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e JEMORANDUM

From Albert Vorpsan

9 .
Date 5/17/78

To Regional Directors
Copies

Subject post-Mortem on the Carter Arms Package

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-

lTiminary thoughts

1) Many of you did extraordinary jobs on very short notice in reaching key
people. Even though many of the Senators were a]ready Tixed in cement, committed
to the Acministration and not amenable to persuasion, I felt that our Washington
office, our regional directors and of course, Schindler himself made very substan-
tial inputs in building strong opposition to this dangerous package. We are
most grateful to you, for dropping other things to p1unge into this.

2) It is imperative that those Senators who withstood the extraordinary heat
put on by the Administration and its friends now get letters and telephone calls
of appreciation. They took plenty of pressure and must hear that we are grateful

and aware.

3) Some Administration spokesperson and media mayvins 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 who voted with the Administration
(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 1ike a Sunday school.
Moreover, I believe that if Israel had rejected the entire package at the

very beginning (including planes for Israel) , we would 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 placate 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 dangerous precedent, but let's not fall into the trap of hyster1ca] charges
and oven_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

V
\/ Union of American Hebrew Congregations
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Administration (33 to 28).

6) David Saperstein will be“sending you some of the fascinating tidbits of
the debate, as well as the behind-the-scenes scenarios, as soon-as 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 reso-
Tution will say will be determined by a small committee drawn from the Commission
on Social Action, ARZA, Israel Commission, and UAHC Board.

8) MWe should exploit this emotional and dramatic turn of ‘events (the "water-
shed 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 7or Jewish solidarity.

Bestest.



JEWISH APPEAL

-

THE NEW YORK TIMES, MONDAY, MAY 8, 1978

Prime Minister Menachem Begin’s
visit to the United States has taken
place in an atmosphere marred—if one
reads the /mewspapers regularly—by
roiling 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 dialogue 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
picture?

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 policy differ-

The Jews and Carter

By Alexander

M. Schindler

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 this 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-go-subtle
form of pressure, even when we were
promised, before'the election and since,
that neither arms nor economic aid
would ever be used by our Govern-
ment as a means'to lean on Israel.
~ All the same there are aspects of
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 hilat-
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 compe! our com-
munity’s concern and here we have

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,
even as his appointed staff played a
crucial role in rescuing not a few
young women from the 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 well 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 for 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 long
last that insane nuclear arms race that
threatens to annihilate us all.

The Administration’s willingness and

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.

P



October 14, 1976

General Brent Scowcroft
The White House
W‘m; D.C.

Dear General Scoweroft:

\

Thank you very much for your respouse to my telegram
on the matter of the military equipuent which was seat
to Saudi Arabia.

While our views are obviously mot fully ia harmony, I

want Co assure you that I will give your response the
widest possible distribution among our coustituents.

With warm good wishes, I am
Sincerely,

Ragbi Alexander 1. Schindler
Chalrman

2]
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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
(a expressing concern over ths sale of certain military equipment
to Saudi Arabia.

¢
;,'f 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
St U.S. foreign policy will not change. We are committed to the
~ security and integrity of the State of Israel.

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.
T That judgment included a careful analysis of the regional military |
i balance and of Saudi Arabia's military capabilities.

i The five brigades of the Saudi Army which the U.S. is helping to
4 train and equip are responsible for the defense of an area as large
as tae 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.

- -
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The number of Sidewinder and Maverick missiles needed for the

S Saudi armed forces was determined by a U.S. military survey.

i This survey reduced the number of Sidewinders originally requested
= \'f} by Saudi Arabia. In consultation with certain Members of Congress,
it the number of Mavericks and Sidewinders proposed for sale at this
L 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
4 orders are eventually delivered will help strengthen its defense
posture but will not appreciably increase its limited capability

; for operations outside its own borders.
!3 I can readily appreciate your concern and I am pleased to share
Z (} with you our thoughts on the matter.
s
'}l%— :
i Sincerely,
e

Brent Scowcroft

BN W s? THPS 1 vl

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

Chairman '
Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations
515 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10021
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Suptember 1, 1976

Mr. Robert Jacobs
1180 Avenue of the Americas
New York, N.¥. 10036

Dear Mr. Jacobs:

Iae&tuthlihmofmwﬂtnmmhwtﬂ
letter to lMr. Rosenbaum since you were kind enough to
share a copy with me. I much appreciate your expression
of concern and would like to let you know what we have
done so far in regard to the subject of your letter.

1/ Since the news broke last Friday, I have been on the
phone constantly, Bbéth with leaders of the Administration
as well as leader of Congress, friend and foe alike, to
voice my dismay and to indicate our intention to press for
a resofution of this approval.should Secretary of State
mnmrnhuuh-thmmuhnlmm
the press.

2/ 1 asked several Presidents of our constituent organiza-
tions to make like comtact and they did.

3/ 1 was in contact, day and night, with the leaders of
AIPAC, our principle negotiator affecting legislative met~
tevs.

4/ Until late last night we felt that an acceptable com-
promise had been affected but the efforts were aborted at
the last minute. In consequence, this morning I submitted
a recommendation to a meeting of the Presidents' Confervence
and there may have to be a special emergency meeting called
before Tuesday to determine whether or not a resolution of
dismay should actually be entered. It is quite possible
that a satisfactory amendment will be adopted by the Adminis-
tration. If it is mot we will proceed with fuller force.

All that I am really trying to say is that just because
nothing appears in the press i@ does not mean that there is
no activity. We have and will be pressing on this matter
and will make it public when the time is ripe and when the
widest public reaction is needed, This is a most powerful
weapon which cannot be applied every day and on every 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

Sincerely,

Alexander 1. Schindler

¢e:; Mr, Herman Rosenbaum
Mr. Yehuda Hellman



KANAREK AND JACOBS
ACCOUNTANTS AND AUDITORS
1180 AVENUE OF THE AMERICAS
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10036

212.-57%5-0090

IRVING H. KANAREK, C.P.A.
ROBERT JACOBS, PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT

SEYMOUR KAYE August 27, 1976

Mr. Herman Rosenbaum

President

National Council of Young Israel
3 West 16th Street

New York, New York 10011

Dear Mr. Rosenbaum:

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 1if

necessary to try to stop this. What are we doing?
Once again I would like to know your ideas on this subject.

Very truly yours,

Robert Jacobs

(Yo Rabbi Schlinder
President's Conference
515 Park Avenue
New York, N.Y. 10017
4

CERTIFIED




April 28, 1976

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

Dear Senator Kemmedy:

' thanks for your letter of Ajril 15 in response to my
communication on the sale of aircraft to Egyp.t

1’"am grateful to you for taking the time to share your
¥iews with me and assure you I will, in turn, share them
‘'with our conmstituency.

