baum: Herman has asked my question; if I mey Just amplify it a
Tittle bit. The mejor problem many of us have is in confronting the
question about the reluctance of Israel to do what seems to everyone

else to be & very natural thing. What would it- cost us to take a position
very similar to that attributed to General Yariv and say publicly that
Israel is prepared to negotiate with all elements among the Palestinians,
including the PLO, who themselves are prepared to affirm and accept the
presence of Israel in the Middle East? And I say to you, Mr. Ambassador,



that I had occasion to put this same question to Mr. Eban yesterday at a
meeting of the Presidents Conference, so, I'd be most grateful for your
answer now.

Ambassador Dinitz: Let me start with Dr. Hertzberg's question. I'm really
grateful for it because I think we should at least know the facts and then
we can decide how to deal with them. Let me make it emphatically elear
that there was at no point any suggestion on the part of Israel to Hussein
or anyone else to give back Jericho or part of the West Bank; moreover,
there was never, at any point, any hint of an acceptance of Hussein of such
a suggestion that wasn't made. Who made this suggestion? The same people
in Foggy Bottom who are now saying that this is a missed opportunity.

-You see, you have these officials in the State Department who are pro-
ducing papers and suggestions daily. First of all, they have the problem
of getting their own superiors to accept these propeosals they come up

with. Then, their superiors have problems telling the Secretary of State
to accept them, then when these things are not accepted by either side and
very often even not by their superiors, they are frustrated and say, "It's
a missed opportunity." Maybe it's a missed opportunity as far as they are
concerned, but in fact this suggestion was neither made by Israel nor
accepted by Hussein.

I'1l tell you something else. Since they were floating this suggestiocn, I
have every reason to believe that not only you and I knew about it but
Hussein knew about it too. And if Hussein knew about it, and was
interested in it, he had millions of ways of communicating to us that he
was prepared to discuss it. Then the Israel Government, with or without
reference to internal political difficulties, would have been able to say
yes or no. Put Hussein was never interested in such suggestions. The only
two suggestions that Hussein was interested in was a disengagement agreement
in which Israel pulled back 10 kilometers from the Jordan in exchange for
nothing, or a total Israeli withdrawal, including Jerusalem, for peace or
for political settlement. Let me repeat: in terms of Israel's withdrawing
10 kilometers, Hussein said he would offer no political concessions in
return. At no point did I say that we have negotiated with Hussein;
because I do not want it to come out of this meeting that the Israeli
Ambagsador has said that there were negotiations with Hussein. I said that
Hussein knows what we think and we know what Hussein thinks and both of us
know vhat the State Department thinks; the only ones who missed any oppor=
tunity were the official or officials in the State Department who thought
it was a good idea. And if it was missed, it was not because of us but
because the Jordanians never expressed the slightest interest in it.
‘Therefore, we couldn't possibly have missed any train to peace. The only
two trains that were going was one 10 kilometers along the Jordan River

and one straight intc Israel through Jerusalem. I know the story is circu-
lating in Foggy Bottom. I am doing everything in my power, whenever I
appear in public or private, to denounce it. For your information, I have
told this to the Secretary of State in no uncertain terms, and he knows the
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truth. There was no proposal submitted to us with regard to withdrawal
in Jericho except in the minds of some State Department officials and
maybe in the minds of some Journalists.

Now the gquestion with regard to the PLO. I don't know what Eban answered;
I'11 tell you my answer. First, I do not think that the propaganda
battle with regard to the PLO and Arafat's speech in the United Nations
was lost on the American scene. I say that on the basis of an analysis
of five or six hundred editorials and television end radio commentators.
What Arafat did for us was to make it crystal clear where he stands and
where the PLO stands. And this is not only what the New York Times said,
not only the Washington Post, but also the Houston Post, the Denver Post,
the Philadelphia Inquirer, the New Orleans Times Picayune, the Cleveland
Plain Dealer, the Giobe Democrat of St. Louis and others. Of course,
there were some papers and some officials in the same Foggy Bottom that
Arthur was talking about that say that Israel should negotiate with the
PLO or that phrase it that if the PLO were different, Israel should
negotiate. I have news for you. They believed the same way before Rabat
and before Arafat's speech at the UN; at least they are consistent in
their opinions. That does not make their opinion more correct after

“the UN and Arafat; on the contrary. In this respect, Arafat has done

us & great service. Everybody saw the gun he spoke of. Very few people
cbserved the olive branch. And I suggest that we ourselves should not
question this now.

When I am asked this question, my answer iz much simpler. I do not say
Israel is prepared to negotiate with the PLO "if," I have had some
experience with the media and I know that newsmen have a habit of picking
out of a sentence what is convenient for them. If I say Israel is pre-
pared to negotiate with the PLO "if,"the "if" will get lost between me
and the first edition of the New York Times. Arik Sharon had this
experience. He said that Israel should negotiate with the PLO for the
destruction of Jordan and establish in Jordan a Palestinian state. I
was in Boston that day and heard it on CBS. In the morning CBS said,
"Arik Sharon called for negotiations with the PLO." The rest of the
sentence, "in order to destroy Jordan and establish a Palestinian state,"
had completely disappeared. 1In the afterncon, when & fuller text was
available, CB3 said, "Israel wants to use the PLO as an instrument to
destroy Jordan." You see, neither of these interpretations does us eny
good. So I absolutely and honestly believe that if we say we are pre-
pared to negotiate with the PLO "on condition that," it will give a
license to people to say, "If Israel is prepered to negotiate with the
PLO on condition thnt,“ Israel cen also negotiate without any pre-
conditions. So when I am asked, "what would you do if the PLO acknow-
ledged the existence of Israel and agreed not to use terrorist methods,"
I quote a famous Jewish story, the punch line of which is that if the
tiger had no spots it would have been a pussycat. When we have to deal
with pussycats, we'll deal with pussycats. Right now, we have to deal
with a tiger.
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Mr. Abram Marks:' I was a bit disturbed by the appearance of Ambassador
Dinitz's political gamemanship if not brinksmanship. I really think

his approach is far too sophisticated for the man in the street to under-
stand, and I wonder if we're going to be able to put it over and get any-
body to understand it? It all sounds so tortuous. I keep asking myself
and everybody I meet, what are the alternatives? It's very difficult to
find a straightforward, clean-cut answer to the alternatives for the man
in the street. There are some who say there is no alternative. Last year,
before Yom Kippur, we were sitting around in our drawing rooms thinking
Israel was strong and powerful. We'd been told for years that Israel could
resist any Arab attack. And then lock at what happened. Three thousand
Israeli boys were killed and 20,000 Arsb boys, that's what happened. And
here we are, it seems, playing the brinksmanship game with Israel armed

to the teeth, still capable (we are told) of dealing with anything thrown
at her.

Ambassador Dinitz spoke of Sadat's wanting to keep his office and the
danger of getting tco close to the Russlans. I suggest that Sadat will also
have to take into account the price of becoming isolated from the rest of
the Arab world and whether what he gets from Israel and America will make
up for what he loses from the rest of the Arab world. And then we hear
this sort of compound epigram about the situation with Syria. We must,
apparently, continue to pretend to negotiate because if you give up the
Golan, then you give up the Huleh and if you give up the Huleh, you give
up Northern Israel and if you give up Northern Israel, you give up Israel.
Is this really a valid premise today? Can't anyone give us Just one
little glimmer of light that we could take basck to the people we have to
meet? Their doubts, their guestions are very valid and very important ones
in general.

