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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 bere 
who lmave 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 l~ttle 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 sihister imperialist conspiracy; 
that the United Nations had no right to take the decision in 1947; that it 
was not tha 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 point. 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 archeologica1 discoveries all over the Middle East, bear 
testimony to Israel's rebellions against foreign rule~s 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, 0 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 
you here a passage from the official Report of the Palestine Ro~al Commission 
of July 1937: 

"While the Jews had thus been dispersed over the world, they had never 
forgotten Palestine. If Christians have become familiar ~hreugh the 
Bible with the physiognomy of the country and its placenames and events 
that happened more than two thousand years ago, the link which binds 
the Jews to Palestine and its past history is to them far closer and 



more•intimate. Judaism and its ritual are rooted in those 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 peen inspired like the Psalms of the Captivity by the 
longing to return to Zion. 

11Nor 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 
cowmµnities 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 Europe 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. Multitudes of poor Jews 
and ignorant Jews in the ghettos of Eastern Eurppe 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 phenomenon 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-
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joyed throughout the years from many men and women of different faiths 
throughout the world, and finally for the re s olution of the United Nations 
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 Peninsula 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, ther e were elements 
in the 1947 Resolution 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::t?struction 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 tpreats of force. 

We are today faced wit h an Arab refugee problem as a result of the war which 
the Arab States launched against Israel in 1S47 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 only inst a nce wher e out of political considerations, hundreds 
of thousands of people are comp(' .. ]. led to remain refugees, denied natural ac
ceptance by their own kinsm~:m. • How can one reconcile the outcry over the fate 
of the refugees living on international charity with t he fier c e opposition to 
any p lan of cons tructiv2 development, of resettlerhe nt, and of integration de
signed to rehabilitate these unfortunate people? 

I ~ 2ntioned that in some cases the s olution lay in an exchange of population. 
I G 1,ould like to emphasize the fact that we in Israel have r eceived since 
i 0 48 over 500,000 Jewish refugees from the Arab c ountries, that is, practically 
t.:~e same number as that of Arabs who left the area which is Israel. 

~•1ese Jewish refugees from Arab States and their children comprise a very sub
stantial part of Isra el's total population. A striking indication of this 
:i e s in the fact that no less than SS~ercent of the chi ldren of grade-school 
2,92 in Israel are from families which came to Israe l from the countries which 
;:i. :~:<-:: r.,::.::mbers of the Arab league. 

C··1 tli~ir arrival in Israel the occupational structure of these Jewish refugees 
was h e avily imbalanced. Less than one percent of them in their countries of 
orig in had been engaged in agriculture; less than two percent had been engaged 
in the building trades; a very 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 the y could be fully in
tegrated into the country's growing economy. 

Our approach to these r e fugees 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 
soeed. Those who were unemp loyab le on their arrival are today gainfully em
rJ.oyed in agriculture, industry, mining, communicat ons and services. Those 
wllo needed assistance upon their arrival for their most elementary needs of 
3helter, medical care, food, clothing and education, today are making their 
f ull contribution as self-supporting citizer.s 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 
II 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 presentat ions which we have heard during the 
debate this year, as on so many previous occasions, is that the refugee is 
used as a political instrument for the attainment of negative and destructive 
objectives which 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 n ;)t 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 UNRWA. It is well to remember that UNRWA is not the only United 
Nations Agency dealing with refugees. , It is striking that.,.he United Nations 
High Commissioner for Refugees 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: 

• 11He (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 rat e of ten percent of the Palestinians. In accordance 
with the proposal a Palestine army of 100,000 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 various 
parts of the army. This committee will be subordinate to 
the Arab League. 

11By itself, the army will not be able to rescue Palestine, 
but its task will be to be the spearhead, and without doubt. 
the Arab· States are now preparing for the day of battle." 

Anc.ther illustration: Radio Cairo announced on 11 November 1962, that the 
UEited Arab Republic is training Palestinians, and went on to saf: 

''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 UNRWA, are full of examples bearing 
out Dr. £vans' statement. For example, the 1959 story of the "UNRWA-UNESCO 
Ar ab 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 .' 11 

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' 
ally .... the oncoming generation has 
parent or some other family member, 
able to learn to farm in this way ." 
the whole trend of current economic 

''unemployable status" is that "tradition
acquired its skills by working with the 
and that young adult refugees have not been 
This is an argument which goes against 

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. Even in farming, old 
methods are giving way to new techniques. 

It has been recognized more and more than 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: 

11 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 Ca? ital alone is by no means as dominant as had at 
one time been imagined. This realization O?ened 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 out rather the capacity 
to produce, which is inherent in people.'' 

(Document E/3613, 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 socia~ 
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 
th e 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. It that indeed is so, which countries will open their 
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 b y the experience of Israel and other 
developing countries who are faced with employment problems. 

In 1953, the Acting Director 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 because 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 UNR\vA rolls are bein•J inflated. There are not a mil
lion-odd bonafide refugees and there never were. 0n .21 December 1946, ac
cording to the figures sup)lied by the Government of Palestine to UNSCOP, the 
total number of Arabs in unpartitioned Palestine was 1,288,000 0 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, 
tl1ere were over 100,000. Furthermore, about 100,000 Arabs never left the area 
which is now Israel, anrl a further 40,000 returned to Israel. The total of 
Aiabs, therefore, who left the area which is Israel could not have exceeded 
5~0,000 to 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 genui~e 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 
l~sal inhabitants. On 4 November 1949, the Secretary-General submitted to the 
As.s0.mbly a "Report of Assistance to Palestine Refugees" (Document A/1060). In 
a pc:-ssage headed "Difficulty of Definition" this Report describes the . 
haphazard way in which the relief rolls were compiled, the lack of any eligi
bility test, and the extrmme 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 i3edouin who would 
naturally gather at places where food was being distributed. The Secretary
Gemeral 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 ~idd1£ 
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 do not necessarily reflect the actual refugee 
population owing to factors such as the high rate of unreported 
deaths and undetected false registrationli." 

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'', 
t3king place in Jordan, Syria and 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 than 425,000 names have been removed 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. 3ut, even allowir1g for natural 
increase, it is clear that only d part of UNRWA's present grand total of 
1,174,760 fall within the acce)ter 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 to 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 admi nister 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 o f 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 December 1950. That Resolution did not 

direct the Palestine Conciliation Commission to take measures for the pro

tection of the rights, property and intere sts 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 co~
s•1ltations with the parties regarding measures for the protection of those 
ri ghts 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.g. 

the programme for the identification and evaluation of Arab immovab le proper
ty, t h e 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-de~osit lock ers and valuables left behind in 

Israel by Arab refugee s. Israe l's actions in thes e matters h a ve been based on 

the voluntary exercise of it s sovereign prerogatives. 

In my statement in this Committee on 15 December 1961, I explained fully how 

the abandoned Arab properties were many years ago take n over by the State in 

order to ens ure their proper utilization and integration into the national 

economy~ The figures produced by Arab spokes.men 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 principles. Firstly, property 

within every sovereign State is exclusively and beyond que s tion subject to 

the laws of that State. Secondly, the United Nations 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. 



From the outset my Government has offered to pay cbmpensation for the property 
abandoned by the Arab refugees. In any negotiations about compensation, Israe] 
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 destroyed 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 solution might be brought about through war; or 
there might be a peaceful solution through mediation and negotiations. The 
disting uished Representative pleaded for the third alternative. 

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

' 1To our friends from the Arab countries, my delegation directs 
the urgent a ppeal 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 statemertt made by the 
distinguished Representative of the Ivory Coast, in which he said: 

"The world belongs to all of us and nobody has the right to en-
danger it. Whether we want it or nott 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
flict lies the only ho~e 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: 

''(l} Non- intervention in the internal affairs of any State. 

(2) Each State has com,let.e 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 mem~er-States should settle their disputes by peace
ful means in such a manner that international peace and security 
and justice are not endangered. '1 

This statement was made by the Representative of the UAR in the Security Coun
cil at its 1024th 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 soon be on its way to 
a construct i ve 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 occasions, 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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December 6, 1962 

To: Members participating in the Presidents Conference 

From: Yehuda Hellman 

Enclosed please £ind 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 0£ 
Ambassador Adlai Stevenson. 

YH:dm 
enclosure 

49 



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 Ad©~ph 

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 religious 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, 11 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. 

"It 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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September 27, 1962 

To: 

From: 

Members participating in the Presidents Conference 

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: 

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

THE GOVERNMENT'S DECISION TO SELL TO ISRAEL SHORT-RANGE DEFENSIVE 
MISSILES WILL BE WELCOMED BY ALL AMERICAN CITIZENS WHO ARE CONCERNED WITH PEACE AND STABILITY IN THE MIDDLE EAST. IT WILL 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 Wlluld 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.M. The agenda will be forwarded to you shortly. 

YH:dm 
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To: 

From: 

. 
Cable Add 

October 15, 1962 

Members participating in the Pre sidents Conference 

Yehuda Hellman 

Enclosed please £ind t h e mimntes 0£ the meeting of the Presidents 

Conference of September 20th, 1962. 

YH:dm 
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CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS 

OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS 

515 PARK A VENUE • NEW YORK 22, N. Y . 

MINUTES OF PRESIDENTS CONFERENCE 

SEPTEMBER 20, 1 J 62 - 12:00 NOON 

Cable Address: COJOGRA 

Rabbi Irving Miller opened the meeting announcing that her Excellency, 

the Foreign Minister of Israel~ Ivirs. Golda l'11eir, 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 ••• an~ in

troduced the new Consul General, Ambassador Katriel Katz, who greeted 

the Conference and stateJ that he too, of course, was happy to assure 

the Confere~ce of his coo?eration, et cetera. 

Rabbi Miller went on to con'.]ratule fvlrs. Kran arsky on her third re

election to the presidency of Hadassah, and on the successful per

formance of i:-Iadassah at its recent convention. 

Rabbi Miller then procee.jed to announce the a?~oint111ent cf a Nominating 

Conmittee so that the Conference can ?roceed at the next meeting, with 

the election of a new chairman £or the coming year. 

Rabbi Miller informed t;1e Conference that as of A'Jril 1, 1962, the Con

ference was continuing on the sar.1e budget as in the previous 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. 