With kindest greetings and every good wish, I am

Sincerely,

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Chairman



-
EDWARD M. KENNEDY
MASSACHUSETTS

AWlnifed Diafes Denafe

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

April 15, 1976

Mr. Alexander Schindler, Chrmn.
Conference of Presidents

of Major American Jewish Organiz.
515 Park Avenue

New York , New YOrk 10022

Dear Mr. Schindler:

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 would strongly oppose any sale of
arms that would 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
would effect the balance of military power and thereby diminish the chances of
peaces 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 sales.as the means to achieve that end.
While I have not opposed this specific sale of cargo plames, provided there is
a sustained effort on the part of Egypt to work for-peace, 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.

Sincerely,

r, Edfrard M, Kenned/
_



April 9, 1976

His Excellency, The American Ambassador
William Scranton

United States Mission to the United Natious
New York, New York

My Dear Mr. Scranton:

I've just returned from Israel and this is my first oppor-
tunity to express my appreciation to you. It was good
meeting with you and I am grateful to you for having taken
the time for such a get together.

I don't know if you know or not, but I did my best to
bring your words - to which there was such an overreaction
by the Israeli people and press - into proper prospective.
Ambassador Toon expressed his thanks to me for so doing.

Be that as it may, I write to express my delight at learn-
ing that you have agreed to meet with a select group of

leaders of the Presidents' Conference. I am truly pleased
we will have an opportunity to have a discussion with you
and want to assure you that we will, of course, give you
an opportunity to speak to the group before opening the

session for questiong and answers. As you know, we will
meet on Thursday, April 29 at 10:00 a.m. in the Penthouse
of 515 Park Avenuwe. I look forward to seeing you at that
time,

With kindest greetings and every good wish to you and your
dear ones for a lovely Easter, I am

sww:

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Chairman

ce: Mr, Yehuda Hellman



March 29, 1976

Senator Fred Harris
Harris for President
1812 X Street, N.W,
W“ﬁmm. D.cc 20005 i

Dear Senator Harris:

Thank you for your letter of March 11. I am grateful
to you for sharing with me your comments on military
assistance to Egypt. I shall, in turn, share your
comments with our constituents.

With kindest greetings, 1 am

Sincerely,

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Chairman



FRED HARRI

FOR PRESIDENT

March 11, 1976

Alexander M. Schindler,
Chairman,
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,

//f ;/1/7@/7/2}€;%3/2fp’“’—

\Fred R. Harris

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

Authorized, printed and paid for by Harris for President Committee: Fred Harris, Chairperson; Jim Hightower, Treasurer, 1412 K Street N.W., Washington, D. CVQDQDS
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washmgron D.C. C=c g



March 29, 1976

The Honorable Robert P. Briffén
Senator from Michigan

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Griffen:

Thank you for your letter of March 10. I appreciate
your sharing your comments with me and I shall, in
turn, share them with our constituents.

With kindest greetings, I am
Sincerely,

Rabbi Alexander M., Schindler
Chairman



?

ROBERT P. GRIFFIN
MICHIGAN

Vlnifed Diafes Denale

OFFICE OF
THE ASSISTANT MINORITY LEADER

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

March 10, 1976

Mr. Alexander Schindler,

Chairman

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,

P. Griff
U. S: Senator

RPG:1td



March 29, 1976

The Honorable Joseph R. Biden, Jr.
Senstor from Deleware
Washington, D,.C. 20510

Dear Senator Biden:

Thank you for your letter of March 17. I appreciate
your sharing your comments with me and I, in turn,
will make them known to our constituents.

With kindest greetings, I am

Sincerely,

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Ché&rman



JOSEPH R. BIDEN, JR.

‘

DELAWARE

Wlnifed Dlafes Henafle

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

March 17, 1976

Mr. Alexander Schindler
Chairman
Conference of Presidents

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

Dear Mr. Schindler:

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

I fully understand 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 commitments, and whether the C-130's are not
just symbolic items, but represent the entering wedge of a signi-
ficant amount 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.

Sincgrely,

s€éph R. Biden, Jr.
United States Senator

JRB/hfc




March 5, 1976
Dear Mr. President,

)/\I must convey to you the grave concern of the member organizations

of the Conference of Presidents, wahich is shared by many other
segments of American society at Larg , concerning the initiation

and the signaled extension of the United States military aid to Egypt.

We understand the general thrust of American Foreign Policy, which
seeks to draw Egypt into the orbit of U.S. influence. We have
therefore accepted and even supported the granting of economic

aid to Egypt, and in this context noted the nuclear capabilities
which have been granted to Egypt by America despite our fears that
this -capability will be diverted from economic to military purposes.

However, we are most strenuously opposed to mllltary assistance

to Egypt, which when seen in the context 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 requsst a response which will clarify

the administration's present position and intentions in this realm.

Alexander Schindler
Chairman



March 5, 1976
Dear Mr. Congressman or Senator,

X/I would like to take this opportunity to convey <o you the grave
concern of the member organizations of the Confersnce of Presidents
of Major American Jewish Organizations, which is shared by many
other segments of American society at large, conczrning the initiation
and the signaled extension of United States milizary aid to Egypt.

We understand the general thrust of American Forsign Policy, which
seeks to draw Egypt into the orbit of U.S. influsnce. We have
therefore accepted and even supported the grantizng of economic

aid to Egypt, and in this context noted the nuclzzr capabilities
wnich have been granted to Egypt by 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 context of arms zid and sales
supplied to a host of Arab Countries by many nations, including
America, will seriously impair that tenuous balznce of power which
presently obtains in the Middle East thus threatsning the very

security of Israel to which our government has z_ways been pledged.
We respectfully and urgently request a response <o this mailogram,
regarding your present position on this matter o profound concern.

Reszectfully yours,

Alezznder Schindler
Cheirman, Conference of
Prezidents of Major American
Jewish Organizations

AS:cm



CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS 515 PARK AVENUE

OF MAJOR NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022
PLaza 2-1616

AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS Fo o T

AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS:
February 12, 1976

American Israel Public
Affairs Committee

American Jewish Congress

American Mizrachi Women'’s The President

Qrganization The White House
American Zionist Federation Washingtons.D.C. 20500
Anti-Defamation League
B'nai B'rith Dear Mr. President:
B’nai B’rith Women - ’ '
R I write to convey to you our Conference's grave concern

with the reports given wide circulation in the public
Ce:;‘:ﬁg’:f;;’;: of press that the administration is giving serious
consideration, indeed, is about to reach a decision on

il of i i R
SOMICLE P Eedincations a program of arms aid and sales to Egypt.

and Welfare Funds (observer)
Hadassah

. £ )
T L As you know, we have been understanding of and sympa

: .y thetic with the general thrust of American foreign policy
Je:::n;{;?g:“’”c{'o“'“ which seeks to strengthen the moderate forces in the Arab
: Nk s Nk world and which has been so successful in drawing Egypt
of the USIA. 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. Not only is
this wise, but it is also morally right.

_abor Zionist Alliance
Mizrachi-Hapoel Hamizrachi

National Committee for
Labor Israel, Inc.

