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I MEfV10RANDDM I 
From Albert Vorpsan 'Date 5/17 /78 

To Regional Di rectors 
--- . -. 

Copies 

Subject Post-Mortem on the Carter Ar.ms Package 

,ln~N 
nn;ir';t 

no,i:1110 
:,:,-,7.)Nj 

You will be getting more detailed analysis on the Senate debate and the vote and 
its implications, but without further delay I wanted to share with you these pre-
1 i mi nary thoughts : 

1) Many of you did extraordinary jobs on very short notice in reaching key 
people . Even though many of the Senators were already fixed in cement, committed 
to the Administration and not amenable to persuasion, I felt that our Washington 
office, our regional director$ and of course, Schindler himself made very substan
tial inputs in bullaing s-tr-ong opposition to this dangerous package . vJe are 
most grateful to yo~ {or dropping other things to plunge into this . 

2) It is imperative that those Senators who withstood the extraordinary heat 
put on by the Admi ni strati on and its friends now get letters and telephone calls 
of appreciation . They took ' plenty of pressure and must hear that we are gratefu l 
and aware . 

3) Some Adrni ni strati on spokesperson and media mayvi ns are pronouncing that 
the "back of the Jewish lobby was broken" in this vote . Bullshit. This was a 
defeat--indeed, the first serious defeat Israel ever suffered in the Congress--but 
it is not the calamity in terms of pro-Israel sentiment and influence in the U.S. 
that is being portrayed. Most of the Senators \vho voted with the ,l\dministration 
(Muriel Humphrey, Ed Muskie, etc.) are deeply committed to Israel and will continue 
to be, despite this painful vote which the Administration chose to inflict on them. 
The Administration played hard-ball on this one, making their Panama Canal pressure 
look like a Sunday school. 

Moreover, I believe that if Israel had rejected the entire package at the 
very beginning (including planes for Israel) , we 1-wuld have had a good chance of 
disapproval in both houses .. Conflicting signals until two days before the vote 
bewildered and irritated many Senators and squandered public opinion . 

4) The Administration is calling around and trying to p)acate Jewish leadership. 
Alex and other leaders have said the most meaningful reassurance would be pressure 
by the Administration on Sadat to get the negotiations going again for a genuine 
settlement . That should be our approach to the media , our people, etc . 

5) We have a right to criticize the Carter Administration for this ill-con
ceived and dan~erous precedent, but let's not fall into the trap of hysterical charges 
and ov~~-:-heated rhetoric . Attached is Alex's op-ed article which appeared in the 
New York Times, days before the vote, placing Carter into balanced perspective . 
We're reprinting that in current Reform Judaism as well . Let's not fall into the 
partisan trap either, because the Republicans actually bailed Carter out (26 Repub
licans with him, 11 opposed) while a majority of Democrats voted against the 
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Administration (33 to 28). 

6) David Saperstein will besending you some Dr the fascinating tidbits of the debate, as well as the behind-the-scenes scenarios, as soon----Bs he can do it. He and his people did a marvelous job on the Hill. -. 

7) A condemnation of the arms package will undoubtedly be made by the UAHC Board as part of the resolution it will consider on June 14. What else the resolution will say will be determined by a small committee drawn from the Commission on Social Action, ARZA, Israel Commission, and UAHC Board. 

8) We should exploit this emotional and dramatic turn of~events (the 11 wate rshed of Jewish influence" the pundits are talking about, it isn't, but crucial it is) to maximize support for the dinner honoring Schindler in New York. A good time for Jewish soli~arity. 

Bestest. 

. . 



REFORM JEWISH APPEAL 

Prime Minister Menachem Begin's 
visit to the United States has taken 
place in an atmosphere marred-if one 
reads the /newspapers regularly-by 
roillng dissension in the American 
Jewish community, and by a deep rift 
between that community and the Car
ter Administration. That image is a 
distortion, damaging to all, a danger
ous. diversion from the more serious, 
substantive issues that need to be 
faced in the Middle East. 

A disagreement on issues does ob
tain, and since these issues are vital 
to our lives as Jews, our views are 
given passionate voice and thus evoke 
more than a detached response. But 
internal disagreement on specifics does 
not signify that our center cannot, will 
not hold. And a divergence from this 
or that governmental policy does not 
mean that there is an irrevocable 
breach between the Administration and 
America's Jews. 

There is a need to restore the bal
ance. When perceptions are distorted, 
no fruitful 11ialogue is possible. Then 
reason is subjugated to feeling, tem
pers flare, and soon the image takes 
on aspects of reality. 

What is the truer, more balanced 
pkture? 

First, the Administration's motiva
tions are above reproach and question. 
My dealings with our country's fore
most leaders have assured me of their 
care, their determination to reach a 
fair Middle East settlement, to secure 
Israel's right to live in safety and in 
peace. Those who read overtones of 
anti-Semitism or hostility to Israel into 
divergences on policy commit a blun
der and a wrong. In fact, no responsi
ble Jewish leader has ever impugned 
the motivations of our Government's 
principal representatives. 

We did and do have poli?Y differ-

THE NEW YORK TIMES, MONDAY, MAY 8, 197~ 

The Jews and Carter 
By Alexander M. Schindler 

no reason for doleful plaint. We have 
said so. Did anybody listen? Mr. Car
ter's advocacy of human rights encour
aged Jewish as well as non-Jewish dis
sidents in the Soviet Union. His out
spoken support of Anatoly Shcharan
sky was courageous and timely. 

His personal Intervention rescued 
victims of Argentinian repression. He 
lifted immigration quotas so that Jews 
fleeing oppression from the Soviet 
Union might find their refuge here, 

ability to fulfill these wider expecta
tions are also a significant factor in 
determining the Jewish community's 
assessment of its incumbency. 

This, then, is the more balanced per
spective of our response to the Carter 
Administration. Difference on issues 
clearly obtain. They are marked, 
consequential, even profound. But they 
involve means, not ends-and so there 
is no final rupture. So long as these 
differences persist, we intend to give 
them unfettered voice. Given the com
munality of vision, there is not reason 
why they cannot be resolved. 

Alexander M. Schindler, a rabbi, is 
chairman of the Conference of Presi
dents of 'Major American Jewish Or
ganizations. 

ences with the Administration. We 
were apprehensive about the Geneva 
scenario as it evolved last fall. We 
were appalled by the joint Soviet-Unit
ed States declaration of Oct. 1, 1977. 
We were pained by the President's 
abortive efforts to cosmetize the 
Palestine Liberation Organization. We 
are unhappy with the arms package 
before Congress, because it endangers 
Israel and interjects a destabilizing 
factor in the midst of delicate negoti
ations. 

We are particularly offended by the 
linkage of th.is arms offer, which 
makes the sale of jets to Israel con
tingent on jet sales to Egypt and Saudi 
Arabia, for we see it as a not-so-subtle 
form of pressure, even when we were 
promised, beforelthe election and since, 
that neither arms nor economic aid 
would ever be used by our Govern
ment as a means·to lean on Israel. 

even as his appointed staff played a ·----.,...----------
crucial role in rescuing not a few 

,t\11 the same there are aspects ot 
the Administration's Middle East poli
cy that we applaud. We appreciate 
President Carter's insistence that a 
meaningful peace is a requisite for any 
concession on Israel's part. We en
dorse his decision to abandon the 
Geneva formula and to give the bilat
eral peacemaking effort of Egypt and 
Israel every chance and assistance for 
success. Nor will we ever forget that 
America remains the only country that 
grants generous, life-sustaining aid to 
Israel. 

Related issues compel our com
munity's concern and here we have 

young women from tbe tiny, belea-
guered Jewish community of Syria. 

Nor are American Jews parochial 
in their concern. The media's efforts 
to portray us as a single-issue constit
uency-by their disdainful indifference 
to anything we have to say on matters 
other than Israel or Soviet Jews-are 
grossly misleading. 

The ethical mandates flowing from 
our tradition as wen as our bitter ex
periences as a people have sensitized 
us to the needs of all who are op
pressed. And so we respond to the 
President's call for more jobs, urban 
rescue, a national health-care system, 
and foa- the protection of consumer, 
minority and women's rights. Similar
ly, we support his efforts to conserve 
and develop energy, to gain Senate 
ratification of the genocide conven
tion, and to bring to an end at Jong 
last that insane nuclear arms race that 
threatens to annihilate us all. 

The Administration's willingness and 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 11, 1976 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

The President has asked me to thank you for your telegram 
expressing concern over ths sale of cer_tain military equipment 
to Saudi Arabia. 

The President wishes to assure you that he fully shares your 
concern that Israel's security not be jeopardized and that his 
own long- standing commitment to this fundamental principle of 
U.S. foreign policy will not change. We are committed to the 
security and integrity of the State of Isra~l. 

The decision to sell a limited amount of military equipment of 
various kinds to help Saudi Arabia meet its defense needs was 
made on the basis of a carefully considered judgment that it 
would not constitute a threat to Israel's clear military superiority. 
That judgment included a careful analysis of the regional military 
balance and of Saudi Arabia's military capabilities. 

The five brigades of the Saudi Army which the U.S. is helping to 
train and equip are responsible for the defense of an area as large 
as Cle United States east of the Mississippi River, an area with 
long land and sea borders and which contains over one quarter of 
the total Free World oil reserves. For such a small force to be 
able to protect so large an area against the much larger and more 
powerful Soviet-equipped air and ground forces of potentially 
hostile neighbors such as Iraq and South Yemen requires both 
air-to-air and air-to-ground missiles for the F-5 aircraft in the 

Saudi inventory. 

The number of Sidewinder and Maverick missiles needed for the 
Saudi armed forces was determined by a U.S. military survey. 
This survey reduced the number of Sidewinders originally requested 
by Saudi Arabia. In consultation with certain Members of Congress, 
the number of Mavericks and Sidewinders proposed for sale at this 
time was further reduced, to less_ than half of the original number. -
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The total number of air-to-air and air-to-ground missiles which 
will be available to Saudi Arabia when the presently-proposed 
orders are eventually delivered will help strengthen its defense 
posture but will not appreciably increase its limited capability 
for ope rations outside its own borders. 

I can readily appreciate your concern and I am pleased to share 
with you our· thoughts on the matter. 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Chairman 

Sincerely, 

~d 
Brent Scowcroft 

Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations 
515 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 

" 



r. Ro rt Jacobs 
1180 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, N. Y. 10036 

ar r. Jaco s: 

a.ptember l, 1976 

I am taking the liberty o to your Auaust 27 
letter to r. ,:w.wCj.auciL1,WI •o1.1.u;t# Yo w r ind etll=>Wi:n to 
aha.re a copy with • I IIUCJi appnclate your expression 
of coucern and would lilce to let you know what we have 
done ao far ln agar4 tote aubject of your letter. 

/ ince th 11e'W■ broke laat FrLday, I have been on the 
phou. coutantly • th with leac14tn of the Adlaini tration 
as well u leader of Congreaa, friend and foe alike, to 
voice my dismay to ind cate our intention to press for 
a reeolutioa of thi app n l.s uld Secretai:y of tate. 
Kiss r's letter • ttad to Co ess aa heralded n 
the press. 

e eral re ideat o our constituent organiza
like contact and y id. 

3/ I as in cont c, day n t, ith the eaders of 
AIPAC, our principle ne otf.at r af ecttng legislative lllet .. 
ters. 

4/ Until late 1 t night we et that an accepta 1 co .. 
pro:dee had been affected but the efforts were aborted at 
the la.at minute. ln consequence, this rn.1 I u tte.d 
a recommel?dation to a meetiqg of the Presidents' COnfere ce. 
and there may have to 'be a special emergency meeting called 
before Tuesday to determine whether or not a so utien oE 
dismay should actually be entered. It is quite possible 
that a satisfactory amendment will be adopted y he Adt4,nis
trat1on. If it is not we will proceed with fuller force. 

All that I am really trying to say is that just becaU8e 
nothinti appears in the press iC does uot mean that there ia 
no activity. e have and will be preaaing on thls •tter 
and will make it public when the time is ripe and when the 
wtdest public reaction is needed. This b a most powerful 
weapon which cannot be applied every day and on evei:y issue 
lest it lost its effectiveness. 



Mr. Robert Jacobs 
September 1. 1976 
Page -2-

Again, I express my deep appreciation for your expression 
of concern. 

With kindest greetings, I am 

cc: Mr. Herman Rosenbaum 
Mr. Yehuda Bellman 

Sincerely, 

Alexander I . Schindler 

\ 
\ 



KANAREK AND JACOBS 

ACCOUNTANTS ANO AUDITORS 

1180 AVENUE OF THE AMERICAS 

NEW YORK. N. Y. 10036 

212-57!5-0090 

IRVING H. KANAREK. C.P.A. 

