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MENACHEM BEGIN, The Revolt Story 

Sehr geehrte Frau Weingarten, 

Wir zweifeln nicht, dass das Buch jetzt bereits einen 

Verleger gefunden hat, deres im gesamtdeutschen Sprach

gebiet vertreiben kann. 

Wenn das nicht so ist, bitte ich um Nachricht. Wir wlirden 
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Gi/ho 
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Der von Ihnen erwahnte Droemer-Verlag gehort zu den Bekann
testen hierzulande. Insofern waren die Voraussetzungen ftir 
einen Vertrieb im deutschsprachigen Raum gewahrleistet. 

Ich gehe davon aus, daB Ihre Bemilhungen konkrete Ergebnisse 
zeigen werden und verbleibe 

mit freundlichen GrilBen 
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Yli' USHALAI HASHtJIIA 
August l.0.1:9"1' 

, r. JiJlud Olmart 
Uember of Parliament 
(JCD.esse~) 
Jerusal:tm 

DeJll'- I&. Olmert: 

B.H . 

.As Am en.can reUg1.oua Jews ,l.1"V'1ng 1n Erets Ys'Z'ael. 
(now the State or ls%"a el,thanka to t:m Almighty) 
we have been f"ol.lowi.ng with great interest your acti
vities. 
It seems ihat. there are ac'tuall.7 onlJ' two Jllembers 
o f the x:neaseth Who are qping . things,you and Char
lie itan. 
Here \'NJ. want to bring 'to your attentton a moet du-· 
tm-bing :tact-: 
Yoang W0t1en, lesrn.tng at the Diaspora Yesh1.vah on Haar 
Zion haTf1 been physically a'itackltd by Arab men while 
going "thrU the Ol.:d 01-&y ~ Yerusbalatm-Ir Halcodeah. 
,e,aa suniTora o-r the iiolocaast cannot underatand 

h ow these things can happen! Af'te:r al.:L, we are not 1n 
'rtJ3 natiff ( Bazi)Oermany a:n;y more ,bat we are l.1v1ng 1n 
our own Sot'eNigl) state , thanlc 0-d, f'l'ee f'rom Tarltiah 
al1l:1 BP1t1ah rule! 
The Germans alao at&r'ted on a .. amal.l seal•" by attak
king Jen e'tc and later nqr own dear t:a'ther and. other 
dear rel.ati'fttl ended ap 1n the Gaaovens or AUBCB11Ift .• 
1"or ua,tba 6 ld.ll.ion Jenah chUdren,wouJIID. and nwn 
killed by the Germana are not jw,t numbers or stat1e
t1cs,bUt we lived tnru thia hell ourselves and it 
·fflre oor own ram11.1ea \hat 1'ffllt ap 1n smoke thrtt tbe 
-ob1Dne7B ~ AU90fflflft. urge yon to read tile book 
written b)1 an American Chrtati.an"Wb.il.e Six Million DJ.ed 
'1--rtere it aaya,that an 1nd1tteren:t Ghr1st1an rroi-ld (1D
clad1ng Pre81den'I li"JianJcl1n Delano RooeeYelt) looked on 
while th• GePman8 .a,wtema-tical.l.7 ex-terminated 1/3 ~ 
the J ew1ah Nation. 
'le did not expect ,hOa,er 'tbe same indin"erenee .on 
the part or the Jenab Pol.i.ce, who v1• law 1n c •oming 
1'!111111 Jewish &irl.8 and woman had: been at.taolced by 
Arabe 1n the Holy c1t7 or Jerueal.em! ! ! • 
The ttewapapei-e 1n Israel have oansieteniq <li.stoi-ted 
-the racte and even the 111n1su,y rmi Religious Af'ra1ra 
ha8 taken a ho a'tll.e att.i'lllte to the Dlaapora Yeah1T&h 
on Haar Z1on,thie h 1s'tolP1oal pl.ace,ao 1mpol'tant. 1n 
Jewish Hi·ator.r. 
1a IDOlrt m-gentl.y urge 700 to 1nTEHIJ'tigate the matter, 

Woul.d J.ike to meet Wi.'th 7oq 1n person in order to :tar
n1.ah 70G 1'1th ~r ~.The.NaN al.801f1t:nea
see( girls that haY• been at.taclmd in the Old c1i7 
by Ara.be)' willing to teettr., nen 1n court. 

ne or rqy da\lghters liffa the're( on • aar Zion) "1:tb 
hei- Am&rican born huaban4 and 'three babin ana she 
told me, that some llembera ~ xnesse~ and other ott1-
c1al8 haTe o ome ap to na1t HaaP Zion and -.en made 
patr1 ~10 apeecbea,bttt no one lit"ted a t'inger to tm-
n rc,ye matt.en. 