Mr. Abraham Schenker: There are two points I want to raise. I think there
is no debate about recognition of the PLO. The real guestion people ask,
at least from my experience, traveling through the country, is: "Does
Israel make a distinction between the PLO and the Palestinians?" And, if
so, wasn't there a missed opportunity, not so much with regard to Hussein
but in finding an alternative leadership among the Palestinians to Arafat.
How does this tie in with the recent statement by Foreign Minister Allon
about Israel's going out now to seek to encourage such political organiza-
tion? Should we not deal with this question in terms of ocur answers with
regard to the PLO? That's one cuestion that I want to deal with. The
other question: if, post-Rabat, the Geneva Conference should include the
four elements that Rabat decided would be at the next stage of negotia-
tions —— Egypt, Syria, Jordan and the PLO —— where would Israel stand?

Mr. Max Schecter: Mr. Ambassador, among the newspapers you did not mention,
when you spoke about editorials, was the Toronto Globe Mail which hasn't
really been that friendly to us, but since Rabat and since Arafat's
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appearance at the United Nations has been tremendously friendly to us.,
However, in this morning's edition, there appears an editorial severely
eriticizing the stetement made yesterday or the dsy before by President
Katzir in connection with Israel's capabilities of producing nuelear war-
heads. I Just thought you might want to know.

Mr. Sydney M. Harris: Mr. Ambassador, one of the matters that I want

to raise was, I think, reised in part by Mr. Marks. What I'm really
concerned about, what I think he's comerned about, is the fact that
while it's all well enough for us to sit around a room and discuss the
possibilities reasonably and dispassionetely, and understand the problems
we face, we have to go back and interpret the situation to our communities.
I can spesk only about the Canadian ccmmunity -- and, perhaps about only
certain parts of that —- but I think it's fair to say that no matter

how strong Canadien Govermment support has been of Israel, all it takes
is one abstention to give a large percentage of the Canadian people ,

the Canadien Jewish community, at least, the feeling that unless Canada
and other countries stand 100% behind Israel on every single thing, they
have absolutely no faith in Israel, and are letting us down. We are left
with total fear and the total feeling in our communities that tomorrow
the Holocaust will start again.

That's what Mr. Marks was trying to ask and that's what I'm trying to
ask. How do we go back to our communities and try to explain the facts
of life, and point out that there may well have to be some changes in
some of the positions that we have so very strongly advocated over the
years? We will never do such and such, we will never consider such and
such, we will never discuss matters with so and so. And now, it appears,
maybe we will and maybe we have to; the world situation is such, the
realities of life are such that we may have to do the things we said we
never would. If I can quote something Naomi Levine said to me the other
night: "Perhaps we have oversold certain positions that we may have to
start underselling to ourselves." I think that's one of the things we
have to come to some conclusion on today. In any event, some of our
thinking is changing; in the nature of things, political situations do
change. The trouble is that emotional positions don't change, and our
major problem at the moment, it seems to me, is how are we going to be
able to get across to our communities the fact that we have to start
being more logicael and less emotional if we're going to be able to solve
the problems that face all of us.

Mr. Jules Braunschvig: Mr. Ambassador, as a foreigmer here, I have one
remark and cne question to ask. My question is the following: In
Europe and, especially in France, you often hear people say that, at
the end, one is always obliged to negotiate with the liberation move-
ments with vhom one didn't want to talk. I don't agree with the idea
which is at the back of it, btut a good answer to that question would,
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certainly be very useful. The second peint which I wanted to raise,

Mr. Ambassador, is that your conclusion was that if we want the Arabs one
day to negotiate with us, what Israel needs is arms, money and the political
support we can bring. I would suggest a fourth point: I have been very
struck, during the days that I have spent in America, by the low morale

of the Jewish publie. On this point, I would like to hear from the
Ambassador some advise as to how we can bring here a part of the morale

one finds in Israel.

Alderman Michael M. Fidler: GQuite frankly, I was fer more encouraged by
what Mr. Dinitz said today than Mr. Eban's response the other day. In my
view, any suggestion of negotiation with the PLO with any "if's and but's"
will lend an air of respectability and credibility to those who, at the
moment, are in a stage of indecision. I speak to you after having spent

a fortnight trying to persuade leaders of the British Government to vole
against both resolutions in the United Hations, and, alas, having failed,
because they abstained on recognition of the PLO, and vocted against the FLO
only on the other. So I'm conscicus of the difficulty. HNevertheless, in
my view, if there's any suggestion by the Israeli Government that there are
certain circumstances in which they would negotiate with the PLO, then

you will take away the possible support that lies, not only in Britain

but in the whole of the European economic community. I believe they could
still be persuaded to turn their faces resolutely against any pressure

on Israel to deal with the PLO, but only if it's crystal-clear that Israel
is adamant in having nothing to do with it. I cannot, for example, conceive
the British Government's ever agreeing to negotiate with the IRA in solving
the problem in Northern Ireland. I think we are, in fact, crediting the
PLO with something that they have no right to acquire for themselves. I
don't regard the PIO as a liberation movement. Do they represent anybody?
I would like to say to Mr. Dinitz that I hope that Israel will be ademant.

Row, to ask you a couple of questions. Taking long-term strategies, if it's
accepted that it's an American interest never to see Isrsel vanish, and

if it's accepted that it's a USSR interest, for entirely different reasons,
never to see Israel venish because the removal of Israel in the Middle
East will destroy Russia's potential influence and presence in the Middle
East, then isn't this a case that intransigence will pay Israel Just as
handscmely as compliance? I'm saying this deliberately; if you fear that
one side seeks the destruction of Israel, then you have to think in terms
of possible compliance. But if both sides, even for different reasons,
still support Israel's continued existence, them isn't it a fact that
intransigence will in the long run pay off just as handsomely or as well as
compliance at this stage?

The other question I want to reise in dealing with the Palestinian question
is this: Why cannot we make more ground with the suggestion of transfer of
population? We have a crystal-clear case that 800,000 Jews or more from

the Arab countries were absorbed into Israel. Why cannot we say that as an
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international solutien to the problem, those Arabs who see no future for
themselves within the State of Israel should be.assisted to their future
peaceful development inside Arab countries, absorbing them in the same
way that Jews were sbsorbed in Israel. .

Dr. Gerhart Riegner: I want to come back to the analysis about Ameries
and Russia, Mr. Dinitz explained their differing approaches very well.

I believe that in the end, America and Russia will have to agree.
Accepting your argument that there cannot be an overall settlement without
Soviet agreement, is it not also true that there cannot be without a
step=by-step solution, the Soviet Union? Didn't we vee that in the
Syrian case? Wasn't Dr. Kissinger blocked by the Russians in the step-
by-step negotiation with Syria until the Russians gave it the go-shead?
Isn't the basic problem one of getting the U.S. and the USSR to agree?

Judge I.A. Maisels: The Ambassador's message, I think, excluded the
probability of a Munich. I would like to ask him why he completely
excludes that I would also ask him whether he does not consider that the
European community can play a very negative part vis-a-vis Israel in this
connection?

Ambassador Dinitz: I am reminded of the story Golda once told me about
the man who refused to pay the 50¢ admission the Pioneer Women in Milwaukee
used to charge when they had a name speaker. One man who always came to
those meetings refused to pay. When they asked him why, his reply was
straightforward: "I did not come to hear the lecture, I came to ask
questions - I want to start with Mr. Marks and relste my answer also to
Mr. Harris' question. I am very much afraid of certain expressions,

Mr. Marks, cne of them being "the man 4n the street." When we talk about
"the man in the street," first of all we don't talk asbout ourselves
because none of us will admit thaet he's "the man in the street."” So I
want to make an agreement with you, right here and now -- let us try to
understand each other; then the man in the street will understand. I
have no difficulty with "the man in the street." I meet thousands of
them throughout the United States. (Of course, I cannot speak about "the
man in the street”" in London.) I sometimes have difficulty with those who
purport to believe what "the man in the street" feels or knows or under-
stands. If you think, with all due respect, Mr. Marks, that my presenta-
tion was not comprehensible to "the man in the street™ I find it very
difficult to explain to "the masn in the street” what your question reslly
was because it seems to me your analysis of the situation was: far more
complicated to my understanding than the one I gave.