ROBERT JACOBS ... uaLIC ACCOUNTANT 

SEYMOUR KAYE 

Mr. Herman Rosenbaum 
President 
National Council of Young 
J West 16th Street 
New York, New York 10011 

Dear Mr. Rosenbaum: 

August 27, 1976 

Israel 

I am absolutely amazed at the silence of our organization in

cluding the President's Conference on the proposed missle sales to 

Sadia Arabia. We should be organizing riots in the streets if 

necessary to try t.o stop this. What are we doing? 

Once again I would like to lmow your ideas on this subject. 

cc; Rabbi Schlinder 
President's Conference 
515 Park Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10017 

f. 

CERI'IFIED 

Very truly yours, 

Robert Jacobs 



Senator Edward M. Kennedy 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Kennedy; 

April 28, 1976 

Man}' thanks for your letter of AJril rs in reaponae to my 
communication on the sale of aircraft to Egyp.t 

1 1 am grateful to you for tcl,king the time to hare your 
tn.ews with me and assure you l will, i turn, ehare them 
'with ur constituency. 

With kindest greetings and every good wis, I am 

Sincerely, 

bbi lexander :. Schindler 
Chairman 



~ 
EDWARD M. KENNEDY 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Mr. Alexander Schindler, Chrnm.. 
Conference of Presidents 
of Maj or American Jewish Organiz . 
515 Park Avenue 
New York, New Y0rk 10022 

Dear Mr. Schindler: 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510 
April 15, 1976 

Thank you for writing to me concerning the sale of six C-130 cargo 
aircraft to Egypt. 

My basic concern in the Middle East is to help promote the conclusion 
of a real and lasting peace, one which must include the right of Israel to live 
within secure and recognized borders. Thus, I v~uld strongly oppose any sale of 
arms that w0uld jeopardize either Israel's security or the chances of moving 
toward peace. 

I have made clear my opposition to an open pipeline of arms to Egypt 
and particularly my opposition to sales of weapons such as jet fighters and 
anti-tank missiles, reportedly requested by that country. I feel such sales 
v~uld effect the balance of military power and thereby diminish the chances of 
peace. At the same time, however, I believe that it is important for us to 
build upon our new relationship with Egypt, in an effort to move that country 
continually in the direction of peace. I believe it is unfortunate that the 
Administration has chosen to use arms salefo~S the means to achieve that end. 
While I have not opposed this specific sale of cargo planes, provided there is 
a sustained effort on the part of Egypt to work fo"'r"-p'e&c.e, I do oppose any such 
action without a clear statement that it does not signify our becoming Egypt's 
arms supplier. 

Again, thank you for writing. 
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J FRED HARI\I 
FOR PRESIDOO 7I 

Alexander M. Schindler, 
Chairman, 

March 11, 1976 

Conference of Presidents of 
Major American Jewish Organizations 

515 Park Avenue, 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Chairman Schindler, 

I am strongly opposed to sending any American military 
assistance to Egypt. We are justly committed to the right 
of Israel to continue to exist, and we must help provide her 
with the ability to do so. And we must stop arming the other 
side. With the greatest threat to peace coming from an 
overbalance of arms against Israel, it makes no sense for us 
to help arm Israel's adversaries, including Egypt. 

If I can be of any further assistance please let me 
know. 

With Warmest Personal Regards, 

~~ 

HARRIS FOR PRESIDENT * 1412 K STREET N.W. * WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005 * 202 /737-7000 

Authorized printed and paid for by Harris for Pres1dent Committee: Fred Harris, Chairperson; Jim Hightower, Treasurer, 1412 K Street N,W., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
A copy of ~ur report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Comm1ss,on, Washington, D.C. ~••::r.: 
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,.,_ HoaiJabl• be11: 1. 1&1.ff61l 
suatoa'lnmMtchi ... 
lJllit.t Stat .. s-
W 118tO!l1 D.C. 

With ld.ade•t graed,'DI•• I • 

. l appnof.ate 
I m111 in 

Babld. Al....,_r M. Schlaller 
Chau.a 



ROBERT P. GRIFFIN 
MICHIGAN 

OFFICE OF 

THE ASSISTANT MINORITY LEADER 

WASHINGTON, 0,C. 20510 

Mr. Alexander Schindler, 
Chairman 

March 10, 1976 

Conference of Presidents of Major 
American Jewish Organizations 

515 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Mr. Schindler: 

Thanks for your recent mailgram expressing concern 
regarding the proposed sale of military transport aircraft 
to Egypt. Your comments have been carefully noted. 

To date, the Administration has not made any formal 
proposals on such a sale. Under existing law, the Congress 
must be notified of proposed military sales in excess of $25 
million. Should notification of such a sale to Egypt be 
received, you may be assured that it will receive careful 
scrutiny in both the House and Senate. 

It was thoughtful of you to take time to provide me 
with the benefit of your thinking. Your personal interest 
is appreciated and you may be assured that I shall have your 
views in mind should this subject receive attention in the 
Senate. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 

RPG: ltd 

• 



., 

March 29, 1976 

'1'1le BmlDi"able Joee,b a. :au.a, n. 
s«mttor fftNll Del__. 
WUhinaton, D. C. ....,,._v 

Wl M. .... t 

. I appnctate 
I, 1Q turn, 

.... a~••t•. 

~• Alnanr M. SOhill41.er 
CbMrman 



JOSEPH R. BIDEN, JR. 

J 

DELAWARE 

Mr. Alexander Schindler 
Chainnan 
Conference of Presidents 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

March 17, 1976 

of Major Jewish Organizations 
515 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Mr. Schindler: 

Thank you for your mailgrarn of March 8th, regarding 
possible U.S. sale of military items to Egypt. 

I fully llllderstand your concerns for the security of 
Israel, the balance of forces in the Middle East, and the 
policy balance in Washington. I have supported arms aid to 
Israel and will continue to do so. 

In my view the significance of the Administration's new 
initiatives with respect to Egypt rests on whether they reflect 
any prior,private coIIBllitments, and whether the C-130's are not 
just symbolic items, but represent the entering wedge of a signi
ficant arnollllt and variety of military items. I will want to be 
satisfied on these two scores before I can support the proposi
tion. 

Thank you for sharing your concern with me. 

JRB/hfc 

s ph R. Biden, Jr. 
ited States Senator 



March 5, 1976 

:8ear :,il'. President, 

/ I must convey to you the grave cor.cern of the meniber organizations 
of the Conference of Presidents, rl~ich is shared by many other 
segments of American society at large , concerning the initiation 
and the signaled extension of the 1:..,ni ted States military aid to Egypt. 

We understand the general thrust o:~ American Foreign Policy, which 
seeks to draw Egypt into the orbi-c of U.S. influence. We have 
there::'ore accepted and even suppo~ed the granting of economic 
aid to ~gypt, and in this context noted the nuclear capabilities 
which have been granted to Egypt o:r America despite our fears that 
this ·capability will be diverted from economic to military purposes. 

However, we are most strenuously opposed to military assistance 
to Egypt, which when seen in the conte:ict of arms aid and sales 
supplied to a host of Arab Countries by many nations, including 
America, will seriously impair that tenuous balance of power which 
presently obtains in the Middle East thus threatening the very 
security of Israel to which our government has always been pledged. 

We respectfully and urgently req1.1est a response which will clarify 
the administration's present posi~ion and intentions in this realm. 

Alexander Schindler 
Chairman 
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March 5, 1976 

Dear Mr. Congressman or Senator, 

/ I would like to take this opportunity to convey -:') you the grave 
concern of the member organizations of the Confe::-ence of Presidents 
of Major American Jewish Organizations, which is shared by many 
other segments of American society at large, con:::::rning the initiation 
and the signaled extension of United States rnili-:e.ry aid to Egypt. 

We understand the general thrust of American Fo::-e:.gn Policy, which 
seeks to draw Egypt into the orbit of U.S. influe~ce. We have 
therefore accepted and even supported the granti::.g of economic 
aid to Egypt, and in this context noted the nuclear capabilities 
which have been granted to Egypt by America desp:.~e our fears that 
this capability will be diverted from economic t~ military purposes. 

However, we are most strenuously opposed to mili~ary assistance 
to Egypt, which when seen in the context of arms e.id and sales 
supplied to a host of Arab Countries by many nat:.Jns, including 
A"'!lerica, will seriously impair that tenuous balc..::ce of power which 
presently obtains in the Middle East thus threa~e~ing the very 
security of Israel to which our governrrent has "'- -,,ays been pledged. 

We respectfully and urgently reque st a response -: J this !:18.ilogram, 
regarding your present position on this matter o:~ profound concern. 

AS: Cr.1 

Res~ectfully yours, 

Ale:.:e.nder Schindler 
Cha:'..::-:nan, Conference of 
Pre::::.d.ents of Major American 
Je~~sh Organizations 



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS 
OF MAJOR 

515 PARK AVENUE 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 1ocn2 
Plaza 2-1616 \MERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS uble Addren: COJOGRA 

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS: 

American Israel Public 
Affairs Committee 

American Jewish Congress 

American Mizrachi Women's 
Organization 

American Zionist Federation 

Anti-Defamation League 

B'nii B'rith 

B'nai B'rith Women 

Bnai Zion 

Central Conference of 
American Rabbis 

Council of Jewish Federations 
and Welfare Funds (observer) 

Hadas>ah 

Jewish Labor Committee 

Jewish Reconstruc{ionist 
Foundation 

Jewish War Veterans 

The President 
The White House 
Washington-, .D. C. • 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

February 12, 1976 

I write to convey . to you our Conference's grave concern 
with the reports given wide circulation in the public 
press that the administration is giving serious 
consideration, indeed, is about to reach a decision on 
a program of arms aid and sales to Egypt. 

( 
of the U.S.A. 

_abor Zion ist All iance 

Mizrachi-Hapoel Hamizrachi 

As you know, we have been understanding of and sympa
thetic with the general thrust of American foreien policy 
which seeks to strengthen the moderate forces in ·the Arab 
world and which has been so successful in drawing Egypt 
more closely into the orbit of U.S. influence. As a 
consequence, we have accepted and even supported the 
granting of extensive economic aid. to Egypt. Wot only is 
this wise, but it is also morally right. 

( 

National Committee for 
Labor Israel, Inc. 

National Council of 
Jewish Women 

,-..;ational Council oi 
Young Israel 

National Federation of 
Temple Sisterhoods 

l\ationa l Jewi sh Community 
Relat ions Advisory Council 

Nation2I Jewish \,\ 'eifa,e Board 

North "-me ri can Jewish 
Youth Council 

Pioneer \'\!omen 

The Rabb:nic2I A~sembly 

Rabb inical Council of America 

Union of American Hebrew 
Congregations 

Uniori of Orthodox Jewish 
Ccngregat1ons oi America 

Un i ted Synagogue of America 

\\'omen's American ORT 

Women's League for 
Conservat i\ e Juda ism 

. vor!d Zionist Organization 
Am erican Section, Inc. 

Z,onisr Organization of America 

But the sale of arms to Egypt is another matter in its 
entirety. 

To begin with, we see no justifiable need for such aid. 
Egypt, even now, and thanks to the lavish rearmament 
program of the U.S .S .R., enjoys a vast superiority in 
arms and personnel over Israel. Tues Egypt really need 
n:ore military equipment? :COes it stand under the threat 
of i:mninent attack? In a word, we fear that such sales 
to Egypt will only further impair that tenuous balance of 
power which presently obtains and which is the necessary 
precondition of peace. Mi.li tary supplies for Egypt must 
be seen in the context of the arms which are supplied to 
Syria, Jordan, Saudi Arabia and a host of other Arab 
countries from a variety of sources. 

l-breover, the experience of the past has taught America 
that once such arms are dispatched, their disposition can 
never really be restrained, all promises to the contrary 
notwithstanding. Ho one can be certain where this 
eq uipr:1ent will be sent or how it will u1 timately be used. 
All e ffe cti ve American control mi g..'rit well be lost. 



( 

( 
•. 

These, then, are some of the reasons among others 
which give rise to our concerns, and we would much 
appreciate your thoughtful response to them. 

Again, we have no objection in principle to economic 
aid, and I write even from the more personal experience 
of a recent lengthy journe.y through that l~nd. What 
Egypt needs are tractors and not tanks; what its people 
desperately need and want is bread and not more bullets. 

Very sincerely yours, 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Chairman 



March 15, 1976 

Mr. Morrb J. Amf.tay, Executive Director 
Amrican 11rael Public Affair• COIIDittee 
1341 G Street, Nol'tbl,Qt 
Waah:l.naton, D.C. 20005 

Dear Mr. Amitay: 

Rabbi Schindler ta carentlJ out-of•t .. tty 
and ia not due back UDtil lfalroll 11. I bllW 
grateful to you for •barf.DI wt.th b 
AIPAC on American PllbU.c ,.,.1, ... ,. _. le 
the copy of the AIPAC lettff &1111 ul 

Needl••• to note all thee material• will 
attention of Babbi Schtncller on bb t 
doubtedly be hearing from him di tly 

With kindeat greetinga, I am 

Siucerely, 

br ght t the 
yo-. will un-

Edith J. iller 
Aaai tant to the Preaident 



The Dangers of Arm·ng Egypt 
The first state visit hy an Egyptian head of state to Washington is almost anti

climactic, having been made inevitable by former President Nixon's visit to 
Cairo in June 1974. As for the outcome, only time can tell whether Egypt's 
westward turn and talk of progress toward peace is genuine and lasting. 