National Courcil of But the sale of arms to Egypt is another matter in its

Jjewish Women entirety.
National Council of
Young Israel To begin with, we see no justifiable need for such aid.
Nationa! Federation of Egypt, even now, and thanks to the lavish rearmament
Temple Sisterhoods program of the U.S.S.R., enjoys a vast superiority in
National Jewish Community arms and personnel over Israel. Does Egypt really need
Relations Advisory Council more military equipment? Does it stand under the threat
Nationai jewish Weifare Board of imminent attack? 1In a word, we fear that such sales
North American Jewish to Egypt will only further impair that tenuous balance of
Youth Council power which presently obtains and which is the necessary
Pioneer Women precondition of peace. Military supplies for Egypt must
The Rabbinical Assembly be seen in the context of the arms which are supplied to
Rabbinical Council of America Syria, Jordan, Saudi Arabia and a2 host of other Arab
Union of American Hebrew countries from a variety of sources.
Congregations
Union of Orthodox Jewish Moreover, the experience of the past has taught America
Congregations of America that once such arms are dispatched, their disposition can
United Synagogue of America never really be restrained, all promises to the contrary
Yomen's American ORT notwithstanding. No one can be certain where this
Women's League for " equipment will be sent or how it will ultimately be used.
Conservative Judaism A1 effective American control might well be lost.

wvorld Zionist Organization
American Section, Inc.

Z:onist Organization of America



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 jJourney through that land. 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. Morris J. Amitay, Executive Director
American Israel Public Affairs Committee
1341 G Street, Northwest

Washington, D.C, 20005

Dear Mr. Amitay:

Rabbi Schindler is currently out-of-the-city on a speaking tour
and is not due back until March 22. I know he will be most
grateful to you for sharing with him the report prepared for
AIPAC on American Public Opinion and Israel. Thank youttoo for
the copy of the AIPAC letter on arms sales to Egypt.

Needless to note all these materials will be brought to the
attention of Rabbi Schindler on his return and you will un-
doubtedly be hearing from him directly.

With kindest greetings, I am

Sincerely,

Edith J, Miller
Assistant to the President




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

The Dahgers of Arming Egypt

The first state visit by 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 3
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 Israelin 1967 and along with
this generous amounts of funding, technology, and investment.

Sofar, 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 3
real test of “evenhandedness” is whether the United States will become an arms supplier {4
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 &

Recognizing the Pitfalls

- ® US. arms supplies to Egypt would supplement — not supplant — existing £
Egyptian sources and stocks. President Sadat falsely asserted last Sunday on ABC'’s &5
Issues and Answers that “up until this moment, I haven't replaced any piece of arms that |
Ilostin the war.” According to the International Institute of Strategic Studies (London), ;
the Soviet-Union not only has replaced most of Sadat’s losses in the Yom 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, f§
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. s

¢ Egypt clearly has no need to procure more arms than the levels she now maintains, i3
unless she has aggressive intentions, and the acquisition of American arms could =
strengthen those elements in the Egyptian army with aggressive intentions toward Israel. 4
Israel, on the other hand, has never been a threat to the existence of Egypt or the Arab
world. 2

¢ Egyptian needs today dictate expenditures for tractors, not tanks. The people suffer £
from terrible poverty and deteriorating social services, and their government’s efforts ks
should be directed toward improving their plight, not toward preparing for another
costly war. :

e 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. §

e 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 involved in such a reckless course of action, it is hoped that the Congress will use z
better judgment. If, according to Sadat, peace between Egypt and Israel is for the next g
generation, then perhaps American arms for Egypt should wait until then also. ;

Wa\smnﬂ‘mn »l‘e“el‘ on
American polcy in te Near Eas!

S

Vol. XIX, No. 44, October 29, 1975

Viewing (he news

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 weck 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,

Foreigners
Flee Beirut
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: March 4, 1976

Dear Senator:

By now you are aware of plans to begin a military
supply relationship between the United States and
Egypt. For the reasons outlined in the enclosed
memorandum, we believe that the shipment of U. S.
military equipment to Egypt at this time would be
detrimental to progress toward peace and stability
in the area and start the United States on a course
of action whose ultimate effects have not been suf-
ficiently considered.

There is good reason to believe that anticipated
shipments go beyond six C-130 military transports
and that deliveries of advanced U. S. equipment in
significant quantities are anticipated.

We wanted you to be aware of our views and the strong
case against supplying Egypt with American military
equipment,

We would be pleased to discuss this matter fulther
with you or your staff at any time.

With best wishes,
Sincerely,

Moxrris J. Amitay
Executive Director

Enclosures

“YHE COMMITTEE CONDUCTS PUBLIC ACTION WITH A VIEW TO MAINTAINING AND
IMPROVING FRIENDSHIP AND GOOD WILL BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND ISRAEL.”



MEMORANDUM

March, 1976

, WHY NO U. S, ARMS TO EGYPT

U. S. arms supplies to Egypt would supplement -- not supplaﬁt --
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
Yom Kippur War but has added to his military capacity in some vital
areas.

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.

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.

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. -

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

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

" Finally Congress should carefully consider all the implications of

this decision before agreeing to supply Egypt with arms.

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 peaceful intentions beyond mere words. Further, time is
needed to tell how serious Sadat is both about peace with Israel and
cooperation with the United States. '



U5 WEIGHING SALE
OF ARKS TOEGYPT

N.V.7_EER_8 _ 1976

Nears Decision on Request
for Aircraft, Patrol Boats,
Missiles and Radar

By BERNARD GWERTZMAN

" Spetal 10 The Neiw Yook Times

WASHINGTON, Feb. 7—The
Ford Administration, sceking to
strengthen ties with Cairo, was
-reported today close to a major
decision to consult with Con-
gressiona! leaders on - endnig
a long-standing ban on the sale
of military equipment to Egypt.

Hizh Administration -officials
have said in interviews that a
final -decision has not yet been
made on the controversial ques-.
tion. .

But . they said that various
recommendations on how to
proceed toward lifting the em-
bargo were at the White House
the result of wecks of inter-
agency discussions in  Which
the State Department took the
lead. Because of the extreme
political sensitivity of the issue
in this election vear, the Ad-
ministration has becen moving
cautiously.

Officials said they were
aware that any decision to sell
military equipmient: to Egypt
would cause concern in Israel
and among Isracl’'s supporters,
in Congress and in geteral.
Thus, the officials said, the
Administration was determined
to take no action without first
consulting Congressional lead-
crs and cominittees.

President  Anwar el-Sadat,
“who has broken Egypt's once
close ties with the Soviet
Union, has urged the United
States for the last two years

to lift the,embargo and allow -

him to purchase a wide rangel
of military equipment to help
Ezypt overcome the loss of
arms from the Soviet Union.