" You are saying that maybe the time has come for us to re-examine some of
the positions that we have taken in the light of new reslities. I started
my remarks by saying that the art of & political negotiation is to ad just
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Yourself to circumstances. Obviocusly, you have to do this to the best of
your ability without compromising your principle or the security of the
real estate you are trying to protect. You can't do it by saying what is
easy to explain in the street or what is salable from a PR point of view
and then adjusting your policles accordingly. This is not a beauty contest,
it is not even a popularity contest; it is a matter of life and death of
people. This must be the criterion of what we should or should not do,
what we should say and not say. Having said this, I fail to understand
why you saw a contradiction in my saying that we must do everything in our
power to explore every possible negotiating posture and remain strong at
the same time. I don't think it's a question of "either/or." It is a
necessity that both these approaches will be made simultanecusly. With all
due respect, I do not find "the man in the street" not comprehending.

In fact, I will go even further, I will say, and I agree with you completely
Mr. Marks, that Israel must do everything in its power to advance the

cause of negotiation -- not only because it is popular but because it is
the best thing for Israel to do. Before I have to assume this posture with
regard to the United States, I have to do so with regard to my own

children who might have to fight another war. They have to be convinced
that we have done everything in our power to break the deadlock. Only
then they will fight the way they fought in the past and only then, Mr.
Marks, they will be powerful enough to throw back, as they have done in

the past including the Yom Kippur War, every onslaught -- even if it comes
as & surprise. That is why we have to do the two things simultaneously.

We will not be able to do either of these things effectively if we separate
them; and it's not gamesmanship -- I didn't talk about gamesmanship. If

we neglect the diplomatic effort to advance politically in our dispute

with the Arabs, we will also be injuring our ability to remain strong.

If to translate it in very concrete terms, it will be that much more
difficult to get the arms and finencing from the United States that we

need to remain stromg. On the other hand, if we only pursue the diplomatic
approach without, at the same time, doing everying in our power to strength-
en ourself, we would have no diplomatic chance whatsoever to make any
progress toward a settlement.

The fact of the matter is that the reason Egypt and Syria entered into dis-
engagement agreements with us was not that they had attained a new confi-
dence but that they realized that, in spite of all the facts and elements
that were working in their favor on the eve of the Yom Kippur War and in
the first few days of the fighting, we wound up the war 60 miles from
Cairo and 25 miles from Damascus. That was the reason they agreed to
negotiate for a disengagement. Otherwise, all the talent in the world of
Dr. Kissinger would not have been sufficient.

So I do not see any contradiction between the two courses of action that

T advocate -- in fact, they are interconnected -- just as I do not see any
confusion resulting from this. It is not a question of saying Israel will
not negotiate on the Golan, Israel will not negotiate in the South,Israel
will not negotiste with the Pdlestiniens. I haven't said any of these
things. On the contrary,I said Israel will negotiate with Egypt,Ilsrael will
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negotiate with Syria, Israel will negotiate with Jordan and, in the frame-
work of negotiating with Jordan, Israel:will negotiate with the Palestin-
ians. I have just tried in this meeting bet: between us to tell you the
realities of each negotiation, why it is so difficult to negotiate with
Syria; why it is impossible, now, to negotiate with Jordan; why it is,

I believe, possible now to negotiate with Egypt. By this I think I put

a positive stamp rether than a negative one on every one of the issues
that trouble you and all of us. One of the reasons I believe we should
stretch ourselves to come to an agreement with Egypt, if it is at all pos-
sible, is in order not to be blamed for freezing the situation but rather
using everything in our power and every bit of imagination to break the
deadlock so that if war does, nevertheless, break out it would not be of
our maeking, so that we know and the United States knows and the world
knows what we have done. I separate them not because the United States

is outside of the world but because the United States iz in a different
set of circumstances by which to Judge the situation from the cone

Europe is in. All should be convinced that we have done everything in
cur power to advance the cause of negotiation and that, therefore, war

is not the first resort but the last resort. It is not the desired thing,
but it may be unavoidable. I think this is very simple end very compre-
hensible. I, at least, have not found that this creates confusion,

either for leadership or for "the man of the stréet."

Mr. Schenker asked about the Palestinians and the PLO. We definitely do
distinguish between the.two.: . We don't say that we will not negotiate
with the Palestinians; we have never said this. . We say we won't negotiate
with the PLO. You have asked whether everything was done during the years
to encourage, to promote and to foster local leadership in the West Bank
as an alternative to Arafat. "Everything" is another phrase that I'm
afraid of. -I.do not believe we can do everything on any subject, but I
believe that the policy of open bridges, the policy of {&# it's sometimes
called by non-Jews) the "benevolent occupation," the policy of retaining
the local regimes and school system and strepgthening the economy were,
.all of them, encouraging for the development of such leadership. There
were attempts to do this. Whether everything was done, I will not go out
on & limb to say. Maybe, in retrospect, more could have been done. There
‘are others who claim, with just as much vigor, that no matter what we had
done, if the Palestinians had been allowed greater freedom of organization
they would have turned to Arafat anyway. I cannot prove it. I doubt
whether you can. I don't want to enter into this argument; it is a
question. really for the historians. But the fact of the matter is that

if we.still have hope for a Palestinian representation of some sort,
Jordanian or indigenous West Bank, to develop for us to do business with,
the prerequisite must be total, absclute and unequivocal negation of the
PLO and what it stands for. Because if we continue to compromise on

this, the first ones who will read the message will be the'Falestinians
who live on the West Bank. It was not the appearance of Arafat in the
United Hations or the decisions of Rabat but the spectacle of

100 nations getting up and applauding him that caused the riots in the
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democracy that exists there. He can do & fine Job in Saudi Arabia, in
Jordan and in Yemen and in Syria and even in Egypt -- nome of them have
reached the epitome of secular democracy he is so concerned about. With
regard to being a minority under Arafat, there are plenty of reasons why
it would not be my favorite choice. This, I think, also goes to the
second guestion of the distinguished Mr. Braunschvig -- and, by this I
don't mean to say that the other questioners were not distinguished too.

On the question of morale: I agree with you 100% and that is how I
started my remarks. The belief in ourselves in the full sense of the word
conditions everything we do; otherwise, we may sink into apathy or into
despair or into confusion before we succeed to confuse anybody else. ..
If this conference should take anything with it, it's not to despeir.

If the delegates carry away one message, it is that we have been in far
worse situations and we have emerged. Jews, in general, don't react like
ostriches when they are facing difficult situations; rather they close
ranks. Of course, they are never unanimous on anything -- Cod forbid,

it ie not even Jewish to be so -- but they are harmonious. It is the
harmony that counts and not the unanimity. I would be worried if every
Jew outside Israel and in Israel thought alike; that's the time to close
shop. But there is a difference between unanimity snd harmony. Harmony,
T think, is what we need, each in his own way and his own thinking,
leading to the same gosl which is one for all of us.

Mr. Fidler offered partly a statement, which I do not contest, and partly
e question. I've already responded to the question that flowed from

Mp. Fidler's remark about how dangerous the "if's and the but's'are, but
I also said in response to another question, let us not claim for Arafat
that moderation which he does not claim for himself, for pity's sake.