Dr. Neumann took the floor an~ asked for a discussion of the recent 

meetings with Jewish leaders at the invitation of the White House. r-Ie 

felt that these meetings had a direct bearing on the work of the 

Presidents Conference. ~abbi Miller su00ested that this not be dis

cussed ir.unediately in viev1 r:i f the presence of the Israel ii'oreign 

Minister and the Ambassador of Israel to the United States. Habbi 

i',iiller assure ~ the Conference that t his mat 1:er ,·,ould be taken up in 

.Jue course. 

The floor was then given to Mrs. r,1eir who proceeded, in a speech that 

lasted approximately two hours, to give a detailed analysis of the 

problems confrontd:ng t:1e State of Israel at the forthcoming General 

Assemoly session. i·1rs. 1",eir analyzed t11e Johnson rei;,ort and the pro

posals spo;1sored by certain African, Asian and Eu.roi;,ean na·c i ')OS for 

direct negotiations between Israel and the Arab stat es. 



i"irs. tvieir also discussed problems of immigration 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 s i:1e defined as "strictly confidential" anj "off the record". 
Consequently, we will not circulate any of her remarks. 
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TO: Members associated in the Precidents Conference 

FR0i1l: Yehuda Hellman 

ase find the minutes of the special meeting of the 
Presidents Conference which was held November 21st, 1961 at the 
U.N. 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
gation, on the Arab Refugee Problem. The meeting was opened by Rabbi Miller, Presi
dent of the Conference. ffe 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 invited, "which we were delighted to do." 

Rabbi Miller - The meeting is going to be devoted to the question of the Arab Re
fugee problem, 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 Comay& 

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 time. 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 problems~ 

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 concernede I want to tell you that there are over 90 other items on 
the agenda. We are involved in all of them. 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 problem. 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 themo The delegation~.want to study the report before 
starting the debate. The report is not officially before the committee or even on 
the agenda for the Assembly. Dr. Johnson does not report to the General Assembly. 
He is sent by the P.c.c. and he reports to them. 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 opinion. 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 someone 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 Arabs. The fact that a report is not yet available, 
of course, is something which tends to push off the beginning of the debate. 



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 Oman, which is a quarrel between the Arabs and Britain, 
which was going to come after the Refugee debate~ should come before it. 

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 secono time around. 

This is going to be, perhaps in 0A1 wiy, easier than we expected. We and the u.s. 
and other people expected a month ,.,~~-·cwo ago that at this Assembly they would have 
to come to grips with the substance of the problem; they would have to make de
cisions which would lay down the lineo If the U.S. will back the idea~ and I am_ . 
pretty sure that they will, the U-.S. ~ill not want to deal with the basic issues • .. 
this year. That only applies to the u.s• and maybe to some other countries, but · 
certainly not to the Arabso The Arabs are going to force the issue as hard as 
they can. What is the issue that they want~ force? This is the key to under
standing the fight which is going on. 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 schooled. It is not about DrQ Johnsonvs report that the Arabs want to talkc 
What the Arabs want is to reppen the wt.ol~ "Palestinian problem" in all its politi
cal aspects. 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 dispossessed, 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 resolutions that might be pushed through the U.N., 
Israel will disappear from sight. They know that it doesn 1t work that way because 
Israelis will not cooperate to that extent. They do believe that by pressing this 
issue, you can undermine Israeli's international position and you can keep the 
whole pot boiling instead of the whole problem fading out of existence altogether. 

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 fa~ble to such an enterprise. 
These are ambitious and far-reaching objectives. r::: .. ) h stating them as such. All 
their tactics or their concrete proposals on this or that aspect of the subject 
are related to these ultimate objectiveso 

For instance, the first fight we are going to have in the Assembly is o~ich 
started last year and that was to secure recognition in the committee for the 
Palestinian-Arab Delegation as such. A request was put in that certain people con
stitute the Palestinian-Arab Delegation and they want a hearing for them. The 
significance of this is that they are not asking for these pe6ple to be heard as 
spokesmen for the refugees, but as spokesmen for the Palestinian-Arab people, 
wherever they may bee These are actually two groups of people who have now joined 
forces. One group rep~esents the Mufti (who was thrown out of g!ifpt and the Mufti 1s 
sponsors who are now I:\-a~s·) o This is part of inter-Arab politics o The Egyptians _(. 
produced a rival delegation from the Gaza Strip and after some fighting, they are ••• 
appearing as one united Palestinian delegation. 



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 a 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.N. to take care of them. Even 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. All 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 
not to go back to their homes. 

With all these things that I 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 surfaceQ 
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 t he fact of the new 
countries that have come into birth in Asia and Africa and are now streaming into 
the U.N. It is a 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. All 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 
against. 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 
Africa, then we have something to worry about. One final word which follows what 
I just said. 

With all the importance internationally of what gets said or what gets decided at 
the U.N., ~he exis~ence of ~srael and the future of Israel depends on the strength 
of Is:ael itse~, its capacity to grow under any conditions and, secondly, on 
the bilateral ties between Israel and other friendly countries, first and foremost 
the U.S •. As long as our own people in the U.N. are behind us, we are never going 
to feel isolated or alone in the world. 

Rabbi Miller: I think you will all agree with me that we have reason to be grate
ful to Ambassador Comay for the frankness with which he spoke to us. I think we 



now realize what confronts Israel and what will confront us when this debate get~ 
under way. 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 ma ke 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 business. 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 
JUimpton later in the afternoon. 

Q: In view of these developments, how do you find the behavio~ - of the U.S. del~
gation in connection with this question? 

Amb. Comay: We have very close contacts with the u.s. delegation and there are ver1 
few questions that come up which w~ don't discuss together. On both;.sides there is 
an acceptance that between the u.s and Israel we stand for the same things and WQ 

should work together. 

Q: Why are the Arabs -'.toterested 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 t ime. There are variety of reasons of tactical and parliament
ary nature. 

Q: Would it be to the advantage of Israel to have the discussion go on imm~diately 
as planned? 

A: I imagine you can argue it both ways. Our basic position is that the whole 
discussion is superfluouso It solves nothinga It does not bring a solution of 
the Arab refugee problem any closer, in fact it creates more tension and inflames 
the problem. My own opinion is if they want to, let 9 s have ito We are prepared 
for it and will explain our position. 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 
topic. Are those viewpoints considered in the UN? 

A: I would say that the views expressed cut right across religious lines. 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? 

A: People vote for all kinds of reasons becausa 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 along with the Arabs for reMsons that have not~ng to do 
with the nature of the proposalo The wilder and more irrational the Arab proposals 
are, the easier it is to fight them. The day the Arabs bring proposals that appear 
to be reasonable, it will be harder to meet that challenge. The second thing is 
that we have often wanted to initiate proposals that press for direct negotiations! 



The difficulty is that the Arabs fight this and may be in a positicn to block it and 
vote it down. Therefore, ~.delegations who believe that this is tt~ proper way to 
vote, hesitate becuase they think that it won •t get the votes re c;u1·)red to have it 
accepted. Nevertheless, this is a possibility that is always therEf• 

Q: Are we to assume that there is a possibility that you may count,,r any resolu
tions that may be offered to the U.N. by the Arab bloc with resolutl?ns of your 
own? 

A: I do not want to commit myself to say that there is such a possibility. 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? 

A: I want to express a personal opinion on this. I am quite ha,ppy to present to 
you the U.N. picture as I see it. What conclusions you might wish to drqW 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 newspapers. What 
happens with refugee problems is that people get tired of themo Public interest 
in these matters is expendable and I find that although t.P~re are many people who 
are interested in it, the general public is almost indiff~Jento I am not suggest
ing that there are not ways and means in the America.r! Jewish community of making 
itself felt. I am answering this strictly in terms of arousing a great deal of 
public interest and I have some doubts. The~e are certain basic aspects of the -probf 
lem that you cannot get away from. 

Q: 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 delegation. They would rather, from their point of view, that 
Israel §ppear to be flexible on this point of view than that Israel appear to have 
a strong position on the Arab refugee problem. I think it does strengthen our 
position, I don't think it has been particularly welcome to other people. 

Rabbi Miller: I again want to express our deepest gratitude to the Ambassador. We 
are going to meet at 5:30 p.m. at 515 Park Avenue to listen to Ambassador Plimpton. 
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-committee. We don't want to stir up public opinion 
too much, but there is no question that public opinion is vooal and there is some
thing that the Presidents' Conference can do. 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:30 p.m. 
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CONFIDENTIAL OFF-THE-RECORD - PRESIDENTS CONFERENCE MEETING WITH AMBASSADOR PLIMPTON 
NOVEWBER 21, 1961 • 5:30 P.M. • PENTHOUSE 

Ambassador Plimpton was introduced by Rabbi Irving Miller. Rabbi Miller also wel
comed Mr. Bob Blake, who accompanied the Ambassador. 

Mr. 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 liti,_gation and not subject 
to a political approach. The Arabs resented the U.S. position, rightfully so, be
cause the U.S. was responsible in great measure for the defeat of the Arab SU9"" 
ges-tions. It is very probable that the Arabs will bring up the problem of custo
dianship again in~the General Assembly. It is very possible that the Arabs will 
also suggest that the U. N. form a commission for the investigation of Israel's 
mistreatment of Arab residents, trying to point out the parallel between Israel 
and South Africa in this respect. It is also very probable that the Arabs may want 
to change the composition of the ~.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 conclusive. He has seen during his recent tour in 
the Middle East all the heads of state involved except Mr. Nasser. At present, Mr. 
Johson 1s 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 quest. 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 debate. The u.s. assumes that Mr. Shukairy is going to set a most 
harmful tone. However, the u.s. proposes to be philosophical about the edicts of 
this Saudi Arabia hirling. The United States would oppose the postponement of the 
item of the Arab refugees. 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.s• is opposed to this. The Arabs would need a two
thirds majority to reverse the order of the agenda, and the U.S. is hopeful that 
the Arabs will not obtain it. 