By seemingly making himself dependent on the United States for additional economic 
aid, new military assistance and continued diplomatic momentum, Egyptian President 
Sadat is gambling that the United States will be able to deliver what his Soviet support 
could not - essentially a return of the territories gained by Israel in 1967 and along with 
this generous amounts of funding, technology, and investment. 

So far, the Administration seems to be sticking to its "no stalemate or stagnation" line, 
and pressure on Israel is precisely what Sadat wants. The dangers of continued indirect 
negotiation without reconciliation between the parties are apparent, but there is now the 
added danger of U.S. arms shipments to Egypt. 

Sadat is clearly seeking to elevate Egypt to Israel's status here in the United States. 
While red-carpet treatment for him will go a long way in creating this impression, the 
real test of "evenhandedness" is whether the United States will become an arms supplier 
to Egypt. If this is to occur - whether by sales now or grant aid and military credits later 
- it not only would be a bitter psychological blow to Israel but also a serious blunder 

. that ceuld easily backfire to the detriment of American interests. 

Recognizing the Pitfalls 
• U.S. arms supplies to Egypt would supplement - not supplant - existing 

Egyptian sources and stocks. President Sadat falsely asserted last Sunday on ABC's 
Issues and Answers that "up until this moment, I haven't replaced any piece of arms that 
I lost in the war." According to the lnter11ational Institute of Strategic Studies (London), 
the Soviet · Union not only has replaced most of Sadat's losses in the Yorn Kippur War 
but has added to his military capacity in some vital areas. 
• Because Egypt also continues to receive the latest equipment from France, Britain, 

and other nations, the United States can expect to have no control over Egypt's total 
arms purchases. There is ample precedent to demonstrate that once arms are supplied, 
their use cannot be controlled by the supplier. 

.• Egyptian procurement of U.S. arms would clearly alter the delicate military balance 
of power between the Arab states and Israel. At the present time, without additional 
western help, Egypt alone has considerably more troops, planes and ships than Israel, 
according to the International Institute of Strategic Studies. The combination of Soviet 
quantity with superior American quality presents a particularly grave danger. 

• Egypt clearly has no need to procure more arms than the levels she now maintains, 
unless she has aggressive intentions, and the acquisition of American arms could 
strengthen those elements in the Egyptian army with aggressive intentions toward Israel. 
Israel, on the other hand, has never been a threat to the existence of Egypt or the Arab 
world. 

• Egyptian needs today dictate expenditures for tractors, not tanks. The people suffer 
from terrible poverty and deteriorating social services, and their government's efforts 
should be directed toward improving their plight, not toward preparing fo~ another 
costly war. 

• Unlike Israel, who pays her debts with interest, Egypt has a terrible track record. 
Currently, Egypt owes the Soviet Union about $7 billion and stills owes the United 
States more than $400 million in economic loans made before 1967. 

• The totalitarian Egyptian regime is inherently unstable and its complexion could 
literally change overnight. 

• Finally, the United States should at least wait until the ink is dry on the Sinai 
interim agreement before even agreeing in principle to supply Sadat with arms. We have 
little indication to date of his peaceful intentions beyond his mere words. 

Time is needed to tell how serious Sadat is both about peace with Israel and 
cooperation with the United States. If the Administration fails to acknowledge the 
pitfalls invol\'cd in such a rcckkss course of action, it is hoped that the Congress will use 
better judgment. If, according to Sadat. peace between Egypt and Israel is for the next 
generation, then· perhaps American arms for Egypt should wait until then also. 

Washington letter on 
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Foreigners 
Flee Beirut 

Beirut fighting escalated severely last 
week, to a point where foreign embassies, 
including the United States, urged their 
citizens to evacuate Lebanon. Shots 
reportedly hit the U.S. embassy on Tues
day, and thousands of foreigners jammed 
the Beirut airport attempting to flee the 
latest fighting. 

Battles between Moslem leftists and 
Christian rightists spread into the down
town hotel district where the luxury 
Holiday Inn was reported to be aflame. 
The Lebanese Parliament also came under 
fire on Tuesday, necessitating evacuation 
of members by the Lebanese army. In the 
last few days United Nations personnel 
have been evacuated to Israel. 

Since Sunday, the death toll is estimated 
in the hundreds, and it is expected to rise 
when the fate of more than 200 kidnap 
victims is uncovered. Among the wounded 
was Chicago Times correspondent Philip 
Caputo, who was deliberately shot in the 
feet while reporting on the street-fighting. 
Caputo managed to crawl away and was 
taken to a besieged hospital, but attempts 
to evacuate him on Tuesday failed . The fate 
of two American USIA workers, kid
napped last week, remains unknown. 

Human Deluge in Sahara: Over one 
hundred thousand Moroccans streamed 
southward this week toward Spanish 
Sahara to stake out King Hassan's claim on 
the phosphate-rich territory. Observers 
expect the actual border crossing by 
350.000 Moroccans to take place on Nov. 3 
or 4, and little resistance is expected from 
Spanish troops stationed in the Sahara or 
from the! Spanish Sahara independence 
movement. 
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Aaron David Ro,~-✓-.-

DIRECTOR OF fNFORMAT'IOI 
• Leonard J D.r11S 

March 4, 1976 

Dear Senator: · I 

By now you are aware of plans to begin a military 
supply relationship between the United States and 
Egypt. For the rea sons outlined in the enclosed 
memorandum, we believe that the shipment of U. s. 
milit ary equipment to Egyp t at this time would be 
detrimental to progr e ss toward peace and stability 
in the area and start the United States on a course 
of action whose ultimate effects have not been suf
~iciently considered. 

There is good reason to believe that anticipatE:d 
shipments go beyond six c-130 military cransports 
and that deliveries of advanced U. S. equipment in 
signif i cant -quantities are anticipated. 

We wanted you to be aware of our views and the strong 
case against supplying Egyp t with American military 
equipment. 

We would be pleased to di s cuss this matter further 
with you or your staff .a t any time. 

With best wishes. 

Enclosures 

Morris J. Amitay 
Executive Director 

" TH E COMMITTEE CON DU CT S PU BI. IC ACTION WITH A VI EW TO MA I NTAINING AND 
I MPROVI NG FR I EN D SHI P AN D GO O D Wll.l. BETW EEN T H E U N ITED STA TES AND I S RAEI. ," 



MEMORANDUM 

March, 1976 
, 

WHY NO U. S. ARMS TO EGYPT 

1. U. S. arms supplies to Egypt would supplement not supplarit --
existing Egyptian sources and stocks. According_ to the authoritative 
International Institute of Strategic Studies, the · soviet Union not 
only has replaced most of Sadat's losses in the Egyptian-initiated 
Yorn Kippur War but has added to his military capacity in some vital 
areas. 

2. Since Egypt continues to receive the latest equipment from France, 
Britain, and other nations, the United States cannot expect to have 
any control over Egypt's total arms purchases. There is ample 
precedent to demonstrate that once arms are supplied their use cannot 
be controlled by the supplier. 

3. Egyptian procurement of U. s. arms would clearly alter the delicate 
military balance of power between the Arab states and Israel. At 
present, without additional Western help, Egypt alone has considerably 
more troops, aircraft and ships than Israel. The combination of 
Soviet quantity with superior American quality presents a particularly 
grave danger to Israel in any future conflict. 

4. Egypt clearly has no need to procure more arms than the levels she 
now maintains, unless she has aggressive intentions toward Israel, 
and the acquisition of American arms could strengthen those elements 
in the Egyptian army with such intentions. Israel, on the other hand, 
has never been a threat to the existence of Egypt nor does any other 
Arab state threaten Egypt militarily. · 

5. Egyptian needs today dictate expenditures for tractors, not tanks. 
The Egyptian people suffer from terrible poverty and deteriorating 
social services, and their government I s efforts s·houlci be directed 
toward improving their plight, not toward preparing for another 
costly war. 

6. The Egyptian regime is inherently unstable and its complexion and 
leadership could literally change overnight, along with its present 
"moderate" policies. 

7. Finally Congress should carefully consider all the implications of 
this decision before agreeing to supply Egypt with anus. 
If, according to President Sadat, peace between Egypt and Israel is 
for the next generation, then perhaps American arms for Egypt should 
wait until then also. We have little indication to date of Egypt's 
further pe3ccful intentions beyond mere words. Further, time is 
needed to tell how serious Sada t is both about peace with Israel and 
cooperation with the United States . . 
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U.~, ·\VEIGI!!NG ~ALE 
OF ARMS TO EGYPT 

N. \\.{J:Eil_L ,976 

Nears Decision on Request 
for Aircraft, Patrol Boats, 

Missiles and Radar 

By BtR~ARD G\VERTU,YAN 
• • S;>t~a ! to Th, ::t a· Y ": ~ ~1rnri 

WASHl~GTO'-:, Frb. ,...:_The 
Ford Administration, srrking to 
strengthen ties with Cairo, ~vas 
-re;iorlrd today close to a major 
decision to consult with Con
grrssion.1! leadrrs on • endnig 
a lo:1g-stan.:iing ban on the sale 
of milit:11-y cc1uipment to [gypt. 

Hi,;:!1 Administration ·ofiicials 
have said in iri:erdcws that a 
final -decision has not yet· been 
made on the controversial ques-. 
tion. 
• But . they said that various 
recommendations on how to 
procerd toward lift in~ the em
bargo were at the \\'hite House 
the result of \\'C'c·ks of inter
agenry discussions in \\'hich 
the State Depan:nent took the 
iead. Bl'causr of the extrrmc 
political sensiti,·ity oi the issue 
in this rlection war, the Ad· 
m:niqration has· been moving 
cauli,1usly. 

Officials said they were 
aware that any drcision to sell 
milil.:iry equipmrnt to Egypt 
wou!<l c;rn~·e cnncrrn in lsrarl 
and anwng IH,1rl's suppnrtrr;;, 
in Congress and in ge11eral. 
Thus, the offirials ~.lid, the> 
Administration was determined 
to take no action without first 
consulting Congrrssional lead
ers and committees. 

President Anwar cl-Sadat, 
• who has broken Egypt's once 
close tics with t.he So\·iet 
Union, has urged L11e United 
States for the last two years 
to lift the ~embargo and allow 
him to purchase a wide range\ 
c,f military equipment to help 
E:;ypt overcome the loss of 
arms from the Soviet Union. 

President Ford ancl Secretary 
or St:ite . Henry A.- Kissinger 
ha\'l:: ~hown understanding of 
I-Ir. Sadat's problems. ~-Ir. Ford, : 
in an exceedingly candid inter• ·. 

view bdorc ;\Ir. S.1d.tt's visit 
to thi;; rountrv in Octoha, :;:iid 
he lwlirvc<l t·he Unit,·d States 
had ",111 imrltei.l rom :11itmcnt" 
to sell crrt:.iin cqu ;pmcnt t<\ 
Egypt. . • 

\Vhcn ;\fr. Sadat w.1s here 
he di~r11;5rd military ~aks with 
,\;~1rri ,·,1n ll':1.J~:-,; liut n,) <lcci • 
~ions W(·re made. Off ir:a ls h-W<! 
brrn working intensclv on the 
matter a:1d cate;nries of mil:ta• 
ry equipment sought by Egypt 
have b,:,en under study. 

l\tissiles, ·Ptanes and Radar 
The requests from :'>-tr. Sadat 

arc extensive. T!1cy include C· 
130 militar:,• transport planes, 
Hawk ami:iircraft missiles. 
wire - p.uidcd TOW antitank 
weapons, radar and communi
cations eqaij:ment, Naval patrol 
boats; and F-5E jct fighter 
planes. 

At the moment. a high State 
Dcrartment official sa;d, :\tr. 
S_adat has ~sked for early ac
tion on his reau.::-H ior six 
C- 130's, which· would co;t 
Egypt a total of S30-million 
to $.JO million. 
, "rt has become a prcsti.::;e 
item for ,Egypt," the official 
added. 

A Prr:.idcntill dec:sron would 
be needr<l to ?.!low the sale, 
but the .-\d:ninistration has told 
Con~rcss that nothin6 would 
be done without consultation. 

"On sales to Egypt we want 
Congress in on tJ1e take-off 
as wrll as the landing,'• another 
official said. 

But within the Ford Adminis
tration. many top officiJls ha\·e 
contendrd tha~ rather than go 
to Congressional leade;-s just 
on the C-130's it would be 
better to discuss with them 
a long-range approach to mili• 
tarv sales to E0 ,·ot. 
• • '\\'1!'11 H~v·c a Plan' . 