President Ford and Secretary
of State Henry A. Kissinger
have shown understanding of
Mr. Sadat’s problems. Mr., Ford, |

in an cxceedingly candid inter-"

view before Mr. Sadat's visit
to this country in October, said
he believed the United States
had “an implied commitment”
to sell certain cquipment to
Lgypt. . -

When Mr. Sadat was here
he discussed military sales with
American leaders but no deci-
sions were made. Officials have
been working intensely on the
matter and categories of milita-
TY equipment sought by Egypt
have been under study.

Missiles, Planes and Radar

The rcquests from Mr. Sadat
are extensive. They include C-
130 military transport planes,
Hawk antiaircraft  missiles,
wire-guided TOW antitank
weapons, radar and communi-
cations equipment, Naval patrol
boats; and F-3E jet fighter
planes.

At the moment, a high State
Department official said, Mr.
Sadat has asked for early ac-
tion on his request for six
C-130's, which would cost
Ezypt a total of $30-million
to $40 million.

. “Ithas become a prestige
item for Egypt,” the official
added.

A Presidential decision would
be necded to allow the sale,
but the Administration has told
Congzress that nothing would
be done without consultation.

“On sales to Egypt we want
Congress in on the take-off
as well as the landing,” another
official said.

But within the Ford Adminis-
tration. many top officials have
contended that rather than go
to Congressional leaders just
on the C-130's it would be
better to discuss with them
a long-range approach to mili-
tary sales to Egypt.

‘We'll Have a Plan’

A White House official told
several Senate staff aides on
Thursday that when the Admi-
nistration decided to act on
lifting the embargo, “We'll
have a plan.” The aide, in an
interview, said that the Admi-
nistration “had learned its les-
son” in the past by being tdo
secretive on military deals and
wanted to be as candid as
possible.

“We want to bea ble to say:
‘Look we're in favor of selling
Epvpt the following items over
a onec-vear or five-yeur per-
jod.™ the White House official
said. “wWe'll be able to say:
‘Look, in 1977 Egypt would
be able to buy this from the

United States,b ut Tsrael will
have this mKuch more, so the
balance won't be up~et.””

The aide and other officials
have been e oatact with Senae
tors, Representatives and their
Gtdes because of rumors about
the sice of the projected sales.
e Consressional concern was
stirred by an article in The
Boston Globe last week that
said a decision had been made
to sell six C-130°s to Eovpt.

Kissinger Informed Rabln
Actua'ly, the formal detision
on the -€C-130 has not been
made, but Mo/ Kissinger e
formed Prime Minister Yitzhak
Rabin of Isracl last week during
his visit Liere that the Adminiss
tration woull probably ga to
Conpicss and seck approval
of the C-130 sale.

The Administration is not
legally requircd to consult Con.
gress but has begun doing SO
to avoid surprise and anger
on Capitol Hill. Last year, Con-
gress was surprised by a sale
of a $330 mi'lion antiaircraft
defense svstem to Jordan, and
this led to a prolonged and
often bitter dispute.

Under current law, any
government-to-government sale -
of more than $25 million in
military ‘equipment can be ve-
toed by concurrent resolution
of Congress within 20 days
of nefificatien. If no action
is taken in that time, the sale
goes through. . . .

The Senate Foreign Relations
Committee. in a bill now before
the full Senate, has extended
the veto authority to 30 days
and inciudes commercial as
well as government-to-govern-
ment sales.

Any sales to Egypt would
be for cash, officials said. The
Egvptians have been promised
help from Saudi Arabia in fi-
nancing purchases here. X

Ecvpt, under the current aid
bill before the Senate, would

-receive $700 million in econom-

ic assistance for the fiscal year
endinz June 30. The Adminis-
tration plans to ask $750 mil-
lion for thre sext fiscal year.

Thre United States hras been
striving to strengthren ties wit
Egvpt simce it became clear
in 1974 that Mr. Sadat was
basing his policy on close ties
with Washington and was the
stronqaest supporter in the Arab
world of Mr. Kissinger's step-
by-step diplomacy toward
peace in the Middle East.

Administration officials  as-
sert that with Egypt vying with
Syria, a radical state, for pres-
tige in the Arab world, it is
more important than ecver ‘to
give Mr, Sadat something to
show as a henefit for his ties
with the United States.
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By William Salire

WASHINGTON—The Ford Adminis-
tration ha< begun to prepare American
public opmion for the @it of United
States planes, mussiles and nmilitary
communications equipment to Egypt,

In its opening stages, this persuasion
effort puts forth the peneral proposi-
tion in a deft denial of specifics. Says
Mr. Ford’s Sccretary of State: “I don't
think we vill be prepared at this mo-
ment to make any specific commit-
ments of military aid, but we will be
prepared to discuss the problem with
him [Mr, Sadat] in general terms.”

Then, zs White Housc sources as-
sured us that Mr. Sadat had not come
n this first visit with a specific arms
shopping list, Dcfense Secretary James
Schlesinger told Barbara \Walters on
television: “I think it would be advis-
able from the standpoint of American
policy to achieve a diversification of
the sources of arms going to Egypt.”

That mushmouthed euphemism—
“diversification of the sources of
arms”—means, in plain words, giving
military equipment to Egypt as soon
‘28 Americans will hold still for it.

The argument for such “diversifica-
tion” gocs like this: Since we provide
Israel with arms, why not Egypt as
weli? That would show how even-
handed we are. And if we do not
give Mr. Sadat the arms he wants, he
might go back to the Russians and get

ail he wanis from them. Thus we .

would lose our lcverage, or control,
over Egypt.

But let’s go to the basic reason for
sending American arms to the Mideast.
Isrzel -needs anms to defend herself
against invasions by Egypt, which take
place on the average of once every
five years. Egvpt, on the contrary,
does not need anms to defend herself
against aggression by Israel, which has
never happened.  The only reason
Egypt ever needs arms is to help her
threaten, and ultimately attack, Isracl.

Is it a step toward peace for
America to become an arms supplier
to Egyp!{, helping her win back the
land she lost in her invasion before
last? No. Sometimes “‘evenhanded-
ness” asks too much. 1f the recent
agreement Egypt signed not to attack
1sracl for nearly four years means any-
thing at all, it means that Eaypt does
not need {resh nmulitary assistance.
The gift of arms will hardly be an
incentive to keep the truce.

What about the “ieverage’ we would
‘pet if we were one of Eaypt's arms
supplicrs? The prenuse is false, Ri;;lng
now, Egypt is buying arms, with Sandi
Arabian  money, from  France and
Britain. « Right now, Epypt's next-door
neighbor, oil-vich Tibva, is  buving
arms at & preat rate from the Soviet

Union, which will make it the arsenal
of anti-democracy in the next shift of
Arab alliances.

If we were to add American arms
to the Fpyptian are<nal, can it be seri-
oushy arpued that an Amencan threat
to cut off future contributions of arms
would stop the Egyptlians from attack-
ing when they felt stiong cenough to
win? Again, no. 7They would simply
say, “If you cut off military aid, we'll
g0 back to the Russians.” Some
“leverage.”