In answer to questions that followed, the Ambassador stated that the termination 
date for UNRWA is set for June, 1963. 7<:f/4 of the budget for t his agency is provided 



by the u.s. The U.S. naturally could l>\ that time revise its present position and 
its financial contribution. N~. Blake interrupted at this point and stated that 
the interruption of the work of V~RWA could cause only confusion and bitterness, 
by which only Russia would ben~fit •• 

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 view. The U.S. 
would support any solution or combination of solutions in order to solve the pro
blem. 

In answer to a further question, the Ambassador stated that on the whole there were 
currently 1,200,000 Arab refugees in the area. 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 Peret~, accept this figure. 

At the end of the meeting Rabbi Miller thanked the Ambassador and Mro 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 contact. 
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Rabbi ;.;iller, Chairman of the I>resicients I Conference opened the meeting and 
o_t °thl~ 

said: I w\sh to extend to all very uarm greetings 11c the meeting of the Confer-

ence of Presiqents. There were a number of calls tl1~t came into the office· 

inquiring as to the real purpose of this neeting. The only purpose is the one 

stated in the letter. I have the feeling that united as \·1e are in a great 

cause and working as ne do for a con:mon goal,- there ought to be a time v:hen vie 

get together on a relaxed, social basis and get to knov, each other a little 

better. t:e are leaders in our respective or9anizations. \!e carry our ovm 

specific responsibilities and obligations. \'Je join here together for a specific 

goal and I feel that it r1ould be good to spend an hour in this fashion to sit 

and talk, to chat, to meet rii th your neighbor and perhaps conrare notes. I 

also feel that I could not proper}~, begin MY adr1foistration rd thout paying a 

tribute to the men v1ho preceded me.. . These are the men nho really made the con

ference• brought it about, labored in its behalf, gave it gre~t devotion and 

attention, and I feel that they have set a fine example. I v1anted to acknov1-

ledge publicly the debt tr.at all of us one to them. So I asked Dr. Goldmann, 

J'.'cr. Klutznick and r.~. Katz to be our special guests and they accepted quite 

enti1usiastically. Unfortunately, Dr. Goldmann met uith a rather serious ac

cident, serious in terms thut he has to stay ho~e and cannot be here. Dr. 

Goldmann eeked me to express liis re9rets to you and ;:islced for a raincheck to cone 

back to another meetin9 and speak to us. \Je are really the losers tonight be

cause Dr. Goldnann has come back from his recent trip to Israel and Europe vtlth· 

a comprehensive and rcv€alin~ report. 

Mr. Klutznick, \.ho nou serves as the U.S. Arrlbassador to the U.d., nas called to 

the rihitc House today but should b0 here very shortly. 

All of us were delighted and happy to see Label Katz here and to have hir:, \·.d. th us. 

I knov(that he can keep us very interested as a result of the trip that he made 

to the Soviet Union. 



Lastly, I nish to Helcome and greet all the members of the Confer ence nho are 

here tonight, together 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 implications. 

Consul 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 ~ntinue with 

Rabbi Miller. I would like to congratulate him now publicly. There is a slight 

misunderstanding of the structure and functioning of this body between you and 

Israeli opinion. The Israelis do not understand this trend of having a loose 

group with a weak center and therefore, in Israel, when people speak about the 

Presidents' Conference in Americap they think that this is some kind of central 

Jewish organization with full authority v..hich meets and .makes decisions. These 

decisions come out as orders to all Jews in America who immediately implement 

whatever is decided. I have learned in the shortttme 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 if we had any kind of an authoritative structure. I have learned to appreciat 

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 only like to point out that I read in the papers about the recognition. 

of Israel by Ethiopia. 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 this, 

Whether it is a direct result of the break of Syria from the U.A.R. or not, it 

is an important symptom which is very encouratlng. I would like to thank you 

for the opportunity to greet you here. 

Rabbi Miller, in introducing his predecessor and the Presidents of B'nai B'rith, 

Label Katz, said: In a. very real sense Label was the architect of that unity 

that we are enjoying today in the Presidents• Conference. There was a time when 

very serious divergence of opinion appeared and when a committee was appointed 

to re-study the structure and purpo.ses of the Conference of Presidents and to 

bring in a report. It looked 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 

structure. Very soon after that he became President of the Conference and gave 

of himself completely. It is 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 acknowlooge my own indebtedness to Irving Miller because the 

picture which he portrayed was a flattering one. I must c:onfess that I am human 

enough to be flattered but realistic enough to recognize it as such. 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 COJO). 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 Jewry. 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 necessit~tes the pooling of all of our resources 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 with matters 

of this nature, is obvious to all of us. I would hope that the time would not be 

too distant when other organizations 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 curtain. There was a 

B'nai B'rith delegation of some 35 who took advantage of the opportunity to visit 

Russia • . -~1hat motivated us was not a desire to see the ge9graphy 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 curtain. 

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 community. That is, that every identifi

cation card of a Jew is stamped "Jew" and everyone in the Soviet Union must have 

an identification card. Secondly, because of the rampant and violent anti-semitis1 



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 people. They 

have been made aware in the negative sense and our problem is to convert this 

negative into a positive. 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 

problem. 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 
~ 

said: 11W, 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 Philip 

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 charter. 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 cornmunity1s concern with the security, development and prosperity 

of the State of Israel. 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 

mind. We hoed 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 nee• 

essary to take. 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 know. Some of them will be discussed not far from here; some problems still 

exist that are in the security area. I think the Presidents' Conference is yet 

to finish its job! I think there is a necessity for careful understanding of 

what thos~ problems are. This Conference would not have been possible if it was 

organized around any other charter. Since responsible Jewish organizations 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 them. It calls for the kind 

of understanding and statesmanship that brooks no small thinking end 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 alert; it should make of us all statesmen 

working in this extremely challenging task. Maybe if we succeed in our basic 

jobs, representatives of the State of Israel behind the iron curtain and else• 

where will be able to do a more effective job than they are now doingo That may 

be the most direct route through which to solve some 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 much. 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.N. 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 problem, but we do not know 

whether these efforts will succeedo We have decided to devote the next meeting 



. . _.,_ 

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 21st, 1961 of the Presidents• 

Conference at the U.N. I asked the permanent represenative from Israel to the 

U.N. to be with us and he eagerly agreed. I also asked Ambassador Plimpton to 

come and share the thinking of our own Government on this problem, end 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 N~. Eshkol, who is the Ambassador of Finance and who will 

probably be Ambassador of Finance again, will be here. I have asked Mr. Eshkol 

to meet with the Presidents• Conference so that we can learn more of the economi~ 

problems concerning Israel. I am awaiting word from him as to the time that he 

will put at our disposal. I am giving you this in advance so that the Presidents 

of the organizations may make such axrangements 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 corrmendation for the work the Technical Sub-com

mittee of the Conference has been doing, particularly in the boycott area. They 

had nothing but the highest praise of the effectiveness of the Technical Sub• 

committee that has worked in th~s Conference. I see Isaiah Minkoff, Arnold For• 

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 



. . . 
-s-

relationships - and displays a unity that we should cherish and be proud of. I 

think we ought to be proud to say to American Jews and particularly to some who 

ttre not in this Conference, that we do cherish the concept end 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 evening. 
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CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS 
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS 

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

TO: Members participating in the Presidents Conference 

FROM: Yehuda Hellman 

Enclosed please find the text of a letter which I have addressed 

to Mr. Shimshon Arad on October 11, and his answer to me dated 

October 13. Also enclosed please find a news item which appeared 

in the J.T.A. to serve as background material. 

October 17, 1961 



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS 
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS 

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

Mr. Shimshon Arad 
Israeli Consulate 
11 East 70th Street 
New York, New York 

Dear Shims hon: 

October 11, 1961 

I was surprised to read in the October 10th J.T.A. that 
the Israeli Ministry of Transport and Communication has 
demanded that Regie Renault publicly disassociate itself 
from the Arab League's economic boycott of Israel. 

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 ~t 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 day. 

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 large. 

Thank you very much for your cooperation. 

Sincerely yours, 

Yehuda Hellman 
Executive Director 



11 E. 70th Street 
New York 21, New York 

Consulate General TRafalgar 9-7600 

October 13, 1961 

Dear 'tehuda: 

I would like to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
dated October 11 which I am transmitting to Jerusalem. I should 
hope to communicate with you as soon as I get a reply. 

Mr. Yehuda Hellman 
Executive Director 
Conference of Presidents of 

Sincerely yours, 

Shimshon Arad 

Major American Jewish Organizations 
515 Park Avenue 
New York 22, New York 
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ISRAEL GOVERNMENT 'UNLIKELY' TO LIFT BAN ON IMPORT OF RENAULT CARS 

JERUSALEM, Oct. 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 confirme9 here today. 

Two years ago, the French automobile manufacturing firm canceled its 
contract for assembly of its cars in this country, under pressure of 
the Arab boycott office. Recently, an Israeli firm has entered a contract 
with Renault for import of its Dauphine car, and has appiied 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. 
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CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS 
'OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS 

515 PARK AVENUE • NEW YORK 22, N. Y. "' 
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 today. 

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 importers. 

The telegram said: "In view of our extended conversations over a 

period of severer! years regarding Brown and Williamson's trade relations 

with Israeli cigarette importers, happy to inform you that matter 

is being s ~tisfactorily resolved. Our request for issuance of cigar

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 appreci ate 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 Israeli 

importers notifying them that no future orders could be accepted. Soon 

afterward, the Presidents Conference issued a pamphlet, "A R~port on 

the Arab Boycott Against Americans," which stated that Brown and 

Williamson Tobacco Corporation had been "forced to ~umb 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 accordingly. 

Rabbi Miller said that the Presidents Conference is "gratified that 

Brown and Williamson - tog~er with its parent body, 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. 

AROUND THE WORLD 

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 adjussed 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

New Tehran town-Ltewelyn-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 $18 million this year to 
continue development of Project Sang
uine, 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. 

cording to Comrie-Smith. But funda- U.S. loses suit-Federal agencies must 
mentally there is nothing wrong with obey state pollution laws, the U.S. 
the system, Comrie-Smith adds. Court of Appeals in San Francisco has 

have concentrations of health-related 
chemicals exceeding the state's limits 
for drinking water. About 42 % of the 
systems contained excessive amounts of 
chemicals that cause taste, odor or color 
problems. 