expec't you t.o ad and we ai-e looking f'onard to 
meetirlg w1 th you. --1nceNl.y 
The llr. ~osb• Goldwag, Rabb! u .. Fox, I. D. Loeoel. and Shab
tai •~1cher families( :eran New Yorlt) 
o/o Mra.Liba ietngarun.,A'tt~y 1NY) 
Jel"l18alell ,Israel, . Scbrruel. HaliaT ,Block 10'7/56 

/ : l'. p_\.\e:, l(~~GI L..~k l ( )le • ' ~ 
, vii:' ,, .~ • '----0.. "' ' l.L . ' , I it, . J ~--- --~ ~- ' ~ 



Mr. Adolf Loebel 
67-71 Yellowstone Blvd. 
Apt. 2-L 
Forest Hills, N.Y. 11375 

Dear Mr. Loebel: 

August 29, 1977 

Please forgive me for not responding to you sooner but I was away 
most of the sur.uner. 

Thank you for sending me a copy of that historic page bearing the 
news of the San Remo Conference, which is indeed of great signifi
cance. I do not know how much these past decisions carry weight 
today for an entirely new set of geopolitical factors has come to 
the fore but we will save this material and make use of it when 
and if we can. 

Thank you very, very much. 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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Dr. Gerhard Schmidt 
Hotel Greyatone 
Room 1511 
Broadway, 91st Str et 
New York, N.Y. 10024 

Dear Dr. Schmidt: 

August 24, 1977 

Thank you for your letter of Au9••~ 21 tellin9 e 
of the articles you have written on che Middle Bast. 

While I appreciate your inviting m to forward these 
items to President Carter, I -ould au9g ■ t that you 
direct them to his office personally. 

With every good wish, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 



DR. GERHARD SCHMIDT 

PROFESSOR 

HOTEL GREYSTONE 

ROOM 1511 

BROADWAY AT 91ST STREET 

~EW YORK, N. Y. 10024 

SC 4-1800 

Rabbi Alexander ~chindler 
838 5th Avenue 
New York, 
N. Y.1OO21. 

Dear Rabbi dchindler: 
AUG 211977 

( 1 ) 

( 2) 

(3) 

I have written the following articles; 
w/ 

From Canaan to Israel.Contemporary flevie/.vol.229 ff 1331 ~ecember 
1976 p.324/5. 
"Tut nichts,der j-ude wird verbrannt. 11 Aufbau.vol.XLIII ff 25,p. 
18. 6/24/1977 
Lessing's pr~lecy.Jewish Week.vol.187 ff 6.7/16/77,p.2O. 

In (1) I tried to show on the basis of the ~ible that begin's sta
tement Judaea and 0amaria are old Jewish territory is correct. 

In (2) and (3){which are identical)I tried to show that the Jews 
are always condemned,whatever they do,using the authority of Lessing. 

I want to submit photostats of these papers to the ~resident of 
U.~.As you are handling the present case of Israel against the Arabs 
with the U.b.Government,I would like to ask you whether I should send 
the photostats to you for fowarding ,so that the matter stays in the 
same hands,or whether you prefer that I send the papers directly to 
the President . 

Very interesting is a letter sent to the New York Times and pub
lished on 8/2O/77,p.2O,which states that if Israel has to return terri
tory to the Arabs,then the U.::>.have to return conquered territory like 
California,Arizona,Utah,New .Mexico , Maine to Mexico and to the Indians. 

Thank you. dincerely yours, 

'~${\Pt ~·.U, 



August 24, 1977 

Stephen J. Solarz, M.C. 
Congress of the United States 
1530 Longworth House Office Bldg. 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Stephen: 

It was thoughtful of you to share with me your report 
on the Middle East. I a grateful to you. 

I look forward to some quit moments when I may have 
an opportunity to study your report and tive it the 
attention such a paper merits. 

With every good wish and warmest regards, I am 

Sincerely, 

Ale~ander M. Schindler 



STEPHEN J. SOLARZ 
13TH DISTRICT. NEW YORI{ 

COMMITTEES: 

INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 

POST OFFICE AND 
CIVIL SERVICE 

WASHINGTON OFFICE, 

MICHAEL LEWAN 
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 

1530 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20515 
(202) 225-2361 

<ttongress of tbe Wniteb ~tates 
1!,ou~e of 3L\epte~entatibt~ 

Rla~ington, :m.<t. 20515 

August 15, 1977 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Conference of Presidents 
515 Park Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

DISTRICT OFFICES: 

KENNETH LOWENSTEIN 
DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE 

1628 KINGS HIGHWAY 

BROOKLYN, NEW YORllt 11229 
(212) 965-5100 

117 BRIGHTON BEACH AVENUE 

BROOKLYN, NEW Y0Rlt 11235 

(212) 965-5105 

Well, at long last, here it is: my 
"magnum opus" on the Middle East. 