A \Vhite House official to!d 
se\·eral Senate staff aides on 
T:1ursday that when the Admi
ni st ration dccicled to art on 
lifting the einbargo, "\\'c'II 
h:iYe a plan." The :iide, in an 
inten·icw, said that the Admi
ni stration ''had le:irned' its h's
so:: ·• in t1:c pa~t by h_ci11;:: wo 
sccret:ve on military dC?als and 
w:i ntccl to be as candid as 
po~sihle. 

"We want to bra ble to say: 
'look we're in f:ivor of selling 
E;n·pt the following items over 
a ·onc-vc;ir or fiYc-ycar per
iod,'" thr Whil e J!ou ~c offi..:ial 
said. ··we'll h<' ;1blc to s:iy: 
'Look, in J 'J77 E;~y pt would 
be able 'to buy this from the 

trnitr<I St.1tr<, h 11t br:icl will 
h~\·c th is ml,11r h m.ire. so the 
b.1!.111,·c 11 t' :t't he 11p,,'I .''' • 

·1 hr :ii,k :i1 :.f nlhN ,1f(i,·:.1ls 
h.1, c 1,, ,·11 1nr ,1 ;1t.w1 \nth S,·1n• 
tor,. Hr;1tr"·1:1.1tiw~ :inti tl1cir 

·.1idcs b,·r.111 ,r. .if 11 :m0r, ;1\i,)llt 
till' ~, : r nf 1i11' p:· ,,j,•t·l<'d ~.,!rs. 
Tl:r C, :1· ·1 ,.•' io1:1 .il , · ,i ii. ,·rn w.1s 
~:irrcd iw .111 ,irti,I,· 111 Tho 
BMt,111 Cil,1br J.1~t wr,·k th:it 
:;,1id ;i d,·n~inn 11:td hrrn made 
to ,:t ll ,1:-- C· J.,.l ',; to F1:vpt. 

m~,in;:rr !11fnrtl\Cll n~hln_ 
Act\!,1'.I\' , ll: .' i,1;-n1.1I 1kt1~1on 
on th,; .c..1:io h.1, not been 
rn~d,'. h111 l\l~. • Ki,s:11;:rr in• 
(,1r;1ll' d \'r i: llt' :'llini~l•'r Y1lzh:1k 
J\:ib:n or br.1,·J l.i,;t wed, during 
his Yi ,i t lt,•r,' th.ll thr. Adn:inis~ 
tr;itin:. wn1:l ,l proh:ibly go to 
Con;'.:,·~~ a:ic! seek approval 
of the C-130 s:iJ;!. 

Th~ Admin is tration i~ not 
leplly required lo consul_t Con-
1:rrss but h:is b.:r,un do111~ so 
to a,:oid surprise and :i n;:;er 
on C:ip:tol Jlill. Last ~-r:i:-, Co:1-
gress 1\·:is su,rriscd h:,: ~ sale 
of a $330 1::1'. l:on antt:i1rcraft 
defense sYslrr.1 to JordJn, and 
this led ·10 a prolonged and 
often bitter dispute. 

Und.:-r current law, any 
gonrn:11ent-to-go":rnme~t sJ!e 
of more th;in $2::i m1ll1on In 
milituv ·eqilipment can be Ye• · 
toed b·,. concurrent re solutlon 
of Congress within 20 days 
er ncijficatic:i. If no action 
is taken in that time, the sale 
"0C'S Llirough. • 
e The Senate Foreign Relations 
Coi:imittee. in a bill now before 
the fu!l Senate. has extended 
the veto authority to 30 days· 
and inciudes commercial as 
well as £overnment-to-govern-· 
ment salc-s. 

Any sales to Egypt would 
be for cash, ofiicials said. The 
Egyptians haY~ been J?ror_nis~ 
help from Saudi Arabia m fl. 
nancing purchases here. . 

Efypt. under the current aid 
hill briore the Senate, would 

· recei,·c SiOO million in econom• 
ic assistance for the fiscal year 
endi.-:g June 30. The Adminis
tr2.tio:1 plans to ask $i50 mil
lion for thre sext fiscal year: 

Thrc United States hr.:is been 
5tril'in;; to s~rc::gthren tics wit 
Egypt sirrce it became clear 
in J!J,,i that :\lr. Sadat was 
basin;:! his po!icy on close ties 
with Wa shing ton ancl was the? 
stron1~st su pporter in the Arab 
world of r-.1r. Ki~ singcr's step
by - step diplom:icy toward 
peace in the l\liddle East. 

r\d:ninistr:11 :on officials as
sert that with Egypt vyin~ with 
Syria, a r:idical statr, for pres
tige in the Ar:ib worh.l, it is 
more important than ever ·to 
give J\tr. Sad.1t somcthin.; to 
show ;is a hendit ior his tics 
with the Unitclt States. 



A~r1111110~ J~g .. y1)t 
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lly William Safire 
----------------

WASlfl:-;GTON-Thc Ford Aclminis
tration h~<. ln·g11 n to 1irc-r,.ire Amr ric;in 
pul,lir 01•1 111<,n (or 1hr ;•111 c,r Llllll'd 

Stair.~ pl.111 r'., , rn1,\ill'S .11:d n11l1lary 
com~un :c~t1ons rquipnirnt to E;::ypt. 

In its npr n1n;:: star.cs, this persua\ion 
effort put~ forll} the- r,cneral pror,osi
tion in a de:fl drnial of s;iecif1cs. S.iys 
Mr. Ford '.s Src1etary c,f State: "I don't 
think we will he prepared at this mo
ment to make any sp~ciiic: commi t
ments c,r military aid, but w£> will be 
prepared to discu ~s the prob!em with 
him l~-1r. Sadat] in ger,eral terms." 

Then, as White J!o,"sc sources as
sured us that Mr. Sadat had not come 
on this first visit with a spcciiic arms 
shopping list, Dden ~e Secretary J:1mes 

_ Schlc!-in;;er told Barbara Walters on 
televi~ion: "I thnk it would be advis
able from the standpoint of American 
policy to achie\·e a di\·crsification of 
the sources of arms going lo Egypt." 

n,a.t mu~hmouthed cuphcmism
''di\·ersificalion of the sources o( 

arrns"-:ncans, ir:i plain words, givi ng 
military equipment to Lgypt as soon 

• as Americans will hold still for it. 
The argument for such "di\'ersifica

tion" goc~ like this: Since we provide 
Israel wi,h arms, why not Egypt as 
well? That would show how even
handed we are. And if we do not 
gi\'e Mr. Sadat the arms he wants, he 
might go b?.ck to the Russians and get 
ail he w?nts from them . Thus we . 
w'ould los!' our leverage, or control, 
O\·er Egypt. 

But let's go to the basic reason for 
sending American arms lo the '.\lidrast. 
_Jsr.ael ·11eeds arms to defend herself 
against in\'asions by Egypt, w:1ich take 
place on lhe awra;;e of o:1ce e,·cry 
five years. En~·pt, on the contr:iry, 
does not need anm to defend herself 
against agg~cssion by Israel, which has 
never happened. The only reason 
Egypt C\"l'r nerds arms is tu· help her 
threaten, and ultimately attack. brae!. 

ls it a step toward peace for 
America to h·come an arms supplier 
to Egypt, hel1iing her win b:ick the 
-land she Jost in hrr i11\'asion before 
last? No. Somrtimrs "eHnhanclcd
ncss" ask~ ton much. Jr the- .-~cent 
agr~cmrn! Y.:;:ypt ~i!:nrcl not lo at t ark 
lsrnrl for nr:1r ly four yrars means :lny
thing al :ill. il mr:111~ that F:::ypt dor.s 
nol nrrd frrsh military as,i~lancr. 
The i:ift of anm will hard ly hr. an 
inc-rntivr lo kt'l'P th r truer. 

\\lh~t 11bnul 1hr " it'\'<'ra::r" wr wnulcl 
·r.rt if wr wrrt' ()11(' of 1:;:ypl's ann~ 
supplirrs'.' ·1 hr p1r111i ~1· is I.ii"'· Hir:h l 
now, 1-: gypt is huy111p, a, ,n~. \\ 1th S.111di 
Arabi;111 1m111\'~·. ln•m J-'r.uH·t· :rnd 
1'1it11i11 . • l,i ::hl now, l:::ypl's 11,·~t-d,1or 
1wi1:hhor, oit-ri<'h l d1,·a, i~ 1111~·1111: 
t1rms ut I\ ~rcat rntr l1om tht1 Su\'icl 

tJnion._ which will m:il;r il thr. :ir~rn;il 
of .in11 -dr111orr:iry in thl' next i,hi{t of 
Ar;di a ll1anc!'~. 

If wr were to uld Amrriran nrm~ 
In thr I J:~·p1i;111 :m•,nal. ,·,111 ii lw "'fl · 

rrn,I~· .ir;:111•d th, 11 ;111 , \1 111·1 II a11 lhrr ,ll 

lo cut olf futur(• u,ntrilH1t11111~ of a:·mr, 
would \tc,p the [;.:ypt1.1ns from atlad;
mr. '>wh (• n _thr.y kit ~t,on;:: r.nou;::h to 
Wll~ ... Ag~ •n. no. ; hry . would \imply 
S.1~ • If } OU CUI of, n111lt,1ry aid, we'll 
go hark to the Hu~~i.ins." Some 
'

1 lc\·eragc. '' 

r,!orco\'er, the supply of the s:ime 
sophi~ti ca ted communic,1tions equip
ment, m1~silcs and planes to [gypl as 

ESSAY 

\•:c sell to Israel would sc\'crclv under
cut. the value of the Jsr:trli i ' orms.' 
Whrn an attacker is trai:~ ed in the de
fender's rquipmcnt, the nttacker has 
an enorm~us_ ach·anta;;e. Gi,·ing [gypt 
such an m~1ght into hrzcli cl cfcn~e 
docs not win a friend, it lo\es a dete:-
renl to war. 

The central idea on which we base 
military aid lo lsrac l is that .a stron~ 
Israel is less like ly to be atlackel 
\Vhen Arabs bc-licve thrv will lose a 
war, they do not start a· war. Tod:iv, 
that sensibl(,, idea is being turn ed on 
its head. The ford Adm inis trat:on is 
saying that if E~yptian arms come 
partly from the lJnitcd St:ile$, Egypt 
will then become· hooked on our mili
tary hardware, and ~Ir. S.ida·t can be 
counted upon to do his frit'nd Hcn~y 
a fa,·or and not ,use tho.:-e arms in 
attacking lsracl. Rarely has such in
, ·er ted . logic _been presented as th.:: 
ba$is for a military assistance proposal. 

The only "leverage" we will e\'er 
have on Egypt will come from eco
nomic aid and the building of conncc- -
tiw. ti , ~'.lc of in\'estment and trade . 
If we help !\Ir. S:idal feed, duthc and 
ho~se impon-rish<'cl Egyptians, they 
wil I react as human bl'ings clo e\'erv
wilerc. by wanting mor·r fr,ocl a1~d 
clothin g ;rnd i:heltcr. not more nppor
lunity to ~tan·e .:ncl blecd in another 
round of war. 

I think of a yo11:1;.: Jsr;ieli li ru tc·nant, 
born in Alh:1:1y, N. Y., ~lat1(1nrcl now 
ill lhr Allt·nh~· r.rid;:c, hc·lpinr: Arahs 
movr \'ark and fnnh :ino,s th<' IJOnlc•r 
lo vi~il th l' ir f;11111lics. Thr thuu;::lit of 
hi;: lll'in;: lh,• 1:1r:.;ct of an :\rnrrir:111-
huilt llli, , 1I,', ::111d,·cl h~· :\lllt-ri1 an-built 
tr rhnology , .111d ,lt-11\"l 1rd hy ;111 A111cri
r:rn -h11il1 j,·\ am 1.tll thr nc-:--.t limr 
1·,:ypl f, ·c·I , ~1 1nng <·11011::h 111 .ilt:tl'k is 
nwr<> th .111 a Jil li.' d,-:turl,i:ii:. 

IL will 11111 h.-lp to lhl'II ~av that 
lht' ll ll",tll~ or l.1lhn1: hi111 \\'.I~ pro\'"id,, ,l 
hy ltll' :\111t-r1, ·. ,11 t."P·"·t·r m 1h1• namr. 
of "d1, l'I "1,ralll>ll or the Slllll't.:('.~ (\( 

II I Ill~." 

) 
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American Public Opinion and Israel 
1975 Trends 

Introduction 

Any assessment of public opinion should first state a few of polling's 

limitations. Most of the surveys reported in this paper were conducted with 

nationwide samples of 1,000 to 1,500 adult respondents. This number requires 

a five to seven percent margin of error when comparing results from within 

a sample· and about a 10 percent error when comparing results between two such 

samples. Thus, subtle differences or changes are difficult to record in 

public opinion surveys. Polling, by its very nature, deals mainly with 

broad trends in opinion • 

. The public~s aggregate views on the issues can often be contradictory 

and violate accepted rules of logic. Yet, in a country like the United 

States, events and information are perceived in many different ways, often 

varying by age, occupation, level of education, income and other factors. 