Morcover, the supply of the same
sophisticated communications cquip-
ment, missiles and planes to Lgypt as

ESSAY

we scll to Israel would severelv under-
cut the value of the Israclis’ arms.
When an attacker is trained in the de-
fender's ecquipment, the attacker has
an enormous advantage. Giving Egypt
such an insight into Isracli defense
does not win a friend, it loses a deter-
rent to war. ’

The central idea on which we base
military aid to Israel is that.a strong
Israel is less likely to be attacked:
When Arabs believe they will lose a
war, they do not start a war. Today,
that sensible idea is being turngd on
its head. The Ford Administration is
saying that if Egyptian arms come
partly from the United States, Egypt
will then become-hooked en our mili-
tary hardware, and Mr. Sadat can be
counted upon to do his {riend Henry
a favor and not .use those arms in
attacking Israel. Rarcly has such in-
verted logic been presented as the
basis for a military assistance proposal.

The only “leverage” we will ever
have on Egypt will come from eco-

nomic aid and the building of connec-~

tive tissue of investment and trade.
If we help Mr. Sadat feed, clothe and
house impoverished Egyptians, they
will react as human beings do cvery-
where, by wanting more food and
clothing and shelter, not more oppor-
tunity to starve and bleed in another
round of war,

I think of a young lsracli licutenant,
born in Albany, N, Y., stationed now
at the Allenby Bridge, helping Arabs
move back and forth across the border
to visit their fanmnhes, The thought of
hiz being the tarpet of an American-
built missile, guded by American-huilt
technology, and delivered by an Ameri-
can-huilt jet wrctatt the next time
Fgypt feels strong enough 1o attack is
more than a littke disturbing, .

16 will not help to then say -that
the means of Killing himy was provided
by the American tevpaver in this name
of “diverstfication of the sources of
arms.”

U



AMERICAN ISRAEL PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
1341 G STREET, N.W. ® SUITE 908 ® WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005 ® (202) 638-2256

Morris J. Amitay
Executive Director

March 5, 1976

Dear Alex:

I am enclosing a report that was recently prepared for
ATPAC on trends in American public opinion toward Israel.

The author of this analysis is a professional analyst of
polls on foreign policy issues.

I hope this report will be of interest to you and that
you will respect its confidentiality. Your own comments
and reactions would, of course, be most appreciated.

With best wishes.

Sincerely,

T

Morris J. Amitay

Enclosure
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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 sampleé 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, incomé 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 whateyer, 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 "Soundings", August (conducted by Yankelovich, Skelly
and White) ,
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Gannett News Service Poll, September (conducted by Decision Research
Corp.)

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

University of 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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Summary and Implications for 1976

American opinion towards Israel cannot be viewed in a vacuum., Attitudes
toward U.S. policies 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 doméstié;

1. The Economy. '

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 became
more accustomed 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 pubiic 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 implications 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.

2, 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) to solve the nagging domestic
problems of inflation, unemployment, energybshortagés, 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 matfers.
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 example, dulled Dr, 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 Americaﬁs, and it prompted many questions
on this country's resolve to keep its commitments. Results suggest no weakening
in the desire to provide aid to America's traditional allies (including Israel)
.for stopping Communist-backed attacks on their soil. However, Americans generally
epposed using troops outside the North American continent and showed increasing
displeasure with the idea of military assistance programs.

he U.S. Middle East Policies.

Few Americans showed a high interest in American poiicies 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 >breakdovm of shuttle diplomacy (March), the Sinai agreement (August-
September) and the U.N.'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 usualiy 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 taking 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,'s Zionism resolution,
which attacked the very rationale for Israel's existence, did not turn this
trend around. Americans generally developed more neéative opinions toward
the U.N. than sympathy for Israel.

Limited findings 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 would still have preferred
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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Implications 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 ($20,000 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 éympathies.

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 1973-7 may become
a fading memory. ‘

ke The taxes-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,”

Agres 7%
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 institutionse.

Concerns of the Publie

Far and away, Americans considered the state of the economy as the
number-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 aréund inflation. Gallup, in March and July found 51 to 60
_percent mainly concerned about inflation while about a fifth in each poll
listed unémployment. Thé related issue of taxes and spending was the second
leading problem in Harris! December survey, the maghitudé of which increased
nearly four-fold since 197k (33% in 1975, 9% in 197L).

Crime, integrity in government, energy shortages and welfare each were
named by 10 to 20 percent as main concerns fécing this country, which about
equalled their 197h 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
still 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 skyrocketing public costs and the higher taxes
they cause. |

Should the taxes-spending issué become more urgent (further probléms
in New York City, New York State, Massachusetts or other financially tight .
jurisdictions could promote this issﬁe in 1976), foreign aid and military
assistance may receive hard scrutiny from a public never very enamored with
either of these programs. While currently seen in a domestic context, the

taxes~-spending issue could very well include foreign policies in 1976.
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Personal Involvement with Political Issues

Since 1972, Americans have showed increasing reluctance te affiliate
with either major political party. The percentage of "independents" increased
to 35 percent in 1975 from 30 percent in 197h. Some 21 percent now call
themselves Republicans, which has dropped from 28 percent in 1972. The
Lly percent who currently call themselves Democrats has stayed about constant
since 1972. (Gallup, June-August)

The-growing legion of "independents" are less likely to vote or take part
in political activities than party affiliates. In pugust, Harris found
Republicans, Easteners, college-educated and older Americans (age 50 and over)
more likely to participate in such activities as wearing buttons, putting
bumpér-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 included other economic issues such as unemployment (70%),
talk of depression (55%) and the medical-malpractice crisis“(h6%).

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 e xtensive survey on confidence in

American leaders and institutions, with startling results. 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" rather than improving the quality
of life. 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 déal 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 local level such as
medicine, television news, banks, the press, colleges, small companies and
state or local governments. The importance of the "familiarity" factor is
highlighted in Galiup's finding that about twice as many Ame?icans had a great
deal of confidence in "the company or business you work for" (67%) than in
"big business" (33%).

Time 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 jeb in areas of welfare, unemployment,

keeping the economy healthy and preventing crime. About the same numbers,
however, saw the government doing a good job in national-security matters such
as defense and foreign affairs. This positive feeling varied with the issues

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

"Do you tend to agree or disagree that if we are to keep

our commitments to our friends and allies, we must sometimes

fight limited wars, even if our chances of winning a clear-cut

victory are slim?® ;

U.S. must fight sometimes NIT4
Must not fight sometimes 13
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 makers (Dr.
Kissinger, in particular) than those responsible for domestic affairs and
economic policy. Nonetheless, polls taken around the fall of Vietnam show
divided opinien toward the use of American troops and generally negative

attitudes toward American military assistance programs.,

Public's 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 important" role in the making of
foreign policy., This figure exceeded the the L9 percent who saw President
Ford as having a “&ery important" role in foreign policy, 39 percent for
Congress, 36 percent for the State Department and 19 percent fof public opinion,
On the same token, nearly six in 10 (58%) would like to have seen public opinion
play a larger role in foreign policy, as would L9 percent for Congress, Lk
percent for President Ford and only 30 bercent 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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of the public (in May and August) considered Dr. Kissinger 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 énd bhina, negotiating arms--
control agreements, and handling the Middle East and Cyprus crises droﬁped
in May 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
Dr. Kissinger favorable marks for his performance as the upper social-class.