Needless to say, I'd very much appreciate 
any thoughts you might have on it. 

Cordially, 

SOLARZ 

Enclosure 

SJS:cid 

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS 

f 



95th Congress } 
1st Session COMMITTEE PRINT 

THE PROSPECTS FOR PEACE IN THE 
MIDDLE EAST: A FIRSTHAND REPORT 

REPORT OF A FACTFINDING MISSION 
TO ISRAEL, JUNE 30 TO JULY 7, 1977 

TO THE 

COMMITTEE ON 
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

AUGUST 15, 1977 

Printed for the use of the Committee on Inte.rnational Relations 

94-225 

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 

WASHINGTON : 1977 

f 



COl\DHTTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 

CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI, Wisconsin, Chairman 

L. H . FOUNTAIN, North Carolina 
DAN TE B. FASCELL, Florida 
CHARLES C. DIGGS, JR., Michigan 
ROBERT N . C. NIX, Permsylvania 
DONALD M. FRASER, Minnesota 
BENJAMIN S. ROSENTHAL, New York 
LEE H . HAMILTON , Indiana 
LESTER L. WOLFF, New York 
JONATHAN B. BINGHAM, New York 
GUS YA TRON, Pe1msylvania 
MICHAEL HARRINGTON, Massachusetts 
LEO J. RYAN, California 
CARDISS COLLINS, Dlinois 
STEPHEN J . SOLARZ, New York 
HELEN S. MEYNER, New Jersey 
DON BONKER, Washington 
GERRY E. STUDDS, Massachusetts 
ANDY IRELAND, Florida 
DONALD J . PEASE, Ohio 
ANTHONY C. BEILENSON, California 
E (KIKA) DE LA GARZA, T exas 
GEORGE E. DANIELSO N , California 
BERKLEY BEDELL, Iowa 
JOHN J. CA\"ANAUGH, Nebraska 

WILLIAM S. BROOMFIELD, Michigan 
EDWARD J. DERWINSKI, Dlinois 
PA UL FIN DLEY, Illinois 
JOHN H. BUCHANAN, Jn., Alabama 
J. HERBERT B U RKE, Florida 
CHARLES W. WHALEN, JR. , Ohio 
LARRY WINN, Jn ., Kansas 
BENJAMIN A. GILMAN, Kew York 
TENNYSON GUYER, Ohio 
ROBERT J. LAGOMARSIKO, California 
WILLIAM F. GOODLING, P ennsylvania 
SHIRLEY N . PE'l'TIS, California 

JOHN J. BR,rnY, Jr.1 .Chief of Staff 

(II) 

f 

FOREWORD 

Hous E OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

CoMMIT'l' EE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, 

Washington, D.O., August 15, 1977J 
This report has been submitted to the Committee on Internatio~al 

Relations by Hon. Stephen J. Solarz, a member of the Committee on 
International Relations, who conducted a factfinding mission to 
Ismel between June 30 and July 7, 1977. 

The findings in this report are those of Representative Solars and 
do not necessarily refl.ect the views of the membership of the Commit
tee on International Relations. 

CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI, 

Chairman. 
(IIl) 
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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 

HousE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, 

Washington, D.C., August 15, 1977. 
Hon. CLEMENTJ.ZABLOCKI, 
Chairman, Committee on International Relations, U.S. House of Repre

sentatices, Washington, D.C. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Enclosed is a report on the factfinding 

mission to Israel which I undertook on behalf of the Committee on 
International Relations from June 30 to July 7, 1977. 

The principal objective of this visit was to examine firsthand the 
policies of the government which recently took office in Israel and to 
assess the prospects for peace in the Middle East. During my stay 
in Israel, I met with a wide variety of Israeli political leaders, academic 
experts, journalists, and diplomats in order to discuss in detail the 
various components of the Arab-Israeli conflict. 

I have returned from my trip more convinced than ever of the 
justness of our historic commitment to the survival and security 
of Israel as our one reliable democratic alJy in the Middle East. 
I believe that our policy has been both morally justified and strate
gically sound. If the Arab States ever come to the conclusion that the 
United States has turned its back on Israel, the prospects for the 
establishment of a real and lasting peace will be significantly 
diminished. 