U.S. engineer 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 nuclea r pow
erplant, a $500-million facility to be 
built near Krsko , in the province of Slo
venia. 

Uruguay to get monobuoy-Vruguay 
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 af!d 
tank farm . The consortium consists of 
Victor M. Contreras, Argentina; Sa
ceem, Uruguay; Spie-Betignoles, 
France; and Land & Marine Organiza
tion, Great Britain. 

George Lowe, who supervised most ruled. In suits brought against the U.S. A big cleaning bill-A Rhode Island 
of the repairs for GLC, also contends Environmental Protection Agency state study says it will cost more than 
that most of the problems would not (EPA) by California and Washington, $ I 02 million to make the polluted 
have occurred had the labor force been the two states had challenged an EPA Woonasquatucket River, near Provi
trained in use of the system, when work regulation that excluded the federal dence, clean enough for fish and wild
first started. government from having to apply to lo- life. The study also says it will take $90 

Lowe says the problems involved cal authorities for discharge permits. million to control storm overflows re
some vertical seals at the corners of the EPA has not decided whether to appeal sponsible for periodic shellfishing bans 
structures." There is a triangular to the U.S. Supreme Court, a spokes- in upper Narragansett Bay. This is the 
groove that runs along the interior of man says. first of seven reports on the state's river 
the corner, and this must be continuous~•--:..------•••---.. "'\ basins. 
for the full height of the building," he Suez Canal tunnels-Egypt has called 
says. " In that way, any water that pene- for international bids on the design and 
trates the seal will be caught in the construction of three vehicular and rail
triangular groove and drain to the bot- way tunnels un~c Suez Canal. The 
tom. /\.rab Con tractors Co. is responsible for 

" But what sometimes happened was the job and will form a joint venture 
that, when the edges were chipped in with the winning bidders. Each of the 
the erection process, the panels were three tunnels will carry a three-lane 

_. 
Canadian petrochemical plant-Petro
say, Ltd ., a venture of three chemical 
companies, will build a petrochemical 
plant estimated to cost more than $400 
million a t Sarnia, Ontario, about 50 
miles northeast of Detroit. 

sometimes not adequately repaired. highway plus water mains and utilities, California canal postponed-Construc-
And when that occurred, the groove and one tunnel will carry a one-track tion of California's $286-million Pe-
ceased to be continuous and, of course, railway. ripheral Canal will be delayed at least 
there was a buildup of water." ~..._~----•-llliiiii!l!lal•iill••-••• one year, according to Department of 

H&H and C, which holds the man° Water quality surveyed-Seventy-five Water Resources director John R. Teer
agement and construction contract, will percent of New York state's population ink. He cites as a major reason work 
bid on the next work phase. is drinking water with concentrations of that remains to be done on the draft of 

"We regret GLC's · decision on Ba- at least one of 53 chemicals and 17 pes- the state's environmental impact report 
!ency," a company spokesman says. ticides, according to the first statewide (ENR 11114174 p. 51 ), which several 
"We tried to explore alternatives, but report. prepared by the U.S. Geological reviewers have criticized. Construction 
we can work with brick and concrete by Survey. But only 18 of 365 water sup- of the 43-mile canal was to start next 
rr1r1\•,.r1 1ir1n:1 l mf'An~ j1tq t Rq f'a~ilv, and ph- q,•qfr,nq i'xamirirrl wr ,·r fnund 1n Srpt••ml rr 
....... ····· . I - IP- ••·-·· ·- •• ..... l ~ I ______ __:_ ____________________ _ 
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ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE OF B'NAI B'RITH 
315 LEXINGTON AVENUE, NEW YORK, N.Y.10016, TEL. 689-7400 

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 R~ 

In the course of ADL's investigation of discriminatory 
practices against Jews in connection with Arab investments, 
your statement to the UAHC Executive Connnittee was brought 
to my attention. The JTA of Friday, February 14th, 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 obtain the needed remedial 
legislation. 

Thank you for your cooperation. With all best wishes, 

AF:ek 

SnereJ:y, -

Arnold Forster 
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called Gabel and told him of AJ Cong. legal div ision - etc. 

he would like to discuss with you f irst ..... called Naomi 

• Levine, she 's at meeting and hasn' t returned call yet. 
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February 19,1975 

! 
Eu GABEL 

5 7 7 GRASSMERE TERRACE 

FAR ROCKAWAY, N. Y. 11 69 1 

Rabbi Alexander m.Schindler,President 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenug 
New York,N.Y. 10021 

Dear Rabbi SchindlRr: 
It is with a great deal of interest that I read reports 
of your recent statements warning that Arab blackmail 
and boycotts may be operating to jeopardize the civil 
rights of Jewish individuals in the U.S. who are employ8d 
by fi r ms doing business with Arab countries. 

In 1969 I joined Japan Air Lines in a research and market
ing funr.tion.Shortly thereafter JAL became the target,along 
with several other Japanese firms,of a campaign launched 
by AOL and othPr Jewish organizations accusing th8m of 
giving in to the Arab boycott. In the case of JAL they 
allegedly denied(or caused to bP denied) Tokyo landing 
rights for El Al I s rael Airline s . 

Ha vin g bec o me f amil i a r with JAL's growth plans and operating 
proce e dures I saw that many of the charges were incorrect 
and offered my knowledge of the American Jewish community 
to JAL's PR department and top executives to counter the 
AOL directed campaign.I receivPd no extra pay for this . work 
which was in addition to my other duties.Also outside 
consultants were hired to help tell J AL' s story to thP 
Jewish community in this country and abroad. This was the 
period in which I devPloped a"synagogues of the Pacific 
Basin"PR campaign and the well received"kosher pastrami 
on rye in Tokyo"ad campaign. 

After the Yorn Kippur war JAL management seemed to lose 
interest in cultivating thP Jewish community and I 
gradually felt a chill set in.In the spring of 1974 I 
was s uddenly dismissed.At the time I belieHe I was the highe s t 
ranking Jew employed by JAL and one of av ry few peoplp to 
be di s mis s ed. ( JAL did not undertake the massive layoffs that 
other o i l price s queezed airlines instituted in 1974 ) . 

I joined a Jewish owned PR firm (open on Yorn Kippur however) 
which s pecialized in Japanese accounts.T~is jnh la s tPd untill 
Oe cember,1974. I have been unemployed since. Se veral different 
versions of my resume are e nclosed-the rea s ons for the diversity 
being quite obvious.Would aporeciate your treating thi s in a 
confidential manner as I have never reporte~ t h is to any City 
or S tate Human Right s agency. Should you require further 
information please do not hesi t ate to call me. 



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 corporate, 
association and tourism accounts. 

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, 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. 

Regional director, publicist, and fund raiser for major Jewish 
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 
Married, 2 children 

Born: August 12, 1939 
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INTERNATIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS CO., LTD., New York 
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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 1'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 
Married, 2 children 
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Dr. Judah J. Shapiro 
302 West 86th Street 
New York, N.Y. 10024 

Dear Jd aa: 

January 25, 1978 

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 Nominating Committee. I 
assured him that when you and I selected the committee we 
were concerned ~ith giving representation to each and every 
grouping within tl1e Presi ents' Con erence ad that we had 
no idea whether any of these people had made any kind of a 
personal comreitment. 

Daviu's anger steMs from the fact, so he tells me, that 
each of the members of the Nominating Committee has his or 
her own candidate and David's inter sts are represented by 
no one at all. Inasmuch s I did not at~cnd the meeting of 
the Nominating Cowmittee, nor Co Inintend to interfere in 
its work, you are the only one oo 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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Institute of Human Relations • 165 East 56 Street, New York, N.Y. 10022 • 212'751-4000 • Cable W1shcom, N.Y. 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
The Union of Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Alex: 