This paper tries to show such differences when reported and meaningful. 

The reader should_remember, however, that differences in opinion may not be 

due solely to variations in age, education or whatever, but -rather by differences 

in lifestyle and experiences which accompany demographic variations. 

Most of the findings reported in this paper are drawn from the Gallup 

Poll and Harris Survey findings for 1975 (each organization usually conducts 

two nationwide surveys a month). Other nationwide surveys include: 

Roper Poll, June 

Time magazine "Soundings11 , August (conducted by Yankelovich, Skelly 
- and White) 
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Gannett News Service Poll, September (conducted by Decision Research 
Corp.) 

Conference Board surveys ·or consumer confidence, bimonthly (conducted 
by National Family Opinion, Inc.) 

University o! Michigan surveys of consumer sentiment (conducted by 
the university's Institute for Social Research) 

Statwide surveys in California (May) and Iowa (June) are also cited, although 

one should be cautious in projecting their findings to the nation at large. 

The· first chapter of this paper gives a summary of the findings and 

possible implications for 1976. One rather fearless prediction that can be 

made for 1976 is that the nation's pollsters will dwell more and more on the 

Presidential election, probably at the expense of more substantive issues. 

The wealth of available data reported here may not be so plentiful 

this coming year. 
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Sutl1lTlary and Implications for 1976 

American opinion towards Israel cannot be viewed in a vacuum. Attitudes 

toward U.S. ~olicies in the Middle East resulted from actions involving 

the countries in the region, of course, but also from other interconnected 

events and developments, both foreign and domestic. 

l. The Ee onomy. 

Americans were most concerned about the state of the U.S. economy during 

1975. In January, Americans still appeared upset at the unilateral oil price 

increases instigated by Arab and other producers in 1974, and largely blamed 

the severe recession on them. As 1975 wore on, however, the public becane 

more accusto~ed to high energy costs and more willing to sacrifice (basically 

through the price mechanism) to develop domestic resources as the answer to 

the energy problem. By September, Arab oil producers were joined by big 

business and government spending in the public mind; as those responsible 

for America's economic difficulties. 

Perhaps the most serious economic news in 1975 was New York City's 

struggle for financial solvency. By year's end, many Americans, stung by 

New York's experiences, showed increasing concern with rising government spending 

and its implicatio·ns for the future. While the economy remained as the number

one issue, its nature shifted from one focusing on energy problems to a 

many-sided problem encompassing energy costs, business and government activities. 

2o Confidence in American Institutions 

The year 1975 marked a sharp decrease in public confidence in its large 

national institutions, particularly government. The failure of the Federal 
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government (both Congress and the Executive) t? solve the nagging domestic 

problems of inflation, unemployment, energy shortages, crime and welfare 

caused many Americans to characterize government performance as either fair 

or poor. The trend away from affiliation with either major political party 

was another indication of this lack of confidence. Other larger, distant 

and national institutions such as big business and labor suffered similar losses. 

The one exception to this pattern concerned national security matters. 

Americans generally displayed more faith in the foreign policy machinery's 

performance (personified by Dr. Kissinger) than those responsible for domestic 

affairs. The fall of Vietnam, for ex~~ple, dulled !Jr. Kissinger's glow 

minimally and only temporarily. By the Fall of 1975, solid majorities of 

Americans continued to give him high marks for his work. (Since then, however, 
his popularity has slipped considerably.) 
3. Vietnam and Future American Commitments 

The collapse of America's adventure in Southeast Asia was probably the 

major foreign policy event for most Americans, and it prompted many questions 

on this country's resolve to keep its commitments. Results suggest no weakening 

in the desire to provide ~ to America.' s traditional allies (including Israel) 

for stopping Communist-backed attacks on their soil. However, Americans generally 

$pposed using troops outside the North American continent and showed increasing 

displeasure with the idea of military assistance programs. 

4. U.So Middle East Policies. 

Few Americans showed a high interest in American policies in the Middle 

East during 1975 and only a minority claimed to closely follow these developments 

in the media. However, three events captured the attention of most Americans: 
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the breakdown of shuttle diplomacy (March), the Sinai agreement (August

September) and the U.ij.'s Zionism resolution (November). 

Despite the media treatment and the attention given to these events, 

a trend towards personal non-commitment to either side in the dispute continued 

throughout 1975. The Arab states have few friends in this country and their 

backers are usually dwarfed by the number of Israel's supporters (largely 

from among the more articulate, politically active elements of the public). 

However,- the number of those ta..~ing neither side in the dispute or having no 

opinion grew throughout the year to the point that it now encompasses about 

half of the adult public. 

It should be noted that this pattern has been evident at least since 

1967, where it usually takes a shooting war in the Middle East to gain majority 

support for Israel among Americans. Even the U.N. 1s Zionism resolution, 

which attacked the very rationale for Israel's existence, did not turn this 

trend around. Airericans generally developed more negative opinions toward 

the U.ij. than sympathy for Israel. 

Limited fin~ings suggest that even among Israel's staunchest supporters, 

Americans (with an opinion on the matter) would rather have_seen the U.S. 

take an active role as mediator rather than aid Israel (very few were willing 

to support the Arabs). In addition, sizable numbers woultl still have prefeITed 

the U.S. to stay out of the conflict completely. In 1975, only a large-scale, 

Soviet-backed attack on Israel would probably have caused a substantial segment 

of the public to support generous American military aid for Israel (few would 

still have supported the use of American troops). 
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IJl!elications for 1976 

The following implications assume a continuation of trends from 1975 
which, of course, could be upset by unforeseen events. 

1. Strong support for Israel will probably continue among the more 

articulate and politically-active elements of the public -- those with 

college education, higher incomes ($201 000 per year or more) and having 

executive or professional occupations. These people are generally the leaders 

in their-communities and provide Israel with her greatest source of strength 

in this country. 

2. Dr. Kissinger will probably continue to receive a large measure of 

support from the public, particularly among the leading and active elements 

who also support Israel. However, these same people show more inclination to 

favor an American role as mediator rather than an arms supplier to one 

side. This elite public may need to view Israel as cooperating with Dr. 

Kissinger's peace efforts in order to maintain their sympathies. 

3. Israel may not be able to count on the oil-price issue to build 

antipathy against the Arabs. Many Americans may be growing more accustomed 

to high oil prices and, although still eager to develop self-sufficiency 

in energy, appear less likely to blame America's economic woes solely on 

the Arabs. With an expanding economy, the "energy crisis" of 1973-74 may become 
a fading memory. 

4. The truces-spending issue may become the dominant concern in the economy 

and could hamper Israel's ability to secure multi-billion dollar aid packages 
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1. State of the Nation 

"The trouble with most leaders is they treat the public as 
though it had a 12-year-old mentality instead of as grown-up 
human beings who can take the hard truth on most issues." 

Agree 71% 
Disagree 23 
Not sure 6 

(Harris Survey, September 1975) 

Most Americans will not remember 1975 as a particularly good year. 

Polls taken throughout the year found a preponderant concern with a struggling 

economy, weakening personal involvement with politics and a growing lack of 

confidence in this country's major social, economic and political institutions. 

Concerns of the Public 

Far and away, Americans considered the state of the economy as the 

nwuber-one problem facing the U.S. Harris (.December) found 85 percent of 

the public listing the economy as this country's main problem. Most of this 

concern centered around inflation. Gallup, in March and July found 51 to 60 

.percent mainly concerned about inflation while about a fifth in each poll 

listed unemployment. The related issue of truces and spending was the second 

leading problem in Harris' December survey, the magnitude of which increased 

nearly four-fold since 1974 (33% in 1975, 9% in 1974). 

Crime, integrity in government, energy shortages and welfare each were 

named by 10 to 20 percent as main concerns facing this count:rJ, which about 

equalled their 197u figures (Harris, December). Both Harris and Gallup 

found foreign affairs named by no more than 5 percent. 
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from the U.S. Inflation and unemployment have slowiy subsided, but pessimism 

atill characterizes the public's mood on the economy. This pessimism seems 

to result from a lack of confidence in the government's ability to handle 

economic problems, such as sk-Jrocketing public costs and the higher taJces 

they cause. 
., 

Should the truces-spending issue become more urgent (further problems 

in New York City, New York State, Massachusetts or other financially tight . 

jurisdictions could promote this issue in 1976), foreign aid and military 

assistance may receive hard scrutiny from a public never verf enamored with 

either of these programs. While currently seen in a demestic context, the 

truces-spending issue could very well include foreign policies in · l976. 
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Personal Involvement with Political Issues 

Since 1972, Americans have showed increasing reluctance to affiliate 

with either major political party. The percentage of "independents" increased 

to 35 percent in 1975 from 30 percent in 1974. Some 21 percent now call 

themselves Republicans, which has dropped from 28 percent in 1972. The 

44 percent who currently call themselves Democrats has stayed about constant 

since 1972. (Gallup, June-August) 

The growing legion of 0 independents 11 are less likely to vote or take part 

in political activities than party affiliates. In August, Harris found 

Republicans, Easteners, college-educated and older Americans (age 50 and over) 

more likely to participate in such activities as wearing buttons, putting 

bumper-stickers on their cars, attend rallies or dinners, donate money to 

campaigns or work_ for political candidates. 

In June, a Roper Poll found about a third of the . public closely following 

events in the Middle East. However, this figure was dwarfed by the 75 percent 

who followed inflation news. Other leading news developments followed closely 

by Americans inciuded other economic issues such as unemployment (70%), 

talk of depression (55%) and the medical-malpractice crisis (46%). 

Political news, both foreign and domestic, generally took second place 

to economic issues. About three to four in 10 mentioned news about the Ford 

Administration, America's loss of prestige and influence~ possible candidates 

for President and relations between Israel and the Arab countries as those 

issues followed closely in the media. 

Confidence in Leadership and Institutions 

Harris, in September, conducted an extensive survey on confidence in 

American leaders and institutions, with startling result~. Over half (56%) 
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thought the quality of leadership had worsened in the past decade. Only one in 

10 thought things had improved while three in 10 saw no change. 

Some 71 percent agreed that leaders too often treat the public like 

12-year-olds rather than adults. Nearly the same number felt that leaders 

too often try to give "more of the same't rather than improving the quality 

of lii'e. Some 60 percent also believed that leaders are too often out for 

themselves rather than working for the common good. 

The larger, distant, less familiar national institutions received the 

most fire. Fewer than four in 10 expressed a great deal of confidence in 

the White House, executive branch, Congress or Supreme Court. Gallup (May

June) found about the same low proportion with a great deal of confidence in 

big business or organized labor. 

Both surveys, however, found larger numbers with a great deal of confidence 

in institutions represented (at least in part) at the ·1ocal level such as 

medicine, television news, banks, the press, colleges, s111all companies and 

state or local governments. The importance of the ttfamiliarity'1 factor is 

highlighted in Gallup's finding that about twice as many Americans had a great 

deal of confidence in 11 the company or business you work fortt (67%) than in 

"big businesstt ( 33%). 

~ magazine (August) found sharp differences in opinion over the federal 

government's handling of national issues. Between six to eight in 10 believed 

the federal government was doing a poor job in areas of welfare, unemployment, 

keeping tho economy healthy and preventing crime. About the same numbers, 

however, saw the government doin'g a good job in national-security matters such 

as defense and foreign affairse This positive feeling varl~ with the issues 

and personalities involved, as we shall see in the next chapter. 
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2. U.S. Foreign Relations 

"Do you tend to agree or disagree that if we are to keep 
our commitments to our friends and allies, we mist sometimes 
fight limited wars, even if our chances of winning a clear-cut 
victory are slim?" 

U.S. lllUSt fight sometimes 44% 
Must not fight sometimes . ·43 
Not sure 13 
(Harris Survey, April 1975) 

The final collapse of American policy in Southeast Asia was probably 

the major foreign policy event to most Americans. Yet, the public appeared 

more sanguine about the national-security and foreign policy maker.s (Dr. 

Kissinger, in particular) than those responsible for domestic affairs and 

economic policy. Nonetheless, polls taken around the fall of Vietnam show 

divided opinion toward the use of American troops and generally negative 

attitudes toward American military assistanc_e programs. 

Public 1s Evalutation of Foreign Policy Makers 

Most adult Americans saw American foreign policy as mainly the work 

of Henry Kissinger. In March, Harris found that nearly three-quarters. (73%) 

considered Dr. Kissinger as having a "very importantn role in the making of 

foreign policyo This figure exceeded the the 49 percent .who saw President 

Ford as having a "very important" role in fore:ign policy, 39 percent for 

Congress, 36 percent for the State Department and 19 percent for public opinion • 

. On the same token, nearly six in 10 (58%) would like to have seen public opinion 

play a larger role in foreign poiicy, as would 49 percent for Congress, 44 
percent for President Ford and only 30 percent for Dr. Kissinger. 