I am hopeful that this report will be useful to our colleagues on the 
Committee on International Relations, and in the Congress, as we 
consider the latest diplomatic efforts underway to find some solution 
to the longstanding conflict in the Middle East. What I have tried 
to do in this report is to describe the positions of the Israelis and the 
Arabs on each and every issue in dispute, together with my own 
analysis of the prospects for an agreement on the difficult points in 
dispute. I hope that this report will also lead to a greater under
standing of the difficulties that confront us in our effort to secure a 
settlement of the conflict between Israel and its Arab neighbors. 
And, in the process, to engender a greater measure of patience on the 
pa.rt of those who would prefer a quick fix to what may well be an 
intractable problem. 

Sincerely, 

(V) 

STEPHEN J. SOLARZ, 
Member of Congress. 
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THE PROSPECTS FOR PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST: 
A FIRSTHAND REPORT 

INTRODUCTION 

There are few areas of the world where peace is more needed or war 
more likely than the turbulent Middle East. 

For almost 30 years now, ever since the establishment of Israel in 
1948, the countries of the region have been embroiled in a continuing 
conflict which has not only taken the lives of more than 55,000 Arabs 
imd Israelis alike, but has also wreaked havoc with the economies of 
the nations involved. 

A growing recognition on the part of the people and politicians of 
the region that their mutual objectives can better be achieved by 
diplomacy than by war, has lent new momentum to the movement for 
a resumption of the Geneva Conference. And while it is by no means 
clear that the procedural obstacles on the path to Geneva can be 
surmo unted-with the Arabs arguing that the PLO should be invited 
and the Israelis insisting that they be kept out- it is absolutely clear 
that the par ties to the conflict would like to go there. 

In an effor t to m ftkc a firsthand assessment of the prospects for 
peace in the Middle E ast, I recer .. tly went on a factfinding mission to 
Israel for the Commit tee on International R elations. On previous 
trips to the region, I had explored Arab as well as Israeli attitudes 
toward the conflict in great depth. But now that a new government 
had t aken offi ce in Isr11el, I thought it would be particularly useful to 
discuss in detail the various components of the conflict with them. 

It was a most productive mission. In 5 days, I met with a wide 
variety of Israeli leaders, including Prime Minister Menachem Begin, 
D efense Minister E zer Weizman, Foreign Minister Moshe D ayan, 
Interior Minister Josef Burg, Education Minister Zvulen H ammer, 
Agriculture Minister Ariel Sharon, Opposition Leader Shimon Peres, 
former Prime Minister Yitzak R abin, as well as Yigal Y adin, Shmuel 
T amir, and Amnon Rubinstein of the D emocratic Movement for 
Change, Zalman Shoval and Moshe Arens of the Likud, Y ehuda Ben 
Meir of the National R eligious Party , Lova Eliav of the Peace and 
Freedom P arty, and R abbi Menachem Porush of the Agudat Yisra'el. 
In addition, I met with a number of leading intellectuals, journalists, 
and diplomats, including Y ehoshafat H arkabi, the Intelligence 
Adviser to the Prime Minister, Moshe M a'oz, the director of the 
Truman Institute at the H ebrew University in J erusalem, Louis 
Guttmann, the director of the Institute for Applied Social R esearch, 
H anna Zemmer, the editor of D avar, William F arrell, the J erusalem 
correspondent of the New York Times, and our own Ambassador to 
Israel, Sam Lewis, who in a very brief time has already established 
himself as one of the most effective plenipotentiaries we have ever 
sent there. 

(1) 
94- 225-77- 2 
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Lest anyone doubt the extent to which Israel is completely com
mitted to the principles of liberty and freedom ~m which our own 
country was founded 200 years ago, the recent elect10ns-as a result of 
which the ruling Labor Party was removed f ro!ll office after . 29 
uninterrupted years in power-provided a convn~c~g de1;J1onstra~10n 
of the depth of democracy in Israel. From a political pomt of view, 
there are few more sio-nificant events than a peaceful and orderly 
transfer of power. And the shift of responsibility f ~)r the fate and !u_t1;1re 
of Israel from Labor to the Likud-without a smgle shot or divisive 
demonstration-reflects the extent to which our I sraeli friends sba.re 
with us a deeply rooted commitment to the democr_atic way of life. 

But beyond our moral obligations to Israel a:s a SE:ter democ~·acy, 
in a world in which the number of democracies seems to dwmdle 
daily, there are significant geopolitical circumst~nces which have 
historically justified our strong support for the J ewish st ate. 