January 17, 1978 

I was pleased to learn that it is your intention to reconnnend 
that the Presidents Conference establish a connnittee 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 Connnittee 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, 

~~~ 
Richard Maass 

RM/bf 
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OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

RICHARD MAASS. President ■ ■ BERTRAM H GOLD. Executive V1ce·Pres1dent 
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National Executive Council ■ MAURICE GU NERT. Honorary Treasurer ■ JOHN SLAWSON Executive Vice-President Emeritus ■ V1ce·Pres,dents JORDAN C BAND Cleveland 
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Janu ry 4, 1 78 

M. Rich rd Haass, Pr sld nt 
American Jewish Corrmittee 
165 East ~6th Stre~t 
N w York, New York I 02 ... 

Der Richard: 

My xp rlence as chairman of the Presidents' Confer nee has convinced 
me t1at a re-structuring of t1 za Ion is i~ order. t can say 
this more readfly now th t the of rrry t rm approaches. In 
this re-organization, n on r~ en f 11-mem ers of ::he 
C nf rence e Inv lved, tut anl at Ions uc, c1s yo•Jrs 
whi h have p~rtfcip c tn Off contr·buted to it bo h 
sub· anttvely ad mat rintly o·h • org nizatlons 
which have stood nt 

Acor ingl:, It I my lntcn 
Committee on Str d 
tour present t 

find a way of en 

I would much ~ppr~cfat ft 
your org.1ni..,.atlo11 "' , 1 b 

B rt has told me of y r probl ns. 
wish s for a full recovery. 

\,/i th warm p1,:;;rsona 1 re a rd , am 

csta h1 
11 tal 

• y 0 

t of a 
sh look 
r to 

t I nc>'I w- het er you and 
rt i c i pat i suc,1 pro ess. 

e dl "'s o say, yo· ave my good 

S tnc r 1 y, 

Alexander M. Schindler 

cc: Mr. Bertram H. Gold 
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B'N AI B'RITI-I ~f} ~(p Du 
1640 RHODE ISLAND AVENUE, NW, WASHINGTON 6, D. C. • EXecutive 3-5284 

OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT Decerrber 30, 1977 

Mr. Yehuda Hellman 
Presidents' Conference 
515Park 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, 
afford to operate without clear structure and 
means that there must be the appointment of a 
representative of the Presidents' Conference. 
paid to the various groupings that make up the 
the relative size of organizations. 

it is my view that we cannot 
public accounting. This 
nominating committee that is 

Adequate attention must be 
Presidents' Conference and 

The committee's membership should be announced forthwith to all merr~ers 
of the Presidents' Conference. The committee should meet quickly so that 
ii:: can do its work with all due deliberate spee·d 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 serving 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 ot her 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 

,\,~ 
Daniel Thursz 

DT:nls 
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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 

March 14, 1975 

TO: Presidents and Executive Directors 

FROM: Yehuda Hellman 

This is to confirm that the next meeting of ui; Presidents Con~ _-::> 
will take place on ~ ~sday , March 18, 1975, in'the-t.~0o;r-meet1ng 
room at 515 Park Avenue. ~tt1' 
In ·addition ·to the .Washington report and the discussion on the PLO and J;7 
Arab propaganda, the issue of the Arab boycott will also be included 
in our agenda. ~ 

The meeting will begin promptly at 12:00 noon and will last until 
approximately 2:30 p.m. A light luncheon will be served. 

Please call our office as soon as possible with the name of your 
representative. 

~r 



PLaza 2-1616 CAaU AJIOllli, COJOG1'A 

WORLD CONFERENCE OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS 

Participating Organiz.ations: 

AMERICAN JEWISH CONGRESS 

B'NAI B'RITH 
BOARD OF DEPUTIES OF 

BRITISH JEWS 
~ANADIAN JEWISH CONGRESS 
CONSEIL REPRESENTATIF DES 

JUIFS DE FRANCE (C.R.I.F.) 

DELEGACION DE ASOCIACIONES 
0

ISRAELITAS ARGENTINAS 
(D.A.I.A.) 

EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF 
AUSTRALIAN JEWRY 

JEWISH LABOR COMMITTEE 
SOUTH AFRICAN JEWISH 

BOARD OF DEPUTIES 
WORLD JEWISH CONGRESS 
WORLD ZIONIST ORGANIZATION 

515 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK, N. Y. 10022 

TO: 

February 7, 1975 

Members associated in the World Conference of 
Jewish Organizations (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 (COJO) 

The 1974 COJO meeting took place in New York on 

December 4-5. 

The meeting of COJO was called to order 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 cor~~ISSION ON EDUCATION 

Mrs. Charlotte Jacobson: We are meeting at a ti~e when all of us have a 
tremendous desire to meet as often as possible with fellow Jews. We have 
this tremendous ·-~ense of isolation i _n the _midst of a world which seems to 
have beco~e more . indifferent and more callous not only to Israel bu~ to 
all humanitarian problems; I do not ever :i;-,ecall a p.eriod whep. _we have re
ceived -- all of us, as leaders -- so many telephone calls from fellow
Jews from every country expressing the desi~e to meet together, _to counsel 
together, to make plans together. Indeed, ione of the things we will dis
cuss at some point during our conference is .whether 9r not there is need 
for a large international gathering of some kind quit~ 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 I will add that there is no limit to what each of us is willing to do 
and ~hat -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 P.merica, Africa, Australia 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. 
Sometime 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 to 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 '7: 
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'nai B'rith Hillel Foundation, Felix Hollander from the Joint Distribution 
Committee, 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 
'74. 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, 

-1-



which we probably will have, we could undertake projects costing close to 
a 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 'adopt·ed a four-point program: 

1) Expanding the World Jewish Cong:ress..:type of colloquium (such as were 
held by the WJC in England and in France) to two new and smaller commun
ities in Europe and Latin America. We. hope to hold one colloquium early 
in the spring in a smaller European community (one of the Scandinavian 
countries, perhaps) and one in Latin America. This project is being 
handled by the World Jewish Congress with the cooperation of WZO, B'nai 
B' ri th and others. 

2) Developing educational resource centers in smaller communities ·. In 
Europe the leadership in developing these centers in Europe will be taken 

• by the European Council of Jewish Communities; in La.tin America, by the 
WZO -- 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 about eight or ten scholars; some 
or· them from Isr·ael and some 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-continental, USA-Latin American 
Conference in .Miami which I believe now will probably b~ 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 I admit 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 collaboration of international 
bodies and local communities. Thank you.· • 

Mrs. Jacobson: That was a very comprehensive and clear 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 look 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 out from his very, very 
heavy schedule to .cqme to be with us today. The Ambassacor to WashiLr;ton 
has, certainly, a heaVY responsibility just to keep up with his duties vis
a-vis the American Government, but the Ambassador . to Wasl1ir.gton also has 
six million Jews, all of whom think they know much better than he how to 
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handle the American Government. Simcha Dinitz has been able 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 a.re 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, a 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 really 
grate~ul that you invited me here. This room 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 Canada and westward 
and eastward. We are, indeed, facing not only a difficult situation, 
which we all know, but also a very fluid situation -- fluid not merely 
becaus_e 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-examine 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 coun.t the days til the Doomsday." I am totally 
and unequivocally against this approach, not only because it is not 
justified by the facts, but becau$e I think it is the worst possible atti
tude to take toward.s any crisis. 

That does not mean we are not going to have difficulties. We will have 
them. The ·Arab 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 ~tis today; the influence of these two factors on -Europe, on the 
Far East, ·_on the Third World, on international organizations and on every 
goverrup.ent 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 crisis is its 
very magnitude; sometimes it is much more difficult to solve small problems 
than to ove·rcome a crisis ·or 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 was the situation in Munich in 1938 
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when Chamberlain believed that by giving a particular 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 l~aders 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 ts 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 radical 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 prob.lems 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 cont.inue. If_ it is a.n 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 against here· is the simplistic view that as long as the 
Middle East 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 about the Middle East. 
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Here's an example: When Dr. Kissinger negotiated the Syrian 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 disr~pted 
the negotiation; rather, the Soviets used their influence to get a more / 
~cceptable solution for the Syrians. I remember that when I c8.Ille 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 answer 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 answe·r was that the ~greement was achieved ·- in spite of 
the fact that Gromyko was in Damascus·~ and not because of it. Well, that 
afternoon I got a call 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 Government 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 that will force 
Israel to return to the 1 67 borders and give the Palestinians their 
"rights." The Soviet Union, unlike Arafat and unlike other extreme ele
ments among the Palestinians, does not talk about the abolition of the 
State of Israel or the replacement of the State of Israel by an Arafat
type state, democratic, secular or whatever. But the Soviets do talk 
about restoring the righ'ts o-f the Palestinians, leaving it purposely vague 
so 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 say, 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 a step-by-ste· 
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basis, ·are trying to 
0

do everything in their power to deter Geneva and in 
·or.d~r to be able to deai with each count.ry 'bilaterally. So how do the 
~ericans resolve their differences with the Soviet Union? The Soviet 
Union gives a kind of nod of its head to the .American approach of step
by-step bilateral .negotiations; the Un'ited States, in return says it is 
prepared to convene the Gene.va Conference as soon as possible. So, there 
is sort of~ gentlemenis agreement; you go ahead and try to see what you 
can do in the ,step-by-step basis, but remember that the Russian ~ear 
is waiting bet.ind .the door with his option of a total so_lution, 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 Mid4ie East 
situation. Now, obviously, where our interests lie is quite clear. Our 
interests lie in achieving a final peace but, a.s Charlotte said, being 
neither pessimistic nor optimistic but realistic, we .recognize that we 

· cannot achieve a final peace at this stage. The reason is s:~mply 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 Dext January 
we would have to discuss the West Bank of Jerqsalem, the Golan H~ights, 
Sharm el-Sheikh, the Palestinians, etc. -- 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 final 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 economic situation the way it is, is this the best moment 
to make a final determination of where the borders of Israel should be, 
what the rights of the Palestinians are, etc., etc. 

Luckily, the Arabs don't present us with this challenge now for their 
own reasons. Therefore, if we are not in a 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 steadfast 
position and insist that unless there is a total and final peace there 
shall ·oe 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, 
waiting for better times to come; or to look for ways and means by which 
we can advance 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 
victim. If the stalemate is inevitable, then let it be a stalemate 
despite every possible effort ,on ·the part of Is_rael to find means and 
ways for negotiating with the Arab states surrounding it; let it be 
clear that the blame for the lack o~ progress is put on tfte other side, 
not on ours. 
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Having said thisf; however, t 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 fali victim to salami tactics in 
which, with every withdrawal that we make, the Arabs will be getting closer 
to their .coveted '67 b0rders 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 demarid in ·exchange for every •military 
move. I do not buy the criticism that the miiitary disengagements .we 
already made were without a political quid 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, dannot sign a peace with Israel until there is a resolution of 
all the other outstanding problems -- Syria, 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 d~tails, but I want to tell· you ·what are the basic concepts of a 
settlement 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 weaker 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 df military security, which among other 
things ineans that' no Egyptians would move into an area evacuated by Israel. 
Ill:A.:Sinai there are great expanses which (some of them) are more important 
for who is not there rather than for who is. So, a proper and controlled 
demilitarization 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 important' not only for the political 
impact it will have if Egypt gets out of the dispute for "X'' number of years 
but also in the event there is war with Syria; if you ask me, I would say 
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the more likely war that may be developing in the Middle East is one 
with Syria. · If there should be w~r with. Syria, the least we can do is 
try to localize it; if ,we deal with only one front, we can deal with it 
effectively, we c.an deal with i~ quickly . . 