Public ratings on President Ford's performance in office seemed to
react te domestic and economic developments more than foreign policy events.
His overall réiings 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, Time 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 Middie 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' performance 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'ﬁandling the energy crisis.
(Harris: January, March, July)

Use of American Troops

Events in Southeast Asia in 1975 prompted questions on American willingness
to use troops to keep defense commitments. In April, Harris found the public
evenly split (LL=L3%) 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'stcp Commnist-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 military aid (65%) or selling arms to other countries (53%). In March,
Harris also found half to three-quarters of Americans agreeing that military
ald 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



people, lead to support of military-controlled gpverqments, 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 abread, provides a good substitute
for using American troops and helps people in other countries live better.

Other Aspects of U.S. Foreign Relations

Time magazine (August) found a souring attitude towards detente with the
iSoviet Union. More Americans (45%) felt the USSR got more out of detente

than the United States (3%). About tﬁree 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, 32% in favor), but the use of troops
to defend the South against invasion received a more even reaction (L6%
opposed, 39% in faver). Majorities of Californians in May preferred a pull-out
of American troops in Korea and Thailand ratﬁer than fighting Communist
attécks or insurgencies in those countries.

Despite the General Assembly's vole on Zionism, majorities of Americans
in December would not favor pulling out ef the Uhited 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 (L9%) willing to cut American funds to the U.N.



3. U.S. Middle East Policies

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

Janua December
Israel. 02% L2%
Arab states 7 5
Neither, both 30) 38)
Not sur; 11) 4a% 15) 53%

(Harris Surveys, 1975)

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 an& the UN. Zionism resolution in November. Despite
these events, a graduval 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 supportvamong 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 1975, from four to six in 10 Americans
favored neither side or hﬁd no opinion. This "uncommitted" group usually
equalled or exceeded the number supporting Israel. | :

During 1975, both Gallup and Harris found support for Israel greatest
at the beginning of the year. As we shall see later, many Américans had
blamed the recession on the rapid rise in oil-prices generated by the Aréb
oil-producing countries, and this may have reflected in strong support for Israel,

With the breakdown of shuttle diplomacy in March, Gallup found sympathy
for Israel to slip from LL to 37 percent, with the proportion of "uncommitted"

Americans (favoring neither side or no‘opinion) rising from L8 te 55 percent.



Support foreese January ~ April
Israel L T 37%
Arab states 8 - 8
Neither, both 2L) 2h)
Not suré, no opinion 2L) 4es 31) 55%

While the U.,N. Zionism resolution may have arrested the trend towards
non-commitment, Harris'! findings did not show any great increase in support
for Israel as a result (see table at beginniné ofﬁthis 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 tc somewhaf 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 Ll percent while the number of "uncommitted"
youth increased from 36 to 49 percent.

After the Ziﬁnism 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 te support Israel
than the general public.

Statewide surveys in California aﬁd Jowa in May and June showed about
the same support for the different parties found in the national surveys

during the first half of the year.
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As noted earlier, Americans generally tpok a dim view of military assistance
programs, particularly when Vietnam was a fresh meméry. In January and March,
however, Harris found a solid majority of Americans (65 and 6L percent
respectively) willing to supply Israel with military equipment to offset
Soviet aid to Egypt and Syria. In May, about the same percentage of Californians
(62%) preferred to stay neutral in a new Middie E;st 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 (L4L8%) as would have preferred staying neutral (LL%).

ile 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 cof Negotiations

The failure of Israel and Eg&pt to reach an agfeement in March prompted
many Americans, including a large segment of the college-educated, to adopt
‘a "plague on both your houses" attitude. About eight in 10 Americans were
aware of that round ofvt31ks. Of those with an opinion on the question,
larger numbers blamed both the Israelis and the Arabs for the breakdown,
rather than just éne 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.



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%) believed it would prevent another Middle East
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 agreement (particularly the college-educated) to consider it
“fair and just" to both sides. However, a large percentage (LO%) had no
epinion 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 perhaps the most well-known and debated part of the agreement.
‘Gallup found about equally divided opinion on the question among those aware
of the accord, with 50 percent in favor and Lk percenﬁ opposed. More support
for this provision came from Israel's traditional supporters (higher-income,
colle ge~educated, professional-managerial groups), as well as_the under 30
and white-collar groupse.

The aid provisions of the agreement prompted somewhat conflicting results.

Harris found more approval (L9% in favor, 20% opposed) for the principle
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that Israel be guaranteed oil supplies to comﬁensate 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 6l percent of the Americans opposed to
supplying $2.5 billion in military and economic aid to Israel. It should be
noted that both the Harris and Gannett surveyé we}e conducted about the same
time as the agreement and probably contain a large number of respondents
generally unaware of its specific points or implications.

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
L9 to 9 percent by Americans, particularly among Israel's sirongest supporters
(higher-income, college=-cducated, professiopal-managerial). This negative
feeling cut across political and ideological lines as well. However, opinions
toward the resolution varied among the different parts of the country with
V.the Western states more likely to oppose the resolution (614=8%) and the

South less likely to oppose it (28-14%).
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ke The Economy and IsfggLA.

"If it came down to it, and the only way we could get Arab
0il in enough guantity and at lower prices was to stop
supporting Israel with military aid, would you favor or
oppose such a move by this country?"

General Elite

Public Public
Favor TI8% AT
Oppose 6L - - 93
Not sure 1.8 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 theeconomy slowly.strengthened, energy
jssues became secondary to taxes and spending. New York's financial problems
may have prompted a realization that goverament resources were not infinite,
which could have implications for future domestic (and even foreign) spending.

Confidence in the American Economy

As noted earlier, inflation and unemployment were considered the main
problems facing this country in 1975. During the year, according to surveys
' conducted by the Conference Board and the University of Michigan, consumer
confidence in the economy slowly gained ground and personal buying plans
became more expansive. However, Gallup, in Decembér, still found pessimism
to prevail for moét Americans, but at a lesser magnitude than had been found
in 197L.

Energy

At the beginning of the year, Harris found three-quarters of the public
blaming "foreign oil producers raising prices on crude oil" as the cause
of inflation. Slightly fewer (6L4¥) blamed "foreign oil ﬁroducers" or "Arab
0il producing countries" as the causes of recession. 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. fhus,tthe 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 result 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 timé).
Even in January, the Arab oil threat did not stimulate 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 stronger measures to become
self-sufficient in energy. Also in January, Harris found about two-thirds
of the general public and nine in 10 "elite" Americans unwilling to reduce
American support for Israel in order to gain more Arab oil at lower prices.
Throughout the year, both Gallup and Hérris 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.