The fall of Vietnam tarnished the super-star image Dr. Kissinger has 

created over the past few years. Despite this fact, no less than 56 percent 
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o! the public (in May and August) considered D~. Ki~singer to be doing an 

excellent or good job. By September, this figure had increased somewhat 

to 63 percent, probably as a result of the Sinai agreement. (Harris) 

Vietnam appeared to have some effect on the public's impression of other 

aspects of Dr. Kissinger's work. Favorable ratings on his working for peace 

in the world, handling relations with Russia and China, negotiating arms- -. 

control agreements, and handling the Middle East and Cyprus crises dropped 

in }1'ay and August as well.· In March and September, these favorable scores 

for Dr. Kissinger were five to ten points higher. (Harris) 

Traditionally, Americans in the upper-income, managerial-professional 

and college-educated. groups have been the strongest supporters of U.S. foreign 

policies. Dr. Kissinger has the backing of these groups generally, but he 

also has gained the support of much of the middle-class as well. In April, 

in the midst of Vietnam's collapse, Gallup found white-collar workers and 

middle-income groups ($10-20,000 per year) to be almost as likely to give 

Dro Kissinger favorable marks for his performance as the upper social-class. 

Public ratings on President Ford's. performance in office seemed to 

react t8 domestic and economic developments more than foreign policy events. 

His overall ratings started off rather low in 1975; probably as a result of 

the recession. Throughout most of the year, favorable ratings on the President's 

handling of foreign policy matters generally showed little change. (Gallup, 

Harris, ~ magazine). 

Yet, some exceptions to this pattern occured. The President's highest 

overall ratings came in the wake of the Mayaguez affair (Harris, May). 

Favorable marks for the President's handling of the Middle East crisis 
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jumped from 26 percent in April to 42 percent in October, probably as a result 

of the Sinai agreement (Harris). 

Only minorities gave Congress favorable scores on foreign policy matters. 

About a third (33-36%) considered Congress' perfo~mance as either excellent 

or good in working for peace in the world or keeping the U.S. strong militarily. 

Even fewer (17-16%) gave Congress high marks for ·handling the energy crisis. 

(Harris: January, March, July) 

Use of American Troops 

Events in Southeast Asia in 197> prompted questions on American willingness 

to use troops to keep defense commitments. In April, Harris found the public 

evenly split (44-43%) on whether or not the U.S. should fight limited wars 

to help American allies, even if it meant little chance of clear-cut victory. 

Also in April, Gallup found less than a majority of Americans willing 

to send American troops to help such traditional allies as England, Mexico, 

Philippines, West Germany, Japan and Israel stop Communist-supported attacks 

on their soil. Many more Americans, however, were willing to send aid to these 

countries to stop Communist-backed attacks, which when added to the numbers 

in favor of sending troops, amounted to majorities of the public (54 to 76%) 

willing to help America's allies. 

Military Assistance 

In principle, majorities of Americans opposed the United States either 

giving milita.ry aid (65%) or selling arms to other countries (53%). In March, 

Harris also found half to three-quarters of Americans agreeing that military 

aid programs make other countries too dependent on the U.S., get this country 

too involved in the affairs of other countries, aggravate· relations with other 

countries, encourage dictatorships to use their power against their own 
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people, lead to support of military-controlled governments, hurt our own 

economy and do not help our national security. 

.,> 

Large numbers (but not majorities), however, feel American military 

assistance strengthens our political friends abrGad, provides a good substitute 

for using American troops and helps pe0ple in other countries live better. 

Other Aspects of U.S. Foreign Relations 

~ magazine (August) found a souring attitude towards detente with the 

Soviet Union. More Americans (h5%) felt the USSR got, more out of detente 

than the United States (3%). About three in 10 believed neither side gained 

an advantage. 

In July, Harris found the public generally opposed to using tactical 

nuclear weapons in Korea (52% opposed, 32t in favor), but the use .of troops 

to defend the South against invasion received a more even reaction (h6% 

oppooed, 39% in favor). Majorities of Californians in May preferred a pull-out 

of American troops in Kerea and Thailand rather than· fighting Communist 

attacks or insurgencies in those countries. 

Despite the General Assembly's vote on Zionism, majorities of Americans 

in December would~ favor pulling out of the United Nations, according to 

both Gallup and Harris. Nonetheless, only a minority felt the U.N. was 

doing a good job, even before the Zionism vote. In December, Harris found 

about half of the public (49%) willing to cut American funds to the U.N. 
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3. U.S. Middle East Policies 

"In the Middle East situation, are your sympathies more with 
Israel or the Arab states?" 

Israel 
Arab states 
Neither, both 
Not sure 

(Harris 

Jas~ 

7 
30) 41% 
11) 

Surveys, 1975) 

December 
li2'.t 
5 

38) 53% 
1~) 

Three major events in 1975 highlighted U.S. policies in the Middle 

East: the breakdown of Kissinger's shuttle diplomacy in March, the Sinai 

agreement in September and the U.N. Zionism resolution in November. Despite 

these events, a gradual erosion in sympathy for Israel occurred,which by the 

end of the year showed about half of the public not taking any side in 

the dispute. However, Israel continued receiving strong support among the 

politically active, articulate elements of the public throughout. 1975. 

Sympathies 

Since 1967, Americans have generally favored Israel over the Arab states 

in the Near East dispute, with support for Israel increasing during times 

.of war. During other times, including i975, from four to six in 10 Americans 

.favored neither side or had no opinion. This 1•uncommi tted" group usually 

equalled or exceeded the number supporting Israel. 

During 197.5, both Gallup and Harris found support for Israel greatest 

at the beginning of the year. As we shall see later, many Americans had 

blamed the recession on the rapid rise in oil prices generated by the Arab 

oil-producing countries, and this may have reflected in str0ng support for Israelo 

With the breakdown of shuttle diplomacy in March, Ga~lup found sympathy 

for -Israel to slip from 44 to 37 percent, with the proportion of "uncommitted" 

Americans (favoring nei too r side or no _opinion) rising from hB to S.5 percent. 
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Support for •••• 
Israel 
Arab states 
Neither, both 
Not sure, no opinion 

JanuarY: 
44% 
8 

24) 48% 
24) 

Aprii 
3 
8 

24) 55% 
31) 

While the U.N. Zionism resolution may have arrested the trend towards 

non-cormnitment, Harris' findings did not show any great increase in support 

for Israel as a result (see table at beginning of this chapter). When 

considering the negative reactions to the resolution and the loss of support 

for the U.N. among Americans, the Zionism resolution appeared to generate 

more unfavorable feeling for the U.N. than sympathy for Israel's cause. 

Throughout 1975, both Gallup and Harris found the higher-income, college

educated and professional-managerial occupation groups more likely to support 

Israel than the public at large. As noted earlier, these were the same groups 

which supported Dr. Kissinger most strongly and showed the greatest likelihood 

to get involved in political activity. The failure of shuttle diplomacy in 

March, however, caused even these groups to somewhat reduce their support 

for Israel. Younger members of the public were the most volatile. According 

to Gallup, between January and April, support for Israel among those under 

30 years of age slipped from 52 to 41 percent while the number of "uncommitted .. 

youth increased from 36 to 49 percent. 

After the Zionism resolution, those under 30, according to Harris, were 

no more likely to support Israel than the public at large. At this point, 

however, Harris found liberals and Democrats more likely tG support Israel 

than the general public. 

Statewide surveys in California and Iowa in May and June showed about 

the swie support for the different partjes found in the national surveys 

during the first half of the year. 
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As noted earlier, Americans generally took a dim view of rrdlitary assistance 

programs, particularly when Vietnam was a fresh memory. In January and March, 

however, Harris found a solid majority of Americans (65 and 64 percent 

respectively) willing to supply Israel with military equipment to offset 

Soviet aid to Egypt and Syria. In May, about the ~ame percentage of Californians 

(62%) preferred to stay neutral in & new Middle F.ast war rather than help 

Israel (28%) or the Arab states (2%) with troops or supplies. Should have 

Israel's very survival been at stake, about equal numbers of Californians 

would have helped Israel (48%) as would have preferred staying neutral (44%). 

While one should be cautious in projecting the California results to 

the country at large, the threat of Soviet intervention appeared to generate 

more support among Americans for Israeli arms aid than a conflict between 

the Middle East parties themselves. 

Breakdown cf Negotiations 

The failure of Israel and Egypt to reach an agreement in March prompted 

many Americans, including a large segment of the college-educated, to adopt 

.a "plague on both your houses" attitudee About eight in 10 Americans were 

aware of that round of talks. Of those with an opinion on the question, 

larger numbers blamed both the Israelis and the Arabs for the breakdown, 

rather than just one of the parties. This pattern also characterized the 

college-educated public, usually a strong supporter of Israel° (Gallup, April). 

As a result of the breakdown of talks, about a third of the general 

public would have liked the U.S. to stay out of the dispute, compared to about 

two in 10 who would have preferred the U.S. to continue as a mediator. 
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About a third of the college-educated also preferred non-involvement, but 

about the same number would have favored an active U.S. role as mediator 

(Gallup, April). 

Sinai Agreement 

By September, an interim agreement on the Sinai had been reached with 

the active help of the United. States.· Most Americans were aware of the 

accord and a majority (56%) be lieved it would prevent another Middle Ea:st 

war,. at least. through the end of the year. However, some provisions of the 

agreement did not meet with general approval or at best caused divided opinions 

among Americans. 

At the time of the accord, Harris found most Americans who had 

an opinion on the agreerr~nt (particularly the college-educated) to consider it 

11 fair and just" to both sides., However, a large percentage (40%) had no 

opinion in that survey, which about equalled the number Gallup found to be 

unaware of the agreement. 

The provision which committed American technicians to staff radar stations 

in the Sinai was per haps the !110st well-known and debated part of the agreement. 

·Gallup found about equally divided opinion on the question among those aware 

of the accord, with SO percent in favor and hh percent opposed. More support 

-for this provision crune from Israel's traditional supporters (higher-income, 

college-educated, professional-managerial groups), as well as the under JO 

and white-collar groups. 

The aid provisions of the agreement prompted somewhat conflicting results. 

Harris found more approval (49% in favor, 20% opposed) for the principle 
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that Israel be guaranteed oil supplies to compensate for the loss of the 

Abu Rodeis fields. However, a survey sponsored by the Gannett newspapers 

found majorities disapproving the United States supplying oil to Israel 

(56%). The Gannett survey also found 64 percent ·or the Americans opposed to 

supplying $2.S billion in military and economic aid to Israel. It should be 

noted that both the Harris and Gannett surveys were conducted about the same 

time as the agreement and probably contain a large number of respondents 

generally unaware of its specific points or implicationso 

Zionism Resolution 

As noted above, both Harris and Gallup found the U.N.'s resolution 

equating Zionism with racism to cause considerable negative feeling against 

the organization. Harris also found the resolution itself to be opposed 

49 to 9 percent by Americans, particularly among Israel's strongest supporters 

(higher-income, college-educated, professio~al-managerial). This negative 

feeling cut across political and ideological lines as ,-rell. However, opinions 

toward the resolution varied among the different parts of the country with 

the Western states~ likely to oppose the resolution (64-8%) and the 

South less likely to oppose it (28-14%). 
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h. The ~conomy and Israel 

"If it came down to it, and the only way we could get Arab 
oil in enough quantity and at lower prices was to stop 
supporting Israel with military aid, would you favor or 
oppose such a move by this country?11 

Favor 
Oppose 
Not sure 

General 
Public -~ 

64 
J.8 

Elite 
Publi c 
~r 

93 
2 

(Harris Survey, ,January 1975) 

The United States began 1975 in its worst recession since World War II. 

Many Americans perceived this country as a victim of Arab oil producers in 

January, but as the year wore on and the~onomy slowly strengthened, energy 

issues became secondary to taxes and spending. New York's financial problems 

may have prompted a realization that government resources were not infinite, 

which could have implications for future domestic (and even foreign) spending., 

Confidence in the Ame~tcan Econo1!1Y 

As noted earlier, inflation and unemployment were considered the main 

problems facing this country in 1975. During the year, accoroing to surveys 

conducted by the Conference Board and the University of Michigan, consumer 

confidence in the economy slowly gained ground and personal buying plans 

beca~e more expansive. However, Gallup, in December, still found pessimism 

to prevail for most Americans, but. at a lesser magnitude than had been found 

in 1974. 

Energy 

At the beginnir.g of the year, Harris found three-quarters of the public 

blallling 1•foreign oil producers raising prices on crude oil" as the cause 

of inflation. Slightly fewer (64%) blamed rtforeign oil producers" or "Arab 

oil producing countries" as the causes of recossion. By September, Americans 

continued to blame oil- rich Arab countries, but also spread the blame for 
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inflation to other causes such as oil companies, businessmen, middlemen, 

worldwide inflation or spending by Congress. Thus, ·the public seemed to become 

less likely to put total responsibility for the problems of the economy on 

the Arab oil producers. This could have been a r~sult of rising confidence 

in the economy, a growing accomodation with high energy prices, or New York's 

financial problems (a major news story at that time). 