And let us not search for reasons why we must change our fundamental con-
cepts on the ground that other countries have changed theirs. The example
of Norway I think is an important one and I sincerely believe that before
long Englend will also re-examine the situation. I don't have any inside
information and I've been in politics too long not to know there is a
difference between Wilson and the Cebinet and between the Cabinet and the
Civil Service and between the Civil Service and the Foreign Service and
between the Foreign Service and the bureaucracy. But, in any event, I
still believe that the world will either unite to slessen the pressure of
Areb oil or sdvance towards self-sufficiency. In America this is
definitely an attainable goal even by conservation elone; and in Europe
it will eventually become an attainable goal. To that extermt you will
see the ideology changing with it.

With regard to Mr. Fidler's point about the exchange of population, we

say this time and sgain and, of course, there is a basic truth in it end,
of course, it is scmething that must be repeated. I mean the whole
history of the Palestinian question, not only the exchange of population
but what motiveted their escape, their running from Israel. These are the
sort of ABC's -that we must not forget even when we deal with the XYZ's.
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Mr. Riegner asked about the role of the Soviets and whether they too
should not be involved in the step-by-step process. My answer is that

- the very process of the step-by-step is contrary to the Soviet approach
to the problem. Because when the Americans are pursuing the diplomacy
of step-by-step, they are motivated by the fine desire -- and I am not
cynical sbout the United States —— to have peace in the Middle East

and also by the fact that only in this way can they minimize the role of
the Soviet Union in the Middle East. True, the basic interest of the
United States is peace in the Middle East, but the U.S5. also knows that
peace in the Middle East makes the role of the Soviet Union wealker.

Here, with your permission, I want to elaborate a bit. I don't remember
who said it, but obviously the interest of the United States is the con-
tinued existence of Isreel; this is a safe premise to make under any
administration. The follow-up is that the United States' interest is in

a strong Israel and not in a vulnerable Israel, because a vulnerable
Israel is subject to Arab and Soviet take-over, and you don't want to have
to bring American scldiers to fight for Isrsel's survival. Ve in Israel
do not want to be attacked by the Russians, but we also do not want to

be saved by the Americans. Both of these are cardinal points in our policy.
I mean if, God forbid, we are attacked by the Fussians then obviously the
next move is an American move because what the Soviet Union is doing is
challenging the American position in the Middle East and not the inde-
pendence of Israel. But short of this, our aim and our policy is not only
not to be attacked by the Russians but also not to have a single American
soldier fight for our liberty and survival, because that will be the

day in which we will be in denger in this country. So, since America is
thinking the same way with us on this score, then the United States Govern-
ment must, as a follow-up to its commitment to the non-vulnerability of
Israel, have a strong Israel, not an Israel over which American soldiers
might have to be involved. And here is where the General Brown statement
is not only unwarranted and bad but stupid, because if you want to destroy
Israel or to weaken Israel you have to fight ageinst the Jewish lobby
whether it exists or not. But if “you want to make Israel strong encugh

so it can defend itself, then if you don't have a Jewish lobby, you have
to build one to see to it that Israel is strong. Secretary Schlesinger,
for example, understands it. So I think there is a definite link here
between American step-by-step diplomacy and the need for a strong Israel.
If there is a weak Israel, America cannct pursue this policy of step-by-
step negotiations because the Arabs will turn to the Russian option again.

So let us remember that by strengthening us America is also doing a great
service for its own national interests. This is not something I can say
out loud because it is not for me to say what the American interest is
but in a closed discussion I can tell you we had no argument with the
United States over this. Indeed, there would never be the amount of sup-
port that we have in this country -- in Congress, in the press, in the
labor movement, in the State Department, in the White House, in the
Defense Department -- if it was not in the American interest. Let us nol
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kid ourselves -- all the lobby we could muster could not bring us a frac-
tion of what we get in American support because it is in the American
interest. Today Congress is voting on supporting assistance for Israel
of $339.5 million. This is not peanuts in a time like this for the
econcmy of the United States.

Judge Maisels asked me, why do I exclude the possibility of another Munich.
I wish I could ssy that I totally and absolutely exclude Munich. I did
not say this. I said that I don't think we will see develop a Munich-
type situation. And the reason I said so is that the magnitude of the
problem is not such that it can be dealt with in pieces. If I read history
correctly, Chamberlain sincerely believed he was saving the peace of the
world when he sold out Czechoslavakia. But there is not a serious
thinking man in Washington who believes that the ills of western civiliza-
tion can be solved by selling Israel down the river. 8So I do not see a
new Munich, but that does not mean that we should lower our guard for cne
minute. There always were, are and will be forces that will +try to get
across the idea that, "Just sacrifice Israel and everything will be fine."
5ti1l1, I don't think this is the prevailing mood, now. We have to see to
it that it will no- become the prevailing mood in this country in the
future.

Rabbi Benjamin Kahn: My question has to do with BREIRA, a group with whict
you're guite familiar. Do you regard the BREIEA group as an indication

of the strength of the American Jewish community, wherein differences of
opinion even vis-a-vis Israel can be made public rather than grumbling
behind the scenes, or do you see it as undercutting the efforts of the
State of Israel vis-a-vis the PLO?Y

Mr. Richard Cohen: This question is about a third state .on:the West Bank
and Gaza. In his speech Sunday night, Mitchell Sharp, the former Foreign
Minister of Canada, Mr. Sharp had a sentence in the text of his speech
which he did not, fortunately, use. The omission, I think, was significent
He spcke in that sentence about the inevitability of a Palestinian State.
We know of Israel's opposition to such a state in the hands of the PLO.
Does Israel's opposition to such a state continue if it were to be created
by & more moderate group?

Mr. Jacques Torczynmer: Mr. Ambassador, we have now & new export commodity
from Israel in the United States: ex-Ministers who travel around the
country and make statements. Mrs. Shulsmit Aloni, who speaks for the
United Jewish Appeal, has stated on several occasions that Israel should
and must negotiate with the PLO. That's her right. It depends wvhat plat-
form she uses to expound this position. Secondly, we heard the ex-Defense
Minister of Israel state that Israel can withdraw from the whole water
line along the Gulf of Suez without any danger. Another general stated
that if we give up the oil fields, Israel will not be able to wage the
next war. You said today that it is very possible that Israel may find a
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better defense line further back in the S5inei. I would like to have a
little more explanation about that. About Hussein: Do you believe that
there is any future for Hussein? The PLO phase may also be a passing
phase. Do you believe there is any possibility some time in the future
that we'll have to talk to Hussein again because he may survive and the
PLO may not survive?

In reference to the United Nations: I saw, to my great surprise, that
meny countries which abstained on Israel suddenly voted with America on
Cambodie. Why? Eecause the American lobby at the UN was better on
Cambodia than on Israel. The cause of the whole malaise is not the oil
but the military weakness of the United States. If the United States
were stronger today, if Europe had a little more confidence than it has
today in our strength, I think the whole problem would be much different.
On the transfer of populations, I want to remind Mr. Fidler that the

man who suggested the transfer of population was one of the most popular
American Presidents, Herbert Hoover. That concept has been discussed most
recently in regard to the Cyprus problem. It is not excluded that there
may be a transfer of population on the island of Cyprus; therefore, that
idea can be revived by us once the Cyprus problem is taken up.

Mr. Isaiah Minkoff: First of all, I really am very grateful to the
Ambassador for spending s=o much time with us and so elogquently presenting
his case and discussing it with all of us. I agree with you that there
are strategic economic and national interests that determine positions;
but there is also such a thing as PR to properly interpret a position and
to create a climate that is understood by the populace. I say this be-
cause 1 have something professionally to do with it. There are agencies
in this rocm that are engaged in making sure this climate exists in the
United States and I think it's a vindication of that position. I hope
rejresentatives from the other Jewish communities will not mind if I say
that they should pay greater attention to the whole technique and profes-
sion of interpreting the position of Israel through the vehicle of com-
munity relations.