Taxes and Spending

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

jndices while New York dominated the headlines. This issue also catapulted



"taxes and spending" into one of the leading cbncerps 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 (pnder 30) generally were
more sympathetic to helping New Yorks

In August, Gallup found about equal numbers supporting {ictitious
candidates who either favored higher spending levels to spur economic growth
(L6%), or spending limits to balance the budget (L42%). 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 taxes 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

favored cutting overseas spending as an economy measure.



July 12, 1978

Mr. Al Riesenburger
P.0O. Box 1116
Columbus, Georgia 31902

Dear Al:

Your letter of July 5 and the correspondence to you from
Senator Nunn reached our office during the absence of
Rabbi Schindler. He'll be back at his desk late in Huly
and I know he will find this material to be of interest.

Fondest regards to you and Eileen, and best wishes for a
beautiful and rewarding summer.

Sincerely,

Edith J. Miller
Assistant to the President
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AWlnifed Hlafes Denafe

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

June 16, 1978

Mr. Al Riesenburger
Box 1116
Columbus, Georgia 31902

Dear Al:

I appreciate your communication expressing concern
over the Administration's proposed sale of jet fighter
aircraft to Israel, Lgypt, 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 mod=-
eration in the Arab world, have a legitimate need to mod-
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 Middle 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 Middle East feeling that they had
lost the Senate vote, but all such efforts failed.
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I believe that in the long run a stable peaca in
the Iiddle Last can only be brought about through improved
relations between Lgypt, Israel and Saudi Arabia. Although
I would have preferred to see the sale postponed pending
further peace efforts, I am hopeful 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 liddle
East,

I am also hopeful that these sales will not interfere
with the long-standing relationship between our country and
Israel. I believe that the Senate and the Administration
are determined 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 concern Oue

Sam Nunn

Enclosure
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Wasminoton, DC 20010

Alnifed Diales Denale

WASHINGTON, D.C,

April 25, 1978

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

Dear Mr. President:

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 Administration's request to the
Congress to authorize a new arms "package."

There is no doubt that the proposal will face an intensive and
divisive ‘debate in the Senate where the outcome is uncertain. Indeed,
there are strong indications that a majority of the Senate will 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 debate 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 negotiations to a
favorable conclusion. Were.the proposed arms sales presented to the
Congress following a peace between Israel and Egypt, there is no doubt
that it would receive favorable consideration in the Congress.

Approval by the Congress with a consensus rather than the probable
rejection of part 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 reached, the Congressional attitude
toward the provision of sophisticated 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 about a peace in the Middle East. ‘

Sincerely,

/ %% %
Henry M. Jagkson, UV |

Daniel Patrick Moynihan, U.S.S. Sam Nunn, U.S.S.
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CHIEF COUNSEL AND STAFF DIRECTOR WASHINGTON, D.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 always welcome at my office
whenever you are in Washington.

With all my best.

Sincerely,

Abe Ribicoff




May 19, 1278

Mr. Michael Roth

32 Norman Drive

Rye, N.Y. 10580

.Dear Mike:

Many thanks for all your efforts in regard to the package
deal on the aale of aircraft. We tried ouf best but the
pressures from Administration sources were just too great
to overcome. Bonetheless, I am deeply grateful for your
help. :

I hope your meetings with Torczynexr and Klein are friutful.
With warmest regards, I am

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler S

77



From the desk of
Michael Roth

5/15/78
Dear Alex;
The enclosed mailgram
was sent to Senators Baker, Lugar,
Mathias, Danforth, Domenici, Chafee,
Roth;a d'Pearson, Hope it helps,
| I have a date with
Jacques Torcziner on Thursdayn
Thanks for your help,

Let's stay in touch.

Wese
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CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
OF MAJOR AMERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS

515 PARK AVENUE NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022

PL 2.1616 Cable Address: COJOGRA
aza <z-

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 rejectimg 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 Americans who believe, as we do, that
the security of Israel is an essential element of our own
country's security will join us in this declaration: that
President Carter has bound himself and his successors in the
White 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

the dangerous arms imbalance resulting from the President's arms
package. For America's own interests, for the cause of peace

and for the security of our democratic ally Israel, our country's
original commitment to provide a full complement of arms to
Israel must now be honored.

Tuesday, 16 May 1973



May 18, 1978

Rabbi Max A. Shapiro
Temple Israel

2324 Emerson Avenue, So.
Minneapolis, Minn. 55405

Dear Max:

It was good chatting with you. I am deeply grateful
for you efforts in regard to the package deal. Many,
many thanks.

We did our best but I guess pressure from AdmRnistra-
tion sources was just too much to beat. What bothers
me, however, is that the Jewish community is being
accused of being "brutal" while very little is said

of pressure on members of the Senate from big business
and economic sources.

With warmest regards from house to house, I am

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler



May 18, 1978

Dear Rudi:

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

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

Rhea joins me in sending fpndest regards from house to
house. We look forward to seeing you and Noney in June.

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindier

Mr. Rudi E. Scheidt
P.0O. Box 193
Memphis, Tenn. 38101



May 18, 1978

Dear Barbara and Gus:

Just a note to express my gratitude to you for contact-
ing Senator Sasser in regard to the package deal vote.
We gave it a good try but the pressure from Administra- '
tion sources was just too strong.

Rhea joins me sending love to you both.

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler

e
Mr. and Mrs. Gus D. Kuhn, Jr.

1214 Chickering Road’'
Nashville, Tenn. 37215/

¥il



May 18, 1978

Mr. Al Riesenburger
1622 Iris Drive
Columbus, GA. 31906

Dear Al:

Just a word to express my gratitude for your personal
efforts in contacting Senators Talmadge and Nunn on
the package deal vote. We gave it a good try and met
with success in some instances but the pressure on the
Senate from Administration sources was just too great
to beat.

Rhea joins me in sending warmest regards to you and
Eileen. We look forward to seeing you in June.,

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler



Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler May 2, 1978

Morris Amitay

One of our Board members in Grand Rapids shared the following
information with me:

"Saw our Congressman here today - Harold Sawyer - and we spoke
about the Mid East Arms Sale package and Harold told me he will
vote against it - he changed his position from his original stand."

Warmest regards.



@me the desk of

MORRIS J. AMITAY

Executive Director
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Soviet-f 'yptian rift may be patched so

arms can flow from Moscow to Cairo

Soviet Union are seriously
oonsidering patching up
fhair bitter diffsremces to

opea the way for Russian

arms sad spare parts to
flow herw again. -
Ment

Egyptian

Anwar Sadat wanounced
two years ago that his na-
tion would no longer rely
on the Soviets for arms.
Relations between the two
nations have gince deterio-
rated.