Even in January, the Arab oil threat did not stinru.late many Americans 

to resort to drastic measures. Should the Arabs have imposed another oil 

boycott, Gallup (January) found only one in 10 willing to use force and about 

a quarter in favor of imposing economic sanctions against the Arabs., Most of 

those with an opinion on the question favored stronfer measures to become 

self-sufficient in energy. Also in January, Harris found about two-thirds 

of the general public and nine in 10 11elite" Americans unwilling to reduce 

American support for Israel in order to gain .more Arab oil at lower prices. 

Throughout the year, both Gallup and Harris found a willingness to give 

tax breaks to domestic companies and de-regulate domestic prices to increase 

energy supplies at home, even if higher prices would result. In October, 

Harris also found fewer Americans engaging in energy-saving practices such 

as lowering thermostats, driving less often and limiting gasoline purchases. 

Truces and_ -~,e_endin~-· 

Probably the most serious economic news in 1975 was the financial plight 

of New York City. In October, Gallup found about three-quarters (77%) of the 

public following this news in the media. Both the Conference Board and 

University of Michigan reported slight·drops in their consumer confidence 

indices while New York daninated the headlines. This issue also catapulted 
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"taxes and spending" into one of the leading concerns of the American public 

by December (Harris). 

American opinions were generally split over whether to guarantee New 

York's bonds or give the city outright aid (bond-guarantees had somewhat 

more supporters). Younger members of the public ( under 30) generally were 

more sympathetic to helping New Yorko 

In August, Gallup found about equal numbers supporting fictitious 

candidates who either favored higher spending levels to spur economic g?owth 

(h6%), or spending limits to balance the budget (42t). By October, Gallup's 

results showed more Americans supporting candidates willing to cut the number 

of federal employees five percent a year for the next four years (53% in favor, 

31% opposed), and two-thirds (67%) supporting President Ford's proposal 

to cut truces and government spending by the same amount. 

No surveys tested proposals for cutting foreign aid or military assistance 

in order to lower taxes, but considering the general lack of support for these 

programs to start with, one suspects that Americans would have largely 

·ravored cutting overseas spending as an. economy measure. 

. , 
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Mr. Al llie ■enbu 

P.O. Box 1116 
Columbus, Georg 

Dear Als 

Your lett r of J f 
Senator Bunn reached 
Rabbi Schindler. He' 
and I know h will 

Fondest regards to you 
beautiful and rewarding ■ 

July 12, 1978 

Bdith J. Miller 

to you from 
enc• of 

k late in uly 
be of inter at. 

wiahea for a 

Aaai ■tant to the Preaid nt 



Al Riesenburger, CLU 
Career Agent 
Godwin Agency 
P.O. Box 1116 
Columbus, Georgia 31902 
(404) 323-6426 

Georgia International Life Insurance Company 
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Hr. Al Riesenburger 
ilox 1116 
Columbus, Georgia 31902 

Dear Al: 

WASHINGTON, O .C . 20510 

June 16, 1978 

I appreciate your communication expressing concern 
over the Administration's proposed sale of jet fighter 
aircraft to Israel, Egypt, and Saudi Arabia. As you know, 
on May 15 the resolution of disapproval was defeated in 
the Senate by a vote of 54-44. I voted with the minority 
to disapprove the sale, primarily because of the timing 
of the sale with regard to continued progress towards 
peace in the Middle East. 

I believe that the Soviet Union and its Cuban allies 
are carefully and deliberately surrounding the oil-rich 
Persian Gulf. I also believe that both Egypt and Saudi 
Arabia, which are in the forefront of the forces of m:>d
eration in the Arab world, have a legitimate need to rood
ernize and upgrade their military forces. Both countries 
face growing threats to their security posed by such Soviet 
client states as Iraq, Libya, Syria, South Yemen, and 
Ethiopia. 

The F-15s being sold to Saudi Arabia cannot be de
livered prior to 1982. For this reason, I believe that 
this arms sale will have very little impact upon the Mid-
East military balance for the next three to four years. 
It does, however, have a large psychological impact, and 
I was afraid that regardless of the outcome of the vote 
in the Senate, the "losing" side will be less likely to 
make the concessions necessary to promote a peace settle
ment in the Hiddle East. For this reason, I joined with 
Senator Jackson and Senator Moynihan in a letter to President 
Carter urging him to delay submitting the proposed sale to 
the Congress pending further movement toward a peace settle-
ment. I am enclosing a copy of this letter for your information. 

I also worked for a compromise which could have avoided 
any of our friends in the }~ddle East feeling that they had 
lost the Senate vote, but all such efforts failed. 

, .. 

... 
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I believe that in tho lon1~ r1111 11 111· nh l.n JlilllCO I 11 

the llidclle East c1m only lrn brought alwut th rough improved 
relationo between Er,ypt, Israel and Saudi Arabia. Although 
I would have preferred to see the ·sale postponed pending 
further peace efforts, I am hopefu_l that my fears will 
not be realized and that all three countries will realize 
that their security can best be protected by moderation 
and compromise which will lead to peace in the Hiddle 
East. 

I am also hopeful that these sales will not interfere 
with the long-standing relationship between our country an<l 
Israel. I believe that the Senate and the Administration 
are <letermine<l to continue to maintain this U.S.-Israel 
friendship. 

I appreciate your sharing your views with me on this 
very important issue, and hope that you will continue to 
advise me on matters of 

Sam Nunn 

Enclosure 

01:1 ..; -

, , 

t .. 
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The President 
The White H~use 
Washing~on, D. C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 

April 25, 1978 

-
" ...... ,., 

.. , . "' t.\ ( 0 1 .... ,, <>••111 t\i.111 f --

'W\·•··• .... ,DI, 0 C IUUO 

Without getting into the substance of your proposal to sell 
sophisticated aircraft to Saudi Arabia, · Israel and Egypt, we write to 
address the issue of the timing of the Administrati'on's request to the 
Congress to authorize a new arms "pi'l:ckage." 

There is no doubt that the proposal will face an intensive and 
divisive -debate i.n the Senate where the · outcome is uncertain. Indeed, 
there are strong indications that a majority of · the · Senate wi11 vote 
to disapprove ·at least one of the proposed · sales~ • We share what we 
believe to be the overwhelming sentiment of the · Senate that the package 
not now be presented for deb.ate and decision . ." · • •• 

Our national effort would be far better directed toward encouraging 
a peace between Israel and Egypt. to reinforcing the promising elements 
of the Sadat - Begin dialogue· and to bringing those negotiatio.ns to a 
favorable conclusion. Wer e . the pr oposed ·arms sales presented to the 
Congress following a peace bet ween Israel and Egypt, there is no doubt 
that it would re·ceive favorable consideration ·in the · Co_ngress. 

Approval by t he Congress with a consensus rather·. than the· probable 
rejection of par t of the package after a bitter controversy is clearly 
in the· national· interest. A delay would facilitate an intensified 
negotiation effort . . 

Once _a peace agreement has· been reach eel, the Congressional attitude 
toward the· provision of sophisticate~ weapons to the parties would be 
very different from what it is today~ In the · aftermath of a peace 
agreement, the atmosphere in which the· arms -proposals · would be considered 
would be far more conducive to the outcome you desire. · 

-
For all these reasons we believe that a delay of ·a few months is 

essential. It would provide additional time and additional incentives 
for the realization of a peace accord. It would spare the country and 
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our friends in the Middle East a debate certain to be marked by bitterness 

and contention. We hope -that you ·will give serious ,consideration to this 

proposal; and we stand ready, · individually, to assist in. the efforts to 

bring abo~t a peace in the Middle East . . 

Sincerely, 

1\_ . Q "--\,.;. ~ 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan, U.S.S. Sam Nunn, U.S.S . 
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ABRAHAM RIBICOFF, CONN . . CHAIRMAN 

JOHN L . MC CLELLAN, ARK. 
HENRY M. JACKSON, WASH . 
EDMUND S . MUSKIE, MAJNE 
LEE M ETCALF, MONT , 
THOMAS F . EAGLETON, MO. 
LAWTON CHILES, FL.A . 
SAM NUNN, GA . 
JOHN GLENN, OHIO 
JIM SASSER, TENN. 

CHARLES H . PERCY, ILL. 
JACOB K. JAVITS, N .Y. 
WILLIAM V. ROTH, JR . , DEL 
TED STEVENS, ALASKA 
CHARLES MCC . MATHIAS, JR. , MD. 
JOHN C . DANFORTH, MO. 
H . JOHN HEINZ Ill, PA. 

RICHARD A . WEGMAN 
CHIEP' COUNSEL AND STAFF DIRECTOR 

COMMITTEE ON 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20510 

June 5, 1978 

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

Dear Alex: 

On my return from abroad, Mr. Campbell 
related to me his telephone conversation with 
you. 

You are alway s welcome at my office 
whenever you are in Washing ton . 

With all my best. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Abe Ribicof f 



• 

Mr. Michael Roth 
32 Norman Drive 
Rye, N.Y. 10580 

Dear Mike: 

May 19, 1978 

M ny thanks for all your efforts in regard to the package 
deal on the sale of aircraft. We trieq ou best but the 
pressures from Ad,li istration sources were just too great 
to overcome. Bonethc less, I m de ply grateful for your 
help. 

I hope your meeting with Torczyner and lein are friutful. 

With warmest regards , I am 

Sincer ly, 

Al e xande r M. Schindler 

\ 
\ 

\ 



From the desk of 

Michael Roth 

5/15/78 

Dear lex; 

The enclosed mailgram 

was sent to Senators Baker , Lugar, 

Mathias , Danforth , Domenici, Chafee , 

oth~a~rson. Hope it helps . 

I have a date with 

Jacques Torcziner on Thursday~ 

Thanks for your help. ~ 

Let's stay in touc h. 

~ 



~ MAl~GRAM S!RVIC! :C!NT.!R 
•' MibDLETCWN, VA, 1Z 64! 
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► MlCMA!L .RCTM 
J2 NORMAN DR 
AV! NY 10180 
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,1u•••J•e1 MGM TDflN R'tl 1NV too ,os-1a toi,, :esT 
ZlP 
SENATOR tMOIORD ·l~l<!R 
US SENAT! 
108MlNGT0N DC '20110 ,, . . , 
I 81'.RCNGLY UAG! -~ou 110 ~OT! A(UlNIT i' TMI 1,AOPCIIC ,IAL:! ie, Ai-e~,,, ,· ,a 
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ISRAEL TO MAI<! 00NC!ll!0N8 ,10 ,MiT H! :CltN ·AUN r~ l 1•10 10~ A ,it;;«TF,CR~ 101' 
MieDLE EAST ll!AC!MAl<!R, 111u11:,,:1 .LONC ·tt~M IUllVtVAL 1, .. ,.~ !MCRr 
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MICMAEL ROTM ·II N01:UOiN DR 1RY! NV lOIIO 

11iOO !ST 
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Plaza 2-1616 

CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS 
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS 

515 PARK AVENUE NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022 
Cable Address : COJOGRA 

Statement by Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler, chairman, 
Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish 
Organizations, commenting on the Senate vote to back 
jet sales to the Middle East: 

In narrowly rejecting the resolution of disapproval of the arms 
package, the Senate has accepted President Carter at his word. 
Now it is up to the President to make his word good. 

Mr. Carter argued that sending arms to Egypt and Saudi Arabia 
would encourage the forces of "moderation" in the Middle East and 
promote the cause of peace. Now it is up to the President to 
bring Egypt back to the negotiating table and to win the public 
support of Saudi Arabia for the renewal of the peace process. 

The President's Secretary of Defense, in an unusual seven-page 
letter to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, gave his 
assurances that 60 F-15's for Saudi Arabia would be used for 
defensive purposes only. By that action, the President assumed 
a solemn moral obligation to honor those assurances to the letter. 

We are confident that all Ame.ricans who believe, as we do, that 
the security of Israel is an essential ele~ent of our own 
country's security will join us i n this declaration: that 
President Carter has bound himself and his successors in the 
W~ite House to the proposition that the F-15 fighter bomber will 
never be used against Israel. 

Meanwhile, Israel remains at war and under siege, its security 
dangerously imperiled by the Carter package. If there is to be 
peace and if Israel is to be secure, our country must redress 
t he dangerous arms imbalance resulting from the President's arms 
package. For America's own interests, for the cause of peace 
and for t he security of our democratic ally Israel, our country's 
original corn.mitment to provide a full complement of arms to 
Israel must now be honored. 

Tuesday, 16 May 1978 



Rabbi Max A. Shapiro 
Temple I ■ rael 
2324 Bmerson Avenue, lo. 
Minneapoli ■, Minn. 55f 

Dear Max 

It waa good chatting w 
for you effort ■ in re9a 
many thanks. 