I know this raises all sorts of questions, legitimate questions, for 
example, · What guarantee will there be t~at 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 and sincerely 
working to break the deadlock, this is the one front in which there could 
be considerable movement diplomatically, politically and militarily. 
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 government that 
gives up the valleys gives up Northern Israel; a government that give·s 
up the defense of Northern Israel gives up the defense of Israel. So 
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 y~ds 
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 
Israel and subsequently of all Israel. Since the Syrians are not inter
ested in negotiating any partial 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 day and night that there is nothing we can do 
with Syria. By saying 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 th~ 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 Jordan 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_, wp:ic.h is war . 

.. ,On the Jordanian front~ ·ther.e is rio possibility of doing anything now. 

Here I want to speak candidly. I do not believe we missed any "train" 
I • . 

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 

totally 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 ways (and don't ask me to elaborate) with Jordan. 

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 a withdrawal 

by Israel of 10 kilometers -~11 along the Jordan River. That was totally 

unacceptab~e to us ~ecaus~ it would have meant handing over to Hussein the 
very areas that are of such. strategic importance in blocking armies and 

terrorists from inf.iltr~ting into Israel. Nor would it' have given Hµssein 

any population back; there is hardly any population along the Jordan Valley. 

The other suggestion the King had, was for a total Israelj,. withdrawal, 
including Jerusalem.· Any time Israel decides to ·get ort ·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 political 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 Israelis. So what do I .think should be done with regard to the 

-Eastern . F:r:ont ?, Rig~t now, nothing. By this I mean that at this stage we 
must allow for time to lapse so that Arafat and the PLO will be regarded 

-- as · t};ley could very well_. be regarded within a period of six, nine or 

,twelve months-~ by the Palestinians and by _the other Arab countries which 
built Arafat, as someone who can produce slogans but not a single irich of 

territory. The moment Arafat is recognized as a vehicle for PR and for 

slogan-producing but not fur a practicai political settlement, he will 
become 9bsolete 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 some sort 

of a settlement. 

Therefore, our function at this stage is not to keep coming up with new 

solutions with regard to the Palestinians. 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 East 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 a completely 

different situation on the Eastern front if we can come to some sort of 
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arrangement with Sadat on the Sinai. Maybe it is part of the tragedy of 
the Palestinian people that every time there is a cha!\~e for a turning
point in their history, in which negotiations · could take .place ,;,ith 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 was the case with the Pasha over the 
Partition Plan, etc., etc. I don't need to elaborate on this. history. 
I think that in spite of their UN victory and their Rabat victory -- per
haps because of them -- in historical perspective this period will be 
reca.lled 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 
quite sure that when Egypt paid the lip service that it did in Rabat in 
acce~ting 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 e~'1)lore bilateral possibil
ities for advancement. 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 
Pe.lestinians. I supported them in Rabat, I gave them political support 
in the UN, Faisal and I together have: neutralized Hussein for you and 
bought him for $300,000,000 a year, I have done all these thfngs for the 

' Pale·stinian 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 prelimi~ary remarks and answer ques
tions: there is a kind of deadline facing us -- the visit of Breihnev 
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, 
some 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 a 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 me.an for him an end of his Presidency. 
The Soviets took a chance with him once and once again; they might not 
take a chance with him a third ' time, and there are many other Egyptians --
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some of 'them free ·hnd 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 decision to 
choose the Soviet option to .endanger the very continuation of the diplomatic 
process begun by Dr. Kissinger,' to jeopar(l,ize 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 
leave·s. That's if he already had a bite before Brezhnev came, then the 
Soviet ' leader's visit would be used as a platform to launch additional 
political demands. So, a very delicate and sophisticated .diplomatic 
gs.me must be played, in which explorations are undertaken to see whether 
there is a possibility of movemeht 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 diplomatic 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 
diplomatic options, we must see to the strengthening of Israel militarily, 
economically and politically; that means in arms, that -means in money, 
that means in informational activities in the political 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 Jacobson: If there is such a thing as outdoing youself, 
Ambassador Dinitz, you certainly di'd 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 • . 
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Rabbi Arthur Hertzberg: Simcha, .I can only second what Charlotte has said. 

I do w~nt 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 a number 

, of .people know it, because it. floats a.i;-9,utid in various places, it has been 

printed and it is repeated in Foggy Bottom 9y people who sit not too far. 

from the floor . in which the "Senior State Department official" sits, --

the story triat ·. go~s like this: when Rabin was in Washington in September, 

there was an agreement for withdrawal involving Jericho and some real 

estate around it; that the agreement was the card that the Secretary had 

in hand which assured him that ·he was goin'g · to keep Rabat from going for 

Arafat; that the agreement had been acc·epted, more than in principle, by 

the Israeli Government; and th~t the reason it was finaily not acted upon 

was due to Israeli i'nterrial political consideration. 

Now, you gave a quite different version of this report, describing 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 variance 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 some 

of the things you're talking about such as Hasbara, that this gh~t- be 

laid to rest. • 

Herman Edelsberg: You've made a very persuasive statement, Mr. Ambassador, 

about a poliqy 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 maintain the momentum of negotiations; otherwise, 

there ·would be war. At the same time, nearly all of you seem to agree 

that you must do something 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 agency which 

Rabat and the UN say is the representative of the Palestinian people? 

Phil Bau.'Il: Herman has asked my question; if I may just amplify it a 

little bit. The major problem many of us have is in confronting the 

question about the reluctance of Israel to do what seems to everyone 

else to be a 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 al.l 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, 
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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 hew to deal with them. Let me make it emphatically clear 
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 Departmeut ·who are pro
·ducing papers and suggestions daily. First of all, they have the problem 
of getting -their own superiors to accept these proposals 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." Mayoe 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'll tell you something else. Since they were floating this suggestion, 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 Israer Government~ with or without 
reference to internal political difficulties, would have been able to say 
yes or no. But 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 
1_0 kilometers, Hussein said he would offer no poli ticai 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 
Ambassador 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 what the State Dep.artment 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 
tw6 · trains that were going was one 10 kilometers along the Joraan River 
and one straight into Israel through Jerusalem. I know ~he story is circu
lating in Foggy Bottom. I am doi·ng 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, arid . 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 officia.ls and 
maybe in the minds of some Journalists. 

Now the question with regard to the PLO. I don't know what Eban answered; 
I'll 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 
~as lost on the American scene. I say that on the basis of an analysis 
of five or six hundred editorials and television and 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~, 
the Philadelphia Inquirer; the New Orleans Times Picayune, the Cleveland 
Plain Dealer, the. Glob~ 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 a great service. Everybody saw the gun he spoke of. Very few people 
observed the olive branch. And I suggest that we ourselves should not 
question this now. 

When I am asked this question, my answer is 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. Iri 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. In the afternoon, when a fuller text was 
available, CBS said, "Israel wants to use the PLO as an instrument to 
destroy Jordan." You see; neither of these interpretations does us any 
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 prepared to negotiate with the 
PLO on condition that," Israel can 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. Abr~ Marks: • I was -a bit d~sturbed by the appearance of°"Ainbassador 
Dini tz '. s • political gamemanship if not brinksmanship. I r.eaily think 
his .approach ·is far too sophisticated for the man in the :3treet to under-
stand; and I wonder if we're going to be able to put it oyer 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. Ther~ are some who say there is no ~lternative. ·Last year, 
before rom Kippur, we were sitting a~ound in .our drawing rooms thinking 
Israel was strong ~n4 powerfu~. • We'd been told for ·'years that Israel could. 
resist any Arab attack. And then loqk at what happened. Three thousand 
Israeli boys were killed and 20 , 000 Arab boys, that's what happened. And 
here we are, it seems, playing the brinksmanship game with Israel armed 
to the teeth, still capabl~ (we are told) of dealing with anything thrown 
at her. 

Ainbassador Dinitz spoke of Sadat's wanting to keep his office and the 
danger of getting too close to the Russians. I suggest that Sadat will also 
have to take into account the price o~ 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 ~ith Syria. We must, 
apparently, _ continue to pretend to negotiate because if you give up the 
Golan, then y9u give up the Huleh and if you give up the Huleh, you give 

• up Northern Israel anq. _if you give up NorthE;?rn 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 back to the people we have to 
meet? Their doubts, their questions a.re ·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 question 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 aiternative 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 qu.estion in terms of our answers with 
regard to the PLO? That's one Question 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
ti~ns Egypt, .Syria, Jordari and the 1'10· -- 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 tne United Nations has been tremendously friendly to us. 
However, -in this morning's edition, there appears an editorial severely 
criticizing the 'Statement made yesterday or the day before by President 
Katzir in connection with Israel's capabilities of producing nuclear 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, raised in part by Mr. Marks. What I'm really 
concerned about, what I think he's coreerned ·about, is the fact that 
while it's all well enough for us to sit around a room and discuss the 
possibilities reasonably and dispassionately, and understand the problems 
we face, we have to go back and interpret the situation to our communities. 
I can speak only about the Canadian community -- and, perhaps about only 
certain parts of that -- but I think it's fair to say that no matter 
how strong Canadian Government support has been of Israel, all it takes 
is one abstention to give a large percentage of the Canadian people , 
the Canadian 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 I s what ~.r. Marks was trying to ask and that'· s what I'm trying to 
ask. · How do we go back to our conmunities 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 a.re we going to be 
able to get across to our communities the fact that we have to start 
being more logical 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 foreigner here, I have one 
remark and one 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 whom one didn't want to talk. I don't agree with the idea 
which is at the back of it, but a good answer to that question would, 
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-~----------------------------------------

certainly be ver-y useful. The second point 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: t have :been very 
struck, during the days that I have spent in America, by the low morale 
of the Jewish public. On this point, I would like to hear from the 
Ambassador some advi~e as to how we can bring here a part of ~pe morale 
one '' finds in Israel. • l 

Alderman Michael M. Fidler: Quite frankly, . I was far more encouraged by 
what Mr. Dinitz said -today than Mr. Eban's response the other day. In my 
v:tew, ·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 vote 
against both resolutions in the United Nations, and, alas, having failed, 
because they abstained on recognition of the PLO, and voted against the PLO 
only on -the other. So I'm conscious of the difficulty. Nevertheless, in 
my view, if' there's · any suggestion by the Israeli Government that t ·here 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 PLO as a liberation movement. Do they represent anybody? 
I would like to say to Mr. Dinitz that I hope that Israel will be adamant. 

Now, to ask you a couple of questions. Taking long-term strategies, if it's 