* Dipldmbtie .atd Egype
tian sounces say gquiet, ten=
tative steg® towarg recon=~
cilistion *thave -recently
been takem on Egypt’s part
because itc.is becoming
persuaded it probably is
not going to acquire more
than marginal alternative
arms supplies in the West.
The Soviets, fortheir part,
sge their Mideast ‘positlon
rapidly erodmg
United Sta F’rance,
Britain and build
their influence.

- United Press Interna-
-tionsl eds  that ‘a
W ummmnne
said .the. Soviet Union has
agreed to send a high-
level delegation to Egypt
next fall in an effort to
impreve Moscow’s deterio-
rating relations  with
Cairo. ‘

* Rowe P1-Youssef said in
today’s issue that the So-
wiets agreed to send a del-
egation at the suggestion

" Yugoslav  President
Brdz Tito.

LIt s understood that the
Russian embassy here has

een -telling the Kremlin

at unless it patches
_ things ug’ with Cairo by

;re end O this year, Egypt

ay have already signed
long-term contracts that
will commit it to re-equi -
ping its grxed forces with
Western tweapons.

: Ingeed, for more than a
year Sadat has held off.a
decision on whether to
sign a long-term contract
with Frunce for co pro-
duction of the Mirage F1
fighter-bomber at an old
plane factory in Heiwan.
He is saig .tp have hored
that once'past the elee-

tions, the United States

might agree to provide
FSE fighters, which are
cheaper and -easier to

maintain. ¢
But after the heated
congrescion ebate over
sale of S1X rans-
ports to Egypt, govern-
nt leaderg here thinl:
%ﬁﬁr‘oﬁmt
e cards, even 1 Si-

i th ds 11T Pres
dent Ford is electeq, and

lady<ik he is not.
: ~recent steps

toward reconciliation be-
tween Moscow and Cairo
are the following:

—Russia h-s indicated a
readiness tp sign a new
five-year 4rade agreement
with Egypt that would not
require- agpnual renegotia-
tions. It. xs'undmtood that
terms are being' secretly
negotiated.

—Soviet officials have
passed the word to Egyp-
tians they may be ready to
supply arfns . again. The
Boviet ambassador  to
Egypt last week asked for
and got an appointment
with Gen. Muhammed
Gamasy,. the minister of
war. Sourdes.here noted it’
was unprecedented 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 necessarily
on sn equal footing with
the others. The Egyptians
regard this as a' 31xn1f1cant
‘Soviet shift to.their. posi-
tion.

_After the death of
Marshal Grechko, the So-
"viet = defense  minister,
‘Fgypt initially had in-
tended to have its minister
‘of housing, who was in
Moscow, represent the na-
tion at the funeral. In-
stead, General Gamasy
flew to Moscow for the

rites.

While Presldent Sadat s
‘said to be angry at the
Russians, ' most recently
for forbidding India ‘to sell
him spare parts for his
MIG {fighters, sources here
feel he would bow to pres-

sure frot® his generals to
renew a Roviet connection
— It the Russians made
the deal attractive
enough, and if it could be
presented publicly as Mos-

‘“pow coming 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 against
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 if they owned them.
“The . Egyptians are
coming to the realization
that only twoc countries,
the Soviet Union and the
United States, have a suf-
ficiently large defense in-
dustry to provide the
quality’ of 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
understood China agreed
only to provide Egypt
with 20 more engines for
the nearly obsolescent
MIG17 fighter, added to
the 30 MIG engines it
promised earher 10 en-
gines for M14 helicopters,
10 engines for IL28 light
bombers, and 30 engines
for T54 tanks.

While China offered all
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 men-
tioned in speculative re-
ports about President Sa-
dat’s recent trip to Europe,
sources say actual deals
were quite modest.

_ Relatively speaking, Is-
raelt forces are a good deal
stronger than before the
1973 war and Egyptian
forces are - somewhat

A2 R

weaker. In purely military
terms, the Egyptians re-
tain the capability of a
limited offensive aimegt
not at territory but at in-
flicting heavy casualties
on Israeli forces, compe-
tent sources believe.
“They’re not about to go
to war,” said one experi-
enced observer. “For onme
thing,
President Sadat's strategy
of att.ackmg his massive
economlc problems by at-
tracting Western invest-
ment. But the capability is
there for military action.
“Meanwhile Sadat will
remain patient for a while
to see how 'the econemic
gamble. goes and what

progress-is made in nego-
tiatiens, at least well into-

1977, before readdressmg
the situation.”

v

S i L

et v

it would destroy’

3




March 23, 1976

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

Dear Mr. Capen:

I have your letter of March 12 and I am really surprised by its tone. It does
not reflect the kind of spirit of perception which is inherent in the word
"study" which is included in the title of your group.

I have not the vaguest idea where you saw the telegram which you quote. Suf-
fice it to say that the message which was actually relayed to President Ford
in no wise contained any of those "threats" and "dictates" with which you
charge me and the organization which I represent.

I do not have a copy of the telegram but I have a copy of an earlier letter I
sent to President Ford which more truly reflects our views and which, as you
will see, is fully suppeetive of the dominant thrust of present American
foreign policy.

It seems to me that any group which labels itself a study group and which
above all is representing a group of Americans should take the trouble to
listen to all sides of issues and to go 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 demunciatry letters which also contain all
manner of threats.

I do not like to be challenged by threats., I like to be challenged by ideas
and to those I am willing to listen and that is the American ideal for which
I fought and for which I received many rows of medals which entitle me to
speak.

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

Sincerely,

Alexander M, Schindler

bece :' Yehuda Hellman



Ridgefield “World Study Group

A. D. CAPEN, CHAIRMAN

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

March 12,1976

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Conference of Presidents of lajor
American Jewish Urganizations

515 Park Avenue
New York, N.Y. 10017

Dear Rabbi Schindler:

Your organization representing 32 Jewish groups , in a reecent
telegram to President Ford threatening Mr. Ford's chances for el-
ection by Jewish voters, has increased the continuine building up
of rancor by many Americans.

The strong-armed tactics by Jewish organizations and lobbyists
demanding inereased military aid, often given as grants to lsrael,
and opposition to six C-130 military transports to Egypt has not only
caused deep concern but bitter resentment among increasing numbers of
Americans. More and more are becoming aware of the strangle-hold that
Israel, an aggressor nation and Zionists in this country are exerting.

We hope that anti Jewish discrimination would not result from
these aggressive actions, whiech are no longer paying off , if indeed
they ever did. On the contrary they have aroused the public to the
danger of a small militant foreign nation dictating United States
policy. And Israel's determation to forece its will in the Middle Zast
by violent means.

1t is reported that Israel is again demanding Pershing missiles
while endeavoring to prevent small requests from Arab nations. We
hope that you are aware that this is not being overlooked or ignored
by the majority of neonle in this eountry.

Sincerely yours,

n . &

A.,D.Capen, Chairman
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