My question is this: After the '67 war the position of Israel was that
time was on your side; some of us argued the other way-around, that time
was not on your side. It's not a question of being prophets or of saying
you were wrong and we were right, but unfortunately, I would say that time
has proven you were not correct on the gquestion of timing. How, you can-
not use the very same reasoning to assert now, after the Yom Kippur Wer,
that time is again on your side. Now the questicn is, with all the
factors in today's situation -- the Soviet Union, oil, the economy, --

is time really on Israel's side? Would it not be in our interest to come
out with a general position for a lasting peace? You argued against it;
you were afraid that your minimum position would be their jumping-off
point, that they would whittle it down from there. Can't we now, perhaps,
explain to the world our commitment to a lasting peace?
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Dr. Beorgze Gruen: What about the idea that giving arms to Israel somehow
depletes the American arsenal? Is it not possible now that there is such
a recession that Chrysler and General Motors should put their employees to
work producing tanks instead of cars they can't sell. Shouldn't we promot
the idea that meybe now is the time to build up both the American and the
Israeli armies? The other guestion (Mr. Minkoff raised it in part) deals
with time. Should not Israel now come up with & package plan for a glcbal
settlement rather than permit her position to deteriorate as time goea on?
And finally, do you have any kind of hopes or anticipations that it will
be possible for Israel to continue to have access to the Abu Rodeis oil

if it should withdraw beyond that point? Might Sadat not be asked tc meke
such oil availsble as a kind of politicel quid pro quo to show good faithl

Charlotte Jacobson: Well, like & good chairman, I've let myself wait to
the last. I find there is quite a difference between taking a point of
view that it's in America's interest to keep Israel strong and defining
what strong means. I believe that many of us in our hearts feel the-
United States has not given up what we used to call the "Rogers Plan."

In faet the U.S. has never committed itself to Israel's keeping any terri-
tory gained as a result of the '67 war. I wonder if you have any sense
of concern over the fact that the Soviets went Israel brought back to the
'6T lines just as the Rogers plan does. Are you not concerned that the
Soviet Union and the United States may not decide together that this is
the way to settle the problem in the Middle East?

The second point I'd like to put before you is this: I have never been
able to accept for myself since the demise of Nasser that Egypt is still
the kingpin of the Arab world. Sedat is not Hasser, I don't even think he
has the same ambitions as Fasser. The Arsb people don't look at Sadat the
way they adored Nasser and they did adore him as a leader. Yet, in every
discussion, whether with the representatives of Israel or the representa-
tives of the United States Govermment, they've always started from the
premise that without Egypt in en agreement, there's no point in taking
steps foward disengagement and peace. Personally I feel thet this is out
of step with today's reality of the Egyrtian position in the context of
the Arab world.

The third thing is this: every once in a while you get a hint from the
Israeli press (there was one Just recently) that sometimes private agree-
ments have been made, such as Egypt's agreement that Isrsel will be able
to use the Canal. If it's private then there's very little comfort to the
Jewish community at large that Israel is meking agreements. Isn't there
reason for concern that maybe there are things not so favorable for Israel
that have also been agreed upon in private sessions? I must say that, for
myself, the PLO is not the issue of the day; I have a very sirong feeling
(coming back a bit to what Dr. Riegner said) that at some point the United
States and the Soviet Union will come to an agreement and in effect impoc
a settlement. I just wonder if you have any sense of concern about this.



And one last thing: perhaps the time has come for all of us, in a resolu-
tion, to come out with a statement calling for an exchange of population,
as was mentioned here by several pecple. The United States Congress

has before it not only aid to Israel, but aid for the Arab world as well,
we know that $100 million is being kept for Syria. Perhaps, the time may
come that we may want to oppose ald to Syria, tying it up to the situation
of the Syrian Jewry. I just wonder whether there shouldn't be a new
evaluation of the power structure of the Arab world today.

Dr. Joachim Prinz: I want the Ambassador to know how very deeply I appre-
ciated what he said and how he said it but I would like to end this die-
cussion by urging him to take the desperation of the Jewish people seriocus-
ly. You said that we ought not to be desperate but the fact of the
matter is that the Jewish people are desperate. I want the Ambassador
of Israel to the United States to take the desperation very seriously
because it comes from love, It comes from great fear. For the first
time I hear, "Will Israel exist?" or, as we read in the New York Times
last Sunday, "Israel Forever?" BSome witty observer said Israel lost the
Yom Kippur War because she was not permitted to win it and the Arabs

won the war because they were not permitted to lose it. To me, that is
not merely a witty remark but a recognition of the fact that Israel is
no longer an independent, sovereign country. A country that is totally
isolated politically, as we have seen, and dependent upon one country —--
to wit, the United States -- cannot be considered an independent country.
Let me add to that, Simcha, just one question. I am profoundly afraid
of the change of moods within the United States. I am not so sure of

my government. I have read two statements made by & man who happens to
serve as the President of the United States, Mr. Ford, which I found to
reflect some change in the American attitude toward Israel in talking
about other things. There was the Pentegon statement that, after all,

if the Pentagon delivers certain arms to Isrsel the U.S. will be deprived
of self-protection. The basic question is this: Is wer possible? That
is, will it be permitted to happen? More importemntly, what is the politi-
cal efficacy of an Israeli victory? What is the politicel profit in an
Israeli victory? And if I conceive of a possibility of a war in the Near
East, it should be the last thing to wish for, although there are some
Jews who hope for war. I am not a great believer in vietory; I think
there was tragedy as well as triumph in 1967. My question to you is:

~ If there should be war, war started by Israel or war that breaks out,

and if as we hope and pray Israel should win it, what will be the price
of victory and how will victory translate itself into political profit
for Israel and the world?

Simche Dinitz: Dr. Kahn asked me a simple guestion -- that is, whether
I think that the BREIRA group is an indication of strength or weakness.
I was born in Israel and I was raised on the same principles of a free
society in which every opinion may be heard even if it is in error.
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Therefore, I would be the last one to say that people who believe as the
BREIRA group believe do not have the right to sound their cpinionseand
express them. If you ask me whether I agree with it or if I think that

it fortifies our position, my enswer is negative. It doesn't. And this
is not because they don't have the right to say it. But there is, after
all, a difference between being engaged in academic discussion in & univer-
sity over an academic problem and being engsged in a political battle
which you have to fight every dey and every night in the corridors of the
State Department and in the halls of the Pentagon and in the rooms of the
White House and in the halls of Congress. Just to dispel any wrong im-
pression that you might have had, Dr. Prinz, I believe that we are now
fighting our second war of independence in the political field. I do
believe that we will overcome, because if 650,000 Jews won the military
battle in 1948, then three million Jews in Israel and millions of Jews all
over the world will win the political battle now. That is why I'm not
desperate, but I know exactly what the score is and my reply to Ben Kahn's
guestion is, that at a time like this, when we have to mobilize every
single resource end intellect and bit of know-how and effort in order to
keep our heads sbove water in view of the well-equipped and well-endowed
forces arrayed against us, we must dispense with public rhetoric about
the issues that confront us. We are not dealing with academis, we are
not dealing with the abstract, we are dealing with a very severe and
difficult battle politically and possibly militarily for the sake of the
survival of Israel. So I would never negate the right to express an
opinion, but you have asked me for my candid evaluation. I will fight
like mad for the right to say what they have to say, but I will also

fight very strongly against what they have to say because it is not help-
ful. It is not necessary at alltimgs and under all circumstances to use
the rights you have.