accepted that it's an American interest never to see Israel vanish, and 
if it's accepted that it's a USSR interest, for entirely different reasons, 
never to see Israel vanish 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 
handsomely 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, then isn1 t i :::; a fact that 
intransigence will in the long run pay off just as hands·omely or- as well as 
compliance at this stage? 

The other question I want to raise 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-cle.ar 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 soluti<"n to the-problem, tnose Afabs who see no future for 
themselves within the State of Isra.e.l ·sho.tu:d be , assisted to their future 
·peaceful· development inside Arab countries·, absorbing them _in the same 
-way that Jews were absorbed in Israel. 

Dr.· Gerhart Riegner: I want to come back to the ,analysis about America 
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 _t~er~ c_ann~t . },e w;thout a 
step=-by-step solution, the Soviet Union? Didn't we ·tJee that in the 

-Syrian case? Wasn't Dr. Kissinger blocke·d by the Russians in the step
by-step negotiation with Syria until ·the Russians gave it the go-ahead? 
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? 

Ambas·sador Dinitz: I am reminded of the story Golda once told me about 
the man who refused to pay the 50¢ ·ad.mission 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 relate my answer also to 
Mr. Harris' question. I am very much afraid of certain expressions, 
Mr. Marks, one of them being "the man in the street." When we talk about 
"the man in the street," first of all we don't talk abou.t burselveS' 

• because none of us will ad.mi t that he.' s "the man in the street." • ··So I 
want to make ~n- 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 .dif·ficulty with those who 
purport to believe what ''the man in the street 11. feeli3 ' or knows . or under
stands. I.f you think, w.ith 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 man in the street" what your question really 
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· realities. I started 
'my :remarks by saying that the art of a politics:l negotiation is to adjust 
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Yourself to circumstances. Obviously, you have to do this to the best of 
your ability without compromis_ing you:r Principle or t-he 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 policies 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 s·aw 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 i"s a 
necessity that both these approaches will be nia.de simultaneously. With all 
due respect, I do not find "the man in the· str·eet" not comprehending. 
In fact, I will go even further, I will say, and I agree with you colnpletely 
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 ~o so with regard to my o'W?l 
chil~en who might have to fight another war. They have to be convinced 
that ve have done everything in o'Ui' 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 a surprise. That is why Ye 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 financing from the United States· that we 
need to remain strong. On the ·other hand, if we only pursue the diplomatic 
approach without, ·at the same;•~ime, doing everying in our po't-rer 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 ~ere working in thei~ ·favpr 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 
Ca_iro . and 25 miles from Damascus. That was the reason they agreed to 
negotj.'ate 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 
I advocate -- in fact, they a.re 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,Isra.el 
will .not negotiate "1th the P~lestinians. ·r haven't said any of these 
things. On the contrary,! said Israel !111 negotiate with Egypt,Israel will 
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negotiate with Syria, Israel will negotiate with Jordan and, in the frame
work of negotiating with Jord~, If3ra_e1Twill nE:g!?tiate with, the Palestin
ians. I have just tried in· :t_his meeting -betwee~ us to :t;e;J.} you the 
realities of each negotiation, ythY::,;it is so difficult .to negotiate with 
Syria,.; why it is impossible, now, to negotiate with .Jordan; . \,hy it is, 
I believe, possible now to negotiat.e with Egypt . . By_ th:i,S,:. ~-'tpink I put 
a· posi.tive stamp rather than a negative one on every'"orie of· the issµ_es 
that trouble you and all of us. One of the reasons. I b~lieve we ·s~ould 
stretch ourselves to come to an· agreement with .Egypt, if it is at ail pos
sible, is in order not t.o be blamed for · freezing ... the situation .. but rather 
using everything in our power and every bit of '1~ag.ination t ·o break· ;the 
deadlock so that if war does, nevertheless·; bre.ak out it would not be of 
our making, so that we know and the United, States knows and the world 
knows what ·we hav_e done. I separate them not because the United States 
is outside of . the world but because the. United States is . in a·. diffe;rent 
set of circumstances by which to judge the situation from the, one 
Europe is in. All should be convinced that we .h'a.v~ ~one ·everything .in 
our 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 ·.simpl·e t;tnd very Gompre
hensible.. I, at least~ have _not found that this- creates .. confusion, . 
either for · leadershi_p • O:t"· for .'.',the man of _the strJet,.:"1

'.. . • . • . • . • . 

. . ; . :: ~ , 

Mr. Schenker asked abol,lt •t-h,~ .Palestinians and the PLO. We definitely do 
distinguish between the ._t-w.o. '· We don't say that we will not negotiate 
with the Palestinians; . we: _- hay:e never s,aid . this ... We say we won ',t • ·negotiate 
with ·the PLO. You have :asked _whether _ever.ything was done .during the years 
to encourage, --to .p~omot;~ and to foster .local leadership in the West Bank 
as an alternative _. to Ara.fat. "Everything" :i,s another phrase that I'm 
e.fraid of. · I .. dd • .-n9.t believe we can •. do e:veryt_hing qn al'.\Y .-subject_, but I 
believe that the :p9.licy of open .bridges~ _-th~ · policy of . (as it's so:I11etimes 
called by. non"'.'Jf;!WS) the "benevolent occupation,'.' the pol:i,cy of .retaining 
the local regimes and school syste~ and strepgthening_the ecqnomy were, 

._. all of them-, -.encouraging for the development of i~ch leadership. ·'·There 
were attempts to do this. Whether everything was done, I will not go out 
on a 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 beep allowed greater freedom qf organization 
t~ey: would have turned to Arafat anyway. I cannot prove it. ' I dqµbt 
vrhether- you can. I don't want to enter into -~his argument; it 1s· __ a 
quest ton : really for the historians. But · the .,fact of the matter is that 
if . .we , still have hope .for a Palestinian repre_s;entation. of some sort, 
Jordani~ · or_ indigenous West Bank, to develop ·for us to do business with, 
the prerequisite must be total, absol~te 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 mess~ge will b_e ·the· Palestinians 
who li:ve ·on the )lest Bank. It was not the appearance of Arafat in the 
United Nations o_r the decisions of Rabat . but the specta'cie of 
1OO . natip~s g~ttipg up and applauding him·that caused the . riots in the 

. . ·.,. :{. 

., ; 
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democr~cy that .exists there . . He can do a fine job in Saudi A~abia, in 

Jordan and in Yemen and in Syria and even in Egypt -- none of them have 

reached the epitome of secular democracy he is so concerned about. With 

regara to being a mi.norfty under Arafat~ ·there are plenty of reasons why 

it w9uld not be my favorite chqice. This~ I think, also goes to the 

second question 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 despair. 

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 -- God forbid, 

it is 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 and harmony. Harmony, 

I think, is what we need, each in his own way and his own thinking, 

leading to the . same goal which is one for all of us. 

Mr. Fidler offered partly a statement, which I do not contest, and partly 

a question. I've already responded to the question that flowed from 

Mr . . Fidler's remark about how dangerous the "if's and the but's"are, but 

I also said in respon~e 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 England 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 Cabinet 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 ·, lessen tne pressure of 

Arab .oil or advance towards · self-s~fficiency. In America this is 

definitely an attainable goal even by conservation alone ; and in Europe 

it will eventually become an attainable goal. To that exten; you will 

see the ideology ch~nging with it. 

With regard to Mr. Fidler's point about the exchange of population, we 

say this time and· again and, of course, there is a basic truth in it and, 

of course, it i~ something that must be _repeated. I mean the whole · 

history. of the P·alestinian question, not only the exchange of population 

but what motivated 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 ~he 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 about 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.S. also knows that 
peace in the Middle East_ makes the role of the Soviet Union weaker. 

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 Israel; this is a safe premise to make under any 
administration. The follow-up is that the United States' interest is in 
a etrong 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 soldiers to fight for Israel's survival. We 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 Russians 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 9ut also not to have a single American 
soldier fight for our liberty and survival, ~ecause that will be the 
day in which we will be in danger 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 against the Jewish lobby 
whether it exists or not. But if 'you want to make Israel strong enough 
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 thihk there is a definite link here 
betw,een .American step-by-step diplomacy and the need for a strong Israel. 
If there is a weak Israel, America cannot 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 Congre~s, 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 not 
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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 
economy of the United States~· 

Judge Maisels asked me, why do I exclude the possibility of another Munich. 
I wish I could say 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 wi'th in pieces. If I read histor;y 
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. So I do not see a 
new Munich, but that does not mean that we should lower our guard for one 
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. " 
Still, Idon'·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 whicr. 
you're quite familiar. Do you regard the BREIRA 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? 

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 significant 
He spoke in that sentence about the inevitability of a Palestinian State. 
We know of Israel's opposition to such a state in the hands ·or the PLO. 
Does Israel's opposition to su~h a state continue if it were to be created 
by a more moderate group? 

Mr. Jacques Torczyner: Mr. Ambassador, we have now a new export commodity 
from Israel in the Unite~ ptates: ex-Ministers who travel around the 
country and make statements. Mrs. Shulamit 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 what 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 Sinai. 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 beC8<USe he may survive and the 
PLO may not survive? 

In reference to the United Nations: I saw, to my great surprise, that 
many countries which abstained on Israel suddenly voted with America on 
Cambodia. Why? Because 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. 
0n 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 p~oblem. 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 so much time with us and so eloquently 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 I have something professionally to do with it. There are agencies 
in this room 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 
rerresentatives 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 c9m
munity relations. 

My question is this: After the 1 67 war .the position of Israel w~s that 
time was on you:r 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 question of timing. Now, you can
not use the very same reasoning to assert now, a.:fter the Yom Kippur War, 
that time is again on your side. Now the q_uesticn 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. George Gruen: What about the idea that giving arms to Israel somehow 
depletes the American arsenai? Is it not possible now ·that there is such 
a recession that Chrysler_ and General Motors should put their employees to 
work producing tanks inptead of cars they can't sell. Shouldn't we promot 
the idea that maybe· n·ow is ·the time to build up both the American and the 
Israeli armies? The otper question {Mr. Minkoff raised it in part) deals 
with time. Should not Israel now come up with a package plan for a glcbal 
settlement rather than permit her position to deteriorate as time goes on? 
And finally, do you h~ve any kind of hopes or anticipations that it will 
b_e 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 to make 
sue~ oil available as ·a kind of political quid pro quo to show ·good ·faith? 

Charlotte Jacobson:· Well, like a good chairman, I've let myself wait to 
the last. I find there is quite a di'fference 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 fact 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 want Israel brought back to the 
1 67 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 t~ 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 t~e Arab world. Sadat is not Nasser, I don't even think he 
~as the same ambitions as Nasser. The Arab 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 Government, they've always started from the 
premise that without Egypt in an agreement, there's no point in taking 
steps towa~d.disengagement and peace. Personally I feel ttat this is out 
of step with today's reality of the Egyptian 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 Israel 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 making 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 strong feeling 
(coming back a bit to what Dr. Riegner said) that at some point the UniteG 
States and the Soviet Union will come ·to an agreement and in effect impoE 
a settlement. I just wonder if you have any sense of concern about this. 
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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 people. The Unit,ed 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 aid 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 _deepiy I appre
ciated what he said and how he said it but I would like to end ·this dis