We did our beat but I guea 

May 18, 1978 

tion sources was just too m ch to~ 
me, however, 1 ■ that the Jewish oom 
accused of being "brutal" whil 
of preaaure on member■ of the 
and economic aouroea. 

With warmest regard■ from house to 

Sincerely, 

dDJiniatra
•• bother■ 
■ being 

• i ■ said 
big t,u■ine ■■ 

Alexan••r N. Schindler 



May 18, 1978 

Dear Rudi: 

Just a note to express my gratitude to you for •contact
ing Senator Baker on th package deal. We did our best 
but the pressure from Administration sources was just 
too much to beat. But I m grateful for yo r efforts 
and support. 

It was goo~ to learn that you mother made such a re
markable recovery. Prayers can be answered! 

Rhea joins me in sending fondest regards from house to 
house. We look forward to s eing you and Honey in June. 

Mr. Rudi E. Scheidt 
P.O. Box 193 
Memphis, Tenn. 38101 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 

\ 

A \ 



May 18, 1978 

Dear Barbara and Gu■ a 

Ju■t a note ~o eapr••• ay gratitude to you for contac~-
in9 Seaator •••••r i regard tot ackage deal•••• 
•• gave it a 9004 ~ri ~ h o• A 
tion eourc•• wae j•• 

Rhea join• 

Mr. an4 Mra. Qua , J•. 
1214 Chiolterinci 
•••hville, Tenn. 

ler 



Mr. Al Rieaenburger 
1622 Iri• Drive 
Coluiabua, GA. 31906 

Dear Als 

3u■ t a word to expr••• 
effort• in contacting 
the paekag• deal vote 
with aucce•• in ao■e i 
Senate fro■ A4miniatra 
to beat. 

May 18, 1978 

Rhea join■ me in ■ending w r •~ 
Bileen. •• look forward t •-1 

t• you ancl 
J •• 

et 
the 
at 



Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 

Morris Amitay 

May 2, 1978 

One of our Boar4 member• in Grand aapide ■hared the followin9 information with aea 

"Saw our Con9r aaman here today - Harold Sawyer• and we ■poke about the Mid Ba ■t Arm■ Sale packag and Harold ~ol4 •• he will vote against it - he changed hi ■ po■ition from hia original atand." 

Warm• t regards. 



,... 

ef!'rom the desk of 

~ MORRIS J. AMITA Y 
Executive Director 
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BOSTON GLOBE 9 MAY 1976, Pg 27 (11) 

Soviet-Egyptian rift may be patched so 
arms can flow · from MoSCow to -·Cairo 

By William Beecher . • 

!AIRZL ~• are 
. t _.&l)li the 

Soviet ·Union are .e-iomly 
oonaidering patching up 
thir bftter- dUbtcn~ to 
opa the ~ for Rusaian . 
arm.s ·· llld ~ - parts to 
flow hebt' a,pin., • • 

:zoPUap : -~ent 
Anwa: Sadaf 11imounced 
two yean ago that hill na
tion would no longer rely 
on the Soviets for arms. 
Relations between the two 
nations have $ince deterio
rated. 
' Dipl~tic ~~ Egyp.. 

t.ian so~ say qi,riet, ten-:. 
tat.ive ste~ towarj,recon ... 
ciliation 1-tnave "Neently 
been taken· on Egypt's part 
because it rcis becomj.pg 
persuade4 it ~probably is 
not going to acquire more 
than marJjnal alternative 
~ supplies in !ke West. 
?he Soviets, f~1,heir part, 
~ their Mideut (position 
rapidly erodini, a1 ~ 
ll~ted Sta~, .~n.nce, 
Britain and Chuia build 
their influence. 

'. United Press Interna-
tio~ ~ed, .• wt . ·a 
w~tim.,tn~ 
sa!d..tha. Sovie.t Union has 
Q:reed to send a high
Jevel delegation to Egypt 
next fall in an effort fo 
impren Moscow's deterio
r.tini relations with 
Cairo. 
• Rowe El~Youssef said in 

today's issue that the So
'Viets agreed to send a del
t¥&tion at the ,uggestion 
qf • Yu1oslav President 
.1-0li.p l3rdi! Tito. 
; It is tmderslood that the 

Russi~ embassy here has 
~ ,telling the Kremlin 
tbat unless it patches 
thiius up ,wj,1h Cairo by 
ttie end bt thls year, . Egypt 
~•1 have already signed 
lone-term contracts that 

-~ commit it to re-equi.,
ping its -~~ed fprc~ with 
western ~eapons. 
: llldeed, for more than a 

year Sadat has held off. a 
decwon on whether to 
u,n a lQng_--term contract- . 
with France tor co pro
duction of the Mirag1. Fl 
fi1nter-bomber at an old 
plane factory i~ He~wan. 
Ue is saiq, . t,,P h11,ve hored 
that. onoe· pt;._-;t the elec-

tions, the United States 
might agree to provide 
F5£ fighters, which are 
cheaper and • easier to 
maintai1;1. i 

But after the heated 
congres~ional debate over 
w sale of six Ci30 !f_ans
PQOS to Egypt, gov~n
!J1$nt leader~ here thin.: a 
big F5 deal probably 19 IM 
in'the cards, even 11 Pri!s1-
dent !ford 1s elected, and ~::Z!r ~ wl . .~ steps 
toward reconciliation be
tween Moscow and Cairo 
are the following: 

-Russia h..s indicated a 
readiness tQ sign a new 
five-year ~ade agreement 
with Egypt that would not 
tequire · a,n\lal rene&otia
tioJU. It .is1i.11ldentood that 
terms are being ' secretly 
negotiated. 

-Soviet officials have 
passed the word to Egyp
tians the•:fmay be rea<iy to 
supply arfns . again. The 
Soviet ambassador to 
Egypt last week as:ked for 
and got , an appointment 
with Gel\. Muhammed 
Gamasy, the minister ~f 
war. Sources.here noted 1t 
was un:,recedented for a 
•Russian ambassador to ask 
for a private meeting with 
,the war minister rather 
.than with the foreign min
ister or the presfdent. 

-The , Soviets recently 
called for a two-stage re
sumption of the Geneva 
conference with the Pales

"tinians present at the first 
·stage, but not n~essar)lY 
on an eqtt1ll footing ,.-;1th 
the others. The Egyptians 
regard .thi~ as a· si&nificant 

. ·soviet shift _to .their -posi-
tion. , 

-After the death of 
Marshal Grechko, the So
viet defense • minister, 

: '!:gypt initially had in
tended to have Its minister 
ot housing, wh<1 was in 
Moscow, rtpresent the na
tion at the funeral. In
stead, Ge.neral G.amasy 
flqw to Moscow for the 
rites. 1'. 

While President Sadat is 
said to be angry at the 

' nussians, • most recently 
for forbidding India 'to sell 
him spare parts for his 
MIG fighters, sources here 
feel he would bow to pres-

sure tr<itft' hi.a generals to 
re.neYt'. ~ ~ovi~t connection 

- lf the Russians made 
the deal attractive 
enough, and i! it could be 
presented publicly as Mos-

':tl°W commg back with 
. nat in hand. • 

But. if the Russians are 
invited back, sources here 
believe it probably would 
be on a more or less equal 
footing with Western arms 
sources, who would be 
kept for leverage a_gainst 
another cutoff and to help 
build up an Egyptian arms 
industry. And the Russians 
would not again be per
mitted to operate from 
airfields and naval bases 
as i! they owned thoem. _ .. 

"The Egyptians are 
coming to the realization 
that only two countries, 
the Soviet Unior.. ;;,nd the 
United States, have a suf
ficiently large defense in
dustry to provide the 
quality' ot weapons they 

need and on a time scale 
that makes military sense, 
commented one diplomat. 

Despite the fanfare at
tending the visit of Egyp
tian Vice President Hosny 
Mobarak to · Peking; it is 
un-derstood • China- agreed 
only to provide Egypt 
with 20 more engines for 
the nearly obsolescent 
MIG l 7 fighter, added to 
the 30 MIG engines it 
promised . e·a~!Te;, 10 e;..: 
gines far M14 helicopters, 
10 engines for IL28 light 
bombers, and 30 engines 
for T54 tanks. 

\Yhil,e China Qil_ert4 ~l 
the engines free, including 
delivery, the quantity in
volved will not make a 
dent in -Egypt's increasing- , 
ly urgent needs if it is to 
keep its Russian planes 
and tanks operating. 

And despite the large 
quantities of arms mcn
titmcd in speculative re
ports about President Sa-
4at's recent trip to Europe, 
eourcee say actual deal• 
were quite modest. 
_ Relatively_ spea,lr..i.;i1, 13-. 
raell forces are a good deal 
stroneer than before the 
1973 war and Egyptian 
forces are • s9mewhat 

weaker. ll1, purely military 
terms, the Egyptians re
tain the capability of a 
limited offensive aim~ 
not at territory Wt at in
ilicting heavy casualties 
on Israeli forces, compe
tent sources believe. -c-

"They're not about to go 
to war," ·said one experi
enced observer. '.'.r9r one 
b-ii~ it would destroy 
President Sadat's strategy 
o1. attackifli his massive 
ec~nomic problems by at
tracting Western i1west
ment. But the capability is 
there for military action. 

"Mean.while Sa<iat will 
remain, patient for a while 
to see bow ·the econemic 
g&mble .. goes and what 
progres9·is made in nego~ 
tiations at least well into
l9']7, before readdressing' 
the situation." 

; . , 



Mr. A. D. Capen, Chairman 
Ridgefield World Study Group 
SS Prospect Street• Apt. 15 
Ridgefield, Conn. 06877 

Dear Mr. Capen: 

March 23, 1976 

I have your letter of Much U ad I • nallJ aurpriaecl bf it• tone. It doe• 
not reflect the kind of epirit of per~tloa wldcb 1• inherent in the word 
"study" which ia included in the titlA of you gnup. 

I have not the vagueat iclea where ,au •• tu t legra wbioh you quote. Suf
fice it to aay that the muaap which va, -.ctua11y relay.ad to Preaident JPord 
in no wise contained any of tboH "thnat•" and ''dictates" with which you 
charge me and the organizationwhlch I ~reMnt. 

I do not have a copy of the telegra but I hav a oopy of an earlier letter I 
sent to President Pord which more truly nlleete our view• aud which, u you 
will see, la fully aup,-tive of the domiunt thrust of preaent American 
foreign policy. 

It aeema to me that any group whlch label• itself a study group and which 
above all is representing a group of AMricans should take the trouble to 
listen to all aide■ of iaaues and top beyond an extract printed in a news
paper and the interpolation that may or may not have been given to it by a 
journalist before sending off den.unciatry letters which also contain all 
manner of threats. 

I do not like to be challenged by threat■• I like to be challenged by ideas 
and to those I am willing to listen and that ii the American ideal for which 
I fought and for which I received many rows of medal■ which entitle me to 
speak. 

If you would like to have an exchange on that level I w:111 be glad to continue 
our dialogue. 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 

bee: Yehuda Hellman 
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Ridgefield C-World Study Group 
A. D. CAPEN, CHAIRMAN 

55 PROSPECT STREET, APT 15 - RIDGEFIELD, CONN., 06877 

.arch l'.:., 1976 

~~bbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Conference of residentA of. ajor 

American Je,ish Organizations 
515 Par'k . venue 

e ~ York, . Y. 10017 

Dear Rabbi Schindler : 

Your org«~nizri,tion repreRentin 3 ::2 Je ish proups , in a recf>nt 
telegram to President Ford thrcfltening .. r. Ford's chances for el
ection by Je, ·i:::h voters, hq,s increased t' e continninrr buildina up 
o f r a ncor by man) mericans . 

The strong-armed tactics by Jewish ora-anizC1 tions a.nd lobbyii:>ts 
dema.ndin inc rea.sed i l i ta.ry a id , o ten Pi ven As ~rants to l srael, 
and o position to six C- 130 military transnorts to gypt has not only 
ca.used deen concern but lJi tter resentment among increasing numbers of 
Americans . . ore an<l morP are beco i:n!J' aware of t 1e strangle-halo that 
Israel, "'n Rggressor nation and ioni:=:ts in this co11ntry are exertin('!'. 

, e hope that anti J ewish discrinination would not result from 
these ar-gressive actions, 1hich are no lonO'er payinp off , i f indeed 
th0y ever djc1. J n the contrary the have arouse the public to the 
aflnger o 0 a small militant foreirrn nati~n dictn~in~ united ~tu tes 
nolicy. nd Israel' s determa ti on to fore e its wi 11 in the Midd 1 e Last 
by violent means. 

lt iA repartee~ that Isrflel L a ain nema,nc1ing ershing -nissiles 
,·hile endeL-vorinP· t o r0vent sJT1 a ll requests from Arab na.tions. ,e 
hope thnt you are a are that tis is not beina overlooke<l o- i~nored 
by t e majority o f n f>onle in this crrnntry. 

Sincerely yours, 

n.J),c_~ 
.... D . C~;oen, Chairman 