Richard Cohen has asked me a legitimate guestion with regard to our stand
on a Palestinian State, but I don't know why he had to invoke the Foreign
Minister of Canada, especially for a gpeech in which the remark was
deleted. I em guite capablie and willing to entertain this question on the
merits of Mr. Cohen and not on the unexpressed notion of Mr. Sharp. Yes,
I am against the establishment of an independent political entity between
Israel end Jorden becsuse I believe such an entity will be economically
not vieble, historically not justifiable, politically frustrated and
militarily bent on destroying both Israsel and Jordan. Therefore, I do

not believe thet we can solve the question of Palestine by creating the
embryo of another war. I sm not for the solution of the question of
Palestine by the dissolution of Isrsel, end that is bound to lead to it.
'This may also explein why I am not in so much of a hurry to give the "if's
and the but's" to the PLO; if it is not the PLO but the OLE or some other
organization that wants to esteblish an independent Palestinian State
between Israel and Jordan it will still be a great danger to Israel.

Isaish, you of all people should know that I don'"t disregard FR; in fact,
for a long time, I made a living, as meager as it was, out of being the
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Minigster of Information. But what I want is for the FR to get our polit-
ical ideas across, not to have our ideas arranged according to FR.
Fortunately, we are not at the stage where we have to deel with the idea
of a West Bank-Gaza state because Arafat doesn't want it. I do not know
of a single serious Palestinian who advocates this. I know many Jewish
professors who advocate it but not a single Palestinian leader who does.
What it means, of course, is & slice of the West Bank without Jerusalem.

I don't know of many Jews who are prepared to give Jerusalem back as

well, So if you find me Palestinian leadership be prepared to accept a
state composed of part of the West Bank without Jerusalem and without

some other things that none of you would want to give them, then I will
have that problem to contend with. But as long as this comes not from
the Palestinians but from my own best friends who happen to be Jewish;

as long as this is an internal Jewish problem, as it were, it is an aca-
demic problem. Why then do I have to deal with this academic problem when
both. the Arab states and the Palestinians say what they want in plain and
simple terms.

Richard Cohen: That's why I said it was Sharp's idea, not mine.

Ambassador Dinitz: It wasn't even Sherp's idea; it was an idea of one
speech writer that was negated by another speech writer.

Then there is the guestion of my dear friend, Mr. Torczyner -- and again
by this I do not imply that the rest are not my dear friends. I find

it diffiecult to explain Aloni; I don't find it difficult to explain Allon.
And the difference is, not only e "yud" between Allon and Aloni. The

fact is that I haven't heard it but if you tell me that Mrs. Aloni

is going around this country advocating negotiations with the FLO, this

is probably one of the reasons why she doesn't sit in the Government.

And whether she should be brought here by some organizations to express
these ideas, that question is a legitimste question and should be addressed
to these organizations. But if she says what you report her as saying,
not only doesn't she represent the opinion of the Govermment, she doesn't
represent the opinicn of the overvhelming majority of the people of Israel
and also,l believe, of the Jewish people. May I suggest that you discuss
Shulamit Aloni with Mrs. Aloni.

The second guestion of Mr. Torczyner is much easier for me to answer
because you always had a good ear for nuances, I did not say that we must
not conclude anything with Egypt before the visit of Brezhnev but thet

we must explore and see whether there is a possibility to start something;
I even used the phrase "dangling the carrot and not biting it." This was
precisely why Allon accepted the invitation to come now — in order to
conduct mutual explorations with our best friend; as Dr. Prinz says, our
only friend. (I will refer to this later.) I think it is important that
we do this. I think the timing is right to do it. I would not favor --
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depends what you do in the time that is allotted to you. I ecan go back
to the records of six and seven years sago, from immedistely after the

'67 war all the way to the Yom Kippur War. I said time is like a tele-
vision set; you put the program on and what comes out you don't blame time
for as such. When I say now that we can use time, I don't mean use time
by inactivity. I was ocutlining what I think is possible, what is feasible,
what is desirable and what is probable that can be done. By no means

did T suggest that we should just close ourselves up and stay away. At
the same time, if we do the right things in the time we have, I believe
the time to place the final adjudication of our case before the world
would be better in 'T6 than in 'Th and in '78 possibly better than 'T6

for reasons of both a political and an economic nature, perticularly in
regard to the stete of the world economy. But we will never be able to
Judge whether time was for us or against us if we use it only for inaction.
And this is exactly what I do not advocate to do. Therefore, in answer
also to the question of Dr. CGruen, it is not a question of whether time

is for us or against us but rather of whether we do the right thing in the
time allotted to us. That does not mean, Isaiah, that we are not making
our totel position very clear to all interested govermments and especially
to the United States, which is involved in the practical step-by-step
movement. 1 want you to understand what I am saying because this touches
on Cherlotte's question. Obviously, thie is what concerns us. Obviously,
what concerns us is not only the next move that we take with Egypt, or
the next move that we take with Jordan but what the finaslity of it will
be. Now, there are verious ways of discussing it. There is the public
way of saying we want an Isreel that will have Sharm el-Sheikh and the
Golan Heights and this part of the West Bank because we need for our
security, A, B, C, D, and E and put it in the court of public opinion.

In my Judgment this will produce several reactions in the public mind.
Some will say it's too much and some will say it's too little but it will
not become a document for negotistion. It will become & subloct for
editorials. Now if we had to finally make peace with the New York Times
or with the Washington Post, it would be fine. The New York Times would
write a counter editorial and I would write a letter to the el tor and
finally Abe Rosenthal and I would agree. But if we are dealing here with
a document thet's supposed to be negotiated with the Arsbs, then Just as
it is important that the United States hes & clear ides of whet we have

in mind, so it is important that this would not be sdjudicated in the
court of public opinion prematurely. I can assure you with regard to the
first that the U.S. does have in mind exactly vhat we consider a secure
Israel. This is important because otherwise, we could be blamed by them
and by history for not making our position clear.

Dr. Gruen asked about the Pentagon's statement and that giving supplies
to Israel weakens the defense posture of the United EBtates. I want to
tell you thet the Secretary of Defense of the United States on his own
initiative assured me before the Brown statement, during the Brown state-
ment and since the Brown statement that he totslly disagrees with the con-
cept that supplying military aid to Israel weakens the United States. In
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and neither conclude anything between now and the time that Brezhnev goes
to Cairo, but I think that to the extent some political movement can begin
bafore the Brezhnev visit, it would be a positive and not a negative
development.

Then I was asked to comment on Mr. Torczyner's reminder that we have so
many ex-Ministers visiting us. I hope I will not be gquoted out of con-
text if I say, jokingly, that before the Palestinians establish a govern-
ment in exile, we have done so.

Regarding Mr. Torczyner's remark sbout Dayan's having said that we should
move from the old line of the Suez, I really don't want to refer to state-
ments I haven't heard. I can only explain what I said. When I said, Mr.
Torczyner, that we should consider what kind of political return would

be acceptable in exchange for further withdrawal in Sinai, I did not
specify where. You did not hear from me at any point a suggestion that
we should give the oil fields or this or that. I have very strong
opinions about this, which I will not with your permission share with you
a few days before negotiations start in Washington, with all my confidence
and trust in you, because it would be inappropriate. But I did not

at any point in my remarks suggest withdrawing from the Gulf of Suez line,
which would mean giving back the oil, or giving this part back or any
other part. All I said was that we should be prepared for further with-=
drawal in Sinai for esn adequate political return vhich must also take

into account the element of time. That is what I said and by this I
don't want to comment on eny other statement that I did not hear, and
especially if it was said by people who do not now speak for the govern-
ment. If BREIRA has the right to express their opinion, our ex-Ministers
have a right to express theirs.