cussion by urging him to take the desperation of the Jewish people serious
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 ~omes 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? '' Some witty observer said Israel lost the 
Yem Kippur War because she was not permitted· to :win it and the Arabs 
won the war because they were riot · permitted to 19·se it. To me, that is 
not merely a witty; remark but a recogni'tion' of the fact that Israel is 
no longer an independent, sovereign country. A country that is totally 
isolated politic~lly, as we· have seen, and dependent upon one country -
to wi½ , 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 a man who happens to 
serve as the President of the Uni ted States, Mr. Ford, which I found to 
reflect some change in the American attitude toward Israel in talking 
about other. things. There was the Pentagon statement that, after all, 
if the Pentagon delivers certain arms to Israel the U.S. will be deprived 
of self-protection. The basic question is this: Is war . possible? That 
is , will it be permitted to happen? More importantly, what is the politi
cal efficacy of an Israeli victory? What is the political 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 victory ; 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? 

Simcha Dinitz: Dr. Kahn asked me a simple question -- 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 opinionsnand 
express them. If you ask me whether I agree with it or if I think that 
it fortifies our position, my answer 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 i.n a univer• 
sity over an academic problem and being engaged in a political battle 
which you have to fight every day 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 wro_ng 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 
battie in 1948, then three million Jews in Israel and millions of Jews all 
over the world ' will ~n t}:le 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 
question is, that at a time like this, when we have to mobilize every 
single resource and intellect and bit of know-how and effort in order to 
keep our heads above 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 academia, 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 a11times and under all circumstances to use 
the rights you have: 

Richard Cohen has asked me a legitimate question 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 speech in which the ·remark was 
deleted. I am quite capable 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 a.~d Jordan because I believe such an entity will be economically 
not viable, historically not justifiable, politically frustrated and _ 
militarily bent on destroying both Israel and Jordan. Therefore,. I do 
not believe thet we can solve the question of Palestine by creating the 
embryo of another war. I am not for the solution of the question of 
Palestine by the dissolution of Israel, and that is bound to lead to it. 

• This may also explain 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 ODB or some other 

• organization that wants to establish an independent Palestinian State. 
between Israel and Jordan it will still be a great danger to Israel. 

Isaiah~ you of all people should know that I don't disregard PR; in fact, 
for a long time, I made a living, as meager as it was, out of being the 
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Minister of Information. But ~hat I want is for the PR to get our polit
ical ideas across, nqt to have our ideas arranged according to PR. 
Fortunately, ·we are not at the stage where we hav.e to deal 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 -a 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· o~ 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 
bot1L 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 Sharp'.s idea; it was an idea of one 
speech writer that was negated by another speech writer. 

Then there is the question 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 difficult to explain Aloni; I don't find it difficult to explain Allon. 
And the difference is, not only a "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 PLO, 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 legitimate question and should be ad.dressed 
to these organizations. But if she says what you report her as saying, 
not only doesn't she represent the opinion of the Government, she doesn't 
represent the opinion of the overwhelming majority of the people of Israel 
and also,I believe, of the Jewish people. May I suggest that you discuss 
Shulamit Aloni with Mrs. Aloni. 

The second question 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 that 
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 can go back 
to the records of six a.11d seven years ago, from immediately after the 
1 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 ca..11 use time, I don't mean use time 
by inactivity. I was outlining what I think is possible, what is feasible, 
what is desirable and what is probable that can be done. By no means 
did I 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 '76 than in '74 and in '78 possibly better than '76 
for reasons of both a political and an economic nature, particularly in 
regard to the state 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. Gruen, it is not a qµestion 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 oean, Isaiah, that we are not making 
our total position very clear to all interested governments and especially 
to the United States, which is involved in the practical step-by-step 
movement. I want you to understand what I am saying because this touches 
on Charlotte's question. Obviously, this 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 finality of it will 
be. Now, there are various ways of discussing it. There is the public 
way of saying we want an Israel 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 p~t 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 negotiation. It will become a subj ect for 
editorials. Now if we had to finally make peace with the Ne1r ~ork Times 
or with the Washington Post, it would be fine. The New York '.:"'imes would 
write a counter editorial and I would write a letter to the e1.~tor and 
finally Abe Rosenthal and I would agree. But if we are dealing here with 
a document that's supposed to be negotiated with the Arabs, then just as 
it is important that the United States has a clear idea of wha.t we have 
in mind, so it is important that this would not be adjudicatecl in t he 
court of public opinion prematurely. I can assure you with regard to the 
first that the U.S. does have in mind exactly what 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 States. I want to 
tell you that 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 totally 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 

,before 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 quoted 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 about 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 satd, 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 fro~ 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 an adequate political return which must also take 

i .nto account the element of time. That is w:tiat I said and by this I 

don't want to comment on any 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. Obvtously, 

I see it as one of the possibilities that can 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 do 'I exclude this 

possibility. And I want 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 st.rang options with regard to the West 

Bank. In practical terms, in k~eping the bri.dges open, in continuing to 

pay the salaries of the vario_us 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 mandate will be returned to him again or that he will take it 

without having 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 e-ither working for or 

against, and I will tell you why. You did hear me say several times that 

time does not have an intrinsic value s.s such; it's a framework. It all 
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. fact, he said this not only to me but also 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 view. To· give you only one 

figure: If the United States produced 250-,tanks 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 again 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 

Israel's pushing for strong supplies of conventional :w'eapons. 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 

Ameri~an public knows it." He has indicated that he will 'find an oppor

tunity to bring this to the attention of the American public. I think 

it is very important that Americans hear it from the Secretary of Defense 

of the Unfted 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 also related this to a grou~ 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 about our access to Sinai oil. I've already assured 

Mr. Torczyner that I have not proposed to sell our •oil in this negotiation 

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 somebody talks about the availability of oil 

to Israel, that is obviously a cardinal question in our •mind. Not only 

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 partially 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 basically 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 ·discreparicy 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. Nor can I 
sit here and predict that the United States and the Sov_iet Union will never 

· agree on a formula. P.nd 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 answer is tha~ for 
peace to be permanent and to be achieved there wil.l, 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 4emands, 
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 
is an agreement between the United States and the Soviet Union, in my 
opinion, the Soviet Union will have to considerabiy 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 a 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 s·till 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 importa.'1t 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 
consideration, 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 whole Arab League either). 
Then you asked . about the report that as part of the disengagement agreement, 
Israel 1 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 1 t know 
about. First of all, with all due respect to my Foreign Minister, Mr. 
Allon, I said exactly these words in the National 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, 
so 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 
say to us that they have not given the Arabs commitment that Israel will 
return to the 1 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 necessary to keep -the motion going. Sometimes 8.1Jlbiguity 
is misleading because the other side can interpret the .commitment of the 
United States f~r 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 a clear and 
strong and forthright statement. 

The last question Charlotte asked was with regard to Syria and whether 
we should object to U.S. 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. If 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 Israel, is it going to a Syria from which we can expect 
freedom of Jewish emigration, etc., etc." 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. 

-35-



I can assure Dr. Prinz, with all the honesty and sincerity that has 
always marked 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 underestim~te thi~ 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 difference. 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 
ahead. I do not believe there is a greater task in Jewish life toqay 
than the preservation and the strength of the Jewish State of Israel. I 
am also mindful of the fact that 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 .. mu.ch 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 priv~tely 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 people of 
Israel? Thank you very much. 

Charlotte Jacobson: Simcha, this was really an intellectual treat and 
I must say I'm sure everybody agrees it was worth the trip from all parts 
of the world to be with you today. We want to express our affection, 
our pride in wh~t 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 a recess for twenty minutes and prepare for our next guest, 
Mr. Roy Atherton. 
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7c 
April 23, 1970 

TO: Members of the Anti Boycott Committee 

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 boycott. Luncheon will be 

served. 

Please notify our offi ce of your attendance in order 

that we can prepare for the luncheon which will be 

served. 

.. 
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FROM: 

January 2, 1970 

Executive-Directors of organizations 
associated with the Presidents Conference 

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 
tHddle-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. 
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• arch 18, 1970 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 

Julian Feldman 

Al Vorspan 

Thanks for your very hel fut report covering th Areb Boycott 
C romittee. t appreciate your cover n thi• et:ing £of and 
inf or 1ng , a thor ghly, of iC. w rk. 

Ae 1 told you e often •• and th repetition of my et te,, nt is 
your f-ult for doing so well•• it'• a delight to have you on 
ur eta ff. 



Honorable Hubert fl. Humphrey 
United States Senate 
Washington• n.c. 20510 

Dear Senator Humphrey: 

December 23, 1977 

In recognition of your unti~ing efforts on behalf of the 
closer U.$. - Israel ties for so many years, the Conprence 
of Presidents of Major American Organizations i-10uld like to 
express its gratitude. 

As you tn4y know, the Conference repre nts 33 major Americ n 
Jewish Organizations-• almost the totality of the organ~ 
ieed American Jewish community -- on issues relating to 
Israel. We would leave me~ of presentation entirely to 
your convenience, and we are prepar d to boat a suitable 
large public event r a small private present tion t the 
location of your choice. • 

Plea e let qs ~no q if you will give u the opportunity to 
express ur deepest thanks. 

With warm t1ishe&, I t.u:n 

AMS:djb 

Sincerely., 

Alexander M. Schindler 
President 
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AMERICAN IS RAEL PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
444 NORTH CAPITOL STREET, N.W., SUITE 412 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001 
Telephone (202) 638-2256 

December 21, 1977 

Alex: es'/· bO fVev fl '-f/kf 
t-1 · ~ D.C_ '2?:o~7 

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. Pl ease let me know 
what you wi ll be doing. 

Morrie 

With the compliments of 

MORRIS J. AMITAY 
Executive Director 



SUGGESTED DRAFT TO 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.S.-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 
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