The third question by Mr. Torczyner is one that I did touch on in the
course of my remarks. You asked me if I see a possibility that Hussein
might be returned the mandate to represent the Palestinians. Obviously,

I see it as one of the possibilities that cen emerge, provided we stand
fast against the "koshering," as it were, of the PLO, It can either
develop this way or develop another way but by no means dol exclude this
possibility. And I went to call your attention that with all the measures
that he is taking resulting from Rabat -- changing some of the Palestinian
Ministers in his Cabinet and severing some other relations with the West
Bank -- Hussein has retained very strong options with regard to the West
Bank. In practical terms, in keeping the bridges open, in continuing to
pay the salaries of the various officials in the West Bank, etc., I don't
know how this would develop, but I don't exclude at all the possibility
that the mandste will be returned to him again or that he will take it
without heving it returned to him.

Mr. Minkoff talked about the element of time. He knows very well that I,
for one, never at any point said that the time was either working for or
against, and I will tell you why. You did hear me say several times that
time does not have an intrinsic walue as such; it's a framework. It all



fact, he said this not only to me but alsc to a group of Jewish leaders.
Mr. Schlesinger believes that strengthening Israel is not only in the
best interests of the United States but also strengthens the United States
Army from the conventional weapons point of wview. To give you only one
figure: If the United Stetes produced 250Ttanks in 1973 when the Soviet
Union produced 3,000 tanks, and if the United States has now expanded its
production to 500 and 600 tanks a year and plans before long to double

it egain to 1,200 tanks a year, it is primarily -- so says the Secretary
of Defense of the United States -- because of Israel's requirements and
Ierael's pushing for strong supplies of conventional weapons. The same is
true with regard to personnel carriers and artillery and other conventiona
weapons. I said to Secretary Schlesinger, "Now that I know it and you
know it and the Jewish community knows it, it's important that the
American public knows it." He has indicated that he will find an oppor-
tunity to bring this to the attention of the Americen public. I think

it is very important that Americans hear it from the Secretary of Defense
of the United States. Therefore, not only is the thesis about weakening
the U.S. to meet our needs denied by me as an Israeli, it is important
that this forum knows that it is rejected by the Secretary of Defense;

in fact, he told me that he has elso related this to a group of top
officers. Not only will their ally Israel be stronger but they themselves
their own units, will be stronger and better equipped, more modernly
equipped and with a greater production than ever before. This also
relates to the economic question. It is not my function to explain to

the Secretary of State, how to solve the unemployment problem or how

many workers should be moved from producing trucks to producing tanks.
But, obviously, in a tight economy if new factories are opened and new
items to into production, it's a positive and not a negative development.
But they understand that even without my explanation.

Dr. Gruen also asked sbout our sccess to Sinai oil. I've already assured
Mr. Toreczyner that I have not proposed to sell our oll in this negotiastion
But I want to add that if and when the occasion arises that Israel is
faced with the possibility of negotiating for the oil fields, there is no
doubt in my mind that we will do everything to assure a continued flow of
oil; in other words, you don't have to own an oil field or sit on it in
order to be supplied from it. You ask me, how can we trust the
Egyptians? Of course, it's a legitimate question and would have to be
worked out, but the question in my mind is not a practical one right now.
For the future however, if scmebody talks about the gvailability of eoil
to Israel, that is obviously a cardinal question in our mind. Not conly
can't you conduct a war without oil, you can't even conduct peace without
oil.

Charlotte in her own quiet way asked me the most penetrating question,
which I can only partislly answer. ©She asked why there is no U.S.-Soviet
agreement if the United States still holds to the Rogers Plan and the
Soviet Union really basicelly wants the same thing. Charlotte, if the
United States still held to the Rogers Plan and if all the Soviet -Union
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wanted was the Rogers Plan, that there would have been an agreement be-
tween the United States and the Soviet Union. The fact that there is no
agreement today between the United States and the Soviet Union means that
there is a discrepancy in their approach. By this I do not mean to predict
that the United States would under no circumstances ever return to the
Rogers Plan. It is our task to see to it that it will not. XNor can I

s8it here and predict that the United States and the Soviet Union will never
agree on & formula. And here I answer all those people who ask whether
there could be a permanent peace in the Middle East without an agreement
between the United States and the Soviet Union. My snswer is that for
peace to be permanent and to be achieved there will, of course, eventually
have to be an agreement between the Soviet Union and the United States,

but the real issue is what the basis of that peace will be. And this can
be changed. As long as the Soviet Union keeps on echoing the Arab demands,
there will be no inducement for the United States to come to an agreement
with the Soviet Union; it can do it with the Arabs. If the Soviets are
only the mouthpiece of the Arabs, why should the United States agree with
them and then let them take the credit with the Arabs? The United States
can negotiate directly with the Arabs, give them what they want and

accept the credit from the Arabs and not from the Soviets. So before there
ie an sgreement between the United States and the Soviet Union, in my
opinion, the Soviet Union will have to considerably modify its position
with regard to the situation. It is our job to see to it that this modifi-
cation is meaningful enough to lead to & peace that we can live with, not
one that is unacceptable to us. And this is exactly the whole essence

of our political battle.

Then you ask, Charlotte, about whether Egypt is still the kingpin or not.
A central figure in any political situation may be Judged not only by its
ability to act positively but also by its ability to disrupt. I have no
doubt that Egypt continues to be today the most important factor in the
Middle East. When I say this I don't mean to negate the oil power of
Faisal or the bellicosity of Syria or the terrorism of Arafat, but when
the chips are down the one country that can have a meaningful war against
Israel, the one country without which no meaningful war can be launched
against Israel, is Egypt. Egypt, therefore, has to be paramount in our
conslideration, not only on how to avoid war but how to advance toward
peace. If we succeed to separate her from the rest of the Arab countries,
even on a temporary basis, to that extent we succeed in our diplomacy;
this is not gamesmanship, this is realpolitik, because if we have to go

to war against Syria it's better if we can fight Syria alone and not on
two fronts at the same time (and not against the whéole Arab League either).
Then you asked about the report that as part of the disengagement agreement,
Israel's right to transport goods through the Suez Canal was assured; you
indicated you were afraid that if this is part of a secret agreement, so
to speak, maybe there are other secret agreements that we don't know
about. First of all, with all due respect to my Foreign Minister, Mr.
Allon, I said exactly these words in the Nationsl Press Club in Washington
before 550 newspapermen about a year ago. The reason I said it then was
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not to make the headlines but because I wanted to make sure from the very
beginning that this freedom of navigation in the Canal for our goods was
not sold to us twice -- once in the framework of a disengagement agree-
ment, then in the framework of the next step in negotiations. It was a
secret agreement in the sense that it was not publicized at the time but
you cannot have a secret agreement without getting the commitment of the
other side to honor it, since the United States doesn't sit on the Canal,
s0 if we have an agreement with the United States that Israel should be
allowed to pass goods through the Suez Canal, that means the United
States has the OK from Egypt to give us this commitment: otherwise, we
can go through the Hudson River, but not through the Canal. If, in order
to give a commitment to Israel, they need Egyptian consent, then in order
to give a commitment to the Egyptians they need Israeli consent if they
want it to be meaningful. Therefore, it cannot be kept secret from us
because they cannot get a commitment from us without our knowing what we
are committing ourselves to. This should allay your fear with regard to
this question. But the real problem with regard to secret commitments

is not those commitments that were given behind our back or commitments
we were not aware of, not what America committed herself to in the name
of Israel or the United States, but how the Arabs interpret American
words to them. I believe the President of the United States and Secre-
tary of State of the United States and all the other officials whey they
sg8y to us that they have not given the Arabs commitment that Israel will
return to the '67 frontier. But I want to know what Sadat thinks he can
get from the United States; that is what really matters. Sometimes
ambiguity is necessdry to keep the motion going. Sometimes ambiguity

is misleading because the other side can interpret the commitment of the
United States far beyond what the United States actually intended or is
capable of delivering. This is another area where I think we must be on
constant watch, it is another area where we always have to see to it that
on the primary and basic issues there is no equivocation but e clear and
strong and forthright stetement.

The lest question Charlotte asked was with regard to Syria and whether
we should object to U.S5. aid to Syria. Of course, Charlotte, you know
that it is difficult, next to impossible, to object to aid to Syria when
aid to Syria specifically was not requested. The $100 million that you
refer to, which is left in abeyance, could or could not be used for
Syria. If you ask my personal opinion, I would be for the stipulation
that this $100 million, if allocated to a certain country, should require
additional Congressional approval before it is allocated. 1If the United
States should come and say, "We want to give it to Syria.," we will ex-
amine the situation in the sense, now is it going to Syria after =a
negotiation with Isrsel, is it going to a Syria from which we can expect
freedom of Jewish emigration, ete., ete.” So I think that the first
important thing is to see to it that the allocation of these $100
million is examined further and approved by Congress before it can be
used freely, unless the money is used for countries to which aid was
already authorized. If the United States would like to give us this
$100 million, I think I can convince Mr. Rabinovitch to accept it with

a credit.
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I can assure Dr. Prinz, with all the honesty and sincerity that has
always merked our relationship, that I would be the last one to under-
estimate the great anxiety that exists in the Jewish community in America
and, I am sure, throughout the world with regard to Israel. I can tell
you that we are partners in this, too. If you think that every night
before I go to sleep I have no worry in the world, you are wrong. So

I don't think that you need to worry, Dr. Prinz, that I belittle or
misunderstand or underestimate this despair. What I have been saying
during the course of this afternoon is that this desperation must be trans-
lated into positive action; it must not be allowed to remain there as a
heavy stone dragging us down but rather as a platform from which to state
our case. Here lies the whole differeace. Desperate people can be
vigorous people; desperate people can also be weak people. I don't want
us to be weak. We cannot afford to be weak; we are too few, too thinly
spread. We must utilize the severity of the situation to overcome a lot
of internal bickering and apathy and disunity that still exists within
our ranks and derive a new sense of inspiration for the great tasks
shead. I do not believe there is a greater task in Jewish life today
than the preservation and the strength of the Jewish State of Israel. I
em also mindful of the fact thet we have a situation in the United Nations,
and in the political arena we are supported almost exclusively by the
United States. One of the reasons that Western Europe can afford to vote
for the PLO in the UN or abstain, is because they know that the United
States assumes the real responsibility for the situation. They have a
mentor on whom they rely for defense, on whom they will rely for economic
aid soon, on whom they rely for solving the political dilemma in which
the free world finds itself, even if they think that in the short run
they can do better by making deals with the Arabs. It is our task to try
to dismantle this unholy coalition but I humbly believe that not every-
thing was done in this respect and that much more can be done especially
outside the U.S. When I talk occasionally to world leaders, I have yet
to find one of them who would tell me privately that what he was doing

in the UN was right. In the last analysis this is something that must

be driven into the minds of every government. Are you prepared to have
done unto yourself what you appear willing to have done to the pecple of
Israel? Thank you very much.

Charlotte Jaccbson: Simcha, this was really an intellectual treat and

T must say 1'm sure everybody agrees it was worth the trip from all perts
of the world to be with you today. We want to express our affection,

our pride in what you are doing and, if you need it -- and I hope you
don't -- our sense of solidarity in all that you are trying to do and all
that we're trying to do.

We'll have & recess for twenty minutes and prepare for our next guest,
Mr. Roy Atherton.
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April 23, 1970

TO: Members of the Antl Boycott Conmittee

FROM: Arnold Forster, Chairman

This is to inform you that a meeting of our committee
will take place on Thursday April 30 at 12:00 in the

9th floor conference room at 515 Park Avenue.

The agenda will include new developments regarding
Japan and the Arab boyecott. Luncheon will be

served.

Please notify our office of your attendance in order
that we can prepare for the luncheon which will be

served.
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January 2, 1970

TO: Executive-Directors of organizations
associated with the Presidents Conference

FROM: Rabbi Herschel Schacter, Chairman

This is to confirm that a special meeting of the
PLANNING COMMITTEE for the National Emergency
Conference of Jewish Leadership on Peace in the
iddie-East (which will be held in Washington, D.C.
on January 25-26) will take place:

at 11:00 a.m.
TUESDAY, JANUARY 6, 1970
in the
top floor conference room
515 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y.

* * &

Luncheon will be served.

* ® *®

We estimate that the meeting will last until
approximately 2:00 p.m,.

Participation in this Planning Committee is limited
to one representative from each organization,
preferably its president or top executive officer.

HS/scc



March 18, 1970

Rebbi Alexandar M. Schindler

Julisn Feldman

Al Vorspan

Thanks for your very helpful report covering the Arab Boycott
C mmittee. 1 appreciate your covering this meeting fof me and
informing me, so thoroughly, of its work.

As 1 told you so often -- and the repetition of my statement is
your fault for doing so well -- it's a delight to have you on
our staff.



December 23, 1977

Honorable Hubert H. Humphrey
United Btates Senate

W- n-u- mlﬂ
Dear Senator Humphrey:

In recognition of your untiring efforts on behalf of the
closer U.S8. = Israel ties for so many years, the Conference
of Presidents of Major American Organizations would like to
express its gratitude.

As you may know, the Conference represents 33 major American
Israel. We would leave means of presentation entirely to
your comvenience, and we are prepared to host a suitable
large public event or & small private presentetion at the
location of your choice. -

Please let us know if you will give us the opportunity to
express our deepest thanks.

With warm wishes, I am

AMS:djb Alexander M. Schindler
President



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

v
December 21, 1977
hnﬂd}? - 1
= Na'e Ve, ﬂl’ L. ff’J
Alex: {".i‘.] 00O | II[!-'JH,J

o /’”7 DL 200%9
Max Kampelman suggested that you
send a letter along the following
lines to Humphrey with a blind carbon
to him (and me) —— and we will do the

the follcw-up here. Please let me know
what yvou will be doing.

Morrie
i
\ Bl
- N

With the complirments of

MORRIS J. AMITAY

Executive [krecior



SUGGESTED DRAFT TD SENATOR HUBERT H. HUMPHREY FROM RABBI SCHINDLER

Honorable Hubert H. Humphrey
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Humphrey:

In recognition of your untiring efforts on behalf of closer U.S5.-Israel
ties for so many years, the Conference of Presidents of Major American

Jewish Organizations would like to express its gratitude.

As you may know, the Conference represents 33 major American Jewish
Organizations —— almost the totality of the organized American Jewish
community —— on issues relating to Israel. We would leave the means
of presentation entirely to your convenience, and we are prepared to
host a suitable large public event or a small private presentation

at the location of your choice.

Please let us know if you will give us the opportunity to express our

deepest thanks.

With warm wishes,

Sincerely,

Alexander Schindler
President



Telegram

western union

AHTO22 NL FDB DS AH NEW YORK NY 1C
RABElI ALEX SCHINDLER WUNION OF AMER HEBREW CONGREGATIONS
858 FIFTH AVE NYC

PLEASE INFORM YOUR DELEGATES PRESIDENTS CONFERENCE MEETING
WITH ABBA EBAN THURSDAY EVENING, DECEMBER 11, RESCHEDULED FOR
7 PuMs INSTEAD OF 4 P.M. SAME PLACE
HELLMAN (

SF-1201 (R5-68)
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