A STRATEGIC JUSTIFICATION 

First and foremost is our stake in the survival and security of Isntel 
itself. Israel does, after all, have the most powerful military !llarhi1:e 
in the Middle East. As a faithful and reliable ally, whose fnend ship 
has been demonstrated over and over again, it would presumably be 
available to assist us in a variety of contingencies, 1:ang~ng ~rom the 
Mediterranean Sea to the Persian Gulf. Indeed, I thmk 1t fall' to say 
that Israel constitutes not only the most significant bulwa~k against 
the advance of communism in the region but is also the most important 
conventional deterrent to a direct Soviet incursion into the area. The 
Persian Gulf contains more than half the world's proven petroleum 
reserves. Virtually all of our West ~uropea!l allie~ and J a ran are 
dependent on the gulf states for the oil on which then· ec?nomies. run. 
And it would have catastrophic consequences fo!· the_ mter1:at1011al 
balance of power if the Russians, through ex~ernal mv_as10n ot i~ternal 
subversion were able to gain control of this strategically sigmficant 
area. Israel, in these terms, is potentiaUy in a position to do as much 
for us as we have been doing for them. 

Israel' s role as a friend and ally of the United States was perhaps 
most effectively demonstrated in 1970 ~h_e1:, at the height of the 
Jordanian civil war, Syria sent two tank chvis10ns across the bor~er to 
provide support to the Palestinian guerrillas. who w~~·e e~gaged m an 
effort to overthrow King Hussein. Only a partial mobi~1zat10n ~y Israel, 
at the request of our own country, persuaded the Syrians to withdraw, 
thereby saving the throne of the most moderate ~rah leade~· of_ them 
all. Had the Palestinians succeeded in overthrowmg Hus em, it not 
only mio-ht have transformed the East Bank into a Sov_iet ~ase, bu~ 
would also have posed a real threat to the current r~gm:!-e m Saudi 
Arabia which, like Jordan, has been a force for moderat10n m the Arab 
world. And in the more recent civil war in the Lebanon, had Israel not 
warned Sy{·ia of the consequences of a move. in force into south~rn 
Lebanon the chances are that all, rather than Just part, of that stnfe
torn nation would today be occupied by Syrian troops. 

These are particularly important considerations be?ause there see~s 
to be a tendency on the part of s<?me analysts t~ slight_ the stra~egic 
sio-nificance of Israel as our one reliable democratic ally m the Middle b 
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East. To these American Arabists, Israel is at best a burden which 
we have to bear at the price of alienating our natural allies in the Arab 
world. Nothing, of course, could be further from the trnth. In spite, 
and to some extent because of, our strong support for Israel, our rela
tions with the Arab world have improved considerably since 1973. 

And even if we were to abr.ndon our obligations to Israel, as England 
once turned its back on Czechoslovakia, and Israel were somehow 
exorcised out of existence, the chances are that the Middle East 
would be its unstable tomorrow as it is today. The foct is that the 
dispute between Israel and the Arabs is only one-and by no means the 
most enduring-source of conflict in the region. The persi tence of 
unpopular feudal regimes alongside strong modernizin~ forces; a:n 
ancient religion in conflict with powerful secular tendencies; dynastic 
rivalries such as the one between the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan 
and the Royal Family in S1n1di Arabia; the monopolization of wealth 
and power by small elites threatened by the rising expectations of 
impoverished millions; longstanding communal and ethnic animosities 
such as those between the Kurd s and Iraqis, the Bedouins and Pales
tinians, and the Maronites and Moslems-much more than the exist
ence of Israel, are the trne source of instability in the Middle East. 

Imposed upon all these present and potential conflicts is the most 
dangerous of them all: the concentration of fabulous wealth in four 
militarily insignificant Persian Gulf States. While nations remote 
from the region may be reluctant to resort to force in order to seize the 
vast treasure which the sheikdoms posse ·s, neighboring states may not 
necessarily be troubled by such scruples. In these terms, it is the very 
presence of Ismel, whose existence crystallizes Arab animosity, which 
tends to prevent what otherwise might be an ineluctable descent into 
disintegration. 

But perhaps most importantly, were we to repudiate the commit
ments of every Congress, and every President, since the establishment 
of Israel in 1948, it would completely undermine the credibility of 
our commitments elsewhere throughout the world. Our allies in 
Western Europe and Northeast Asia could discount the significance 
of our failure to live up to our presumptive ob1igations to South 
Vietnam. But they could not, and would not, lightly dismiss a repudia
tion of our commitments to a country like I srael, which both shares 
our values, and has so much support among the Americnn people. 

PROSPEC'l'S FOR PEACE 

At the same time that we have a significant stake in the survival 
and security of Israel, we also have a considei:able interest in the 
r.voidance of another war. And I know few ser10us students of the 
region who do not believe that in the absence of any real movement 
toward peace another war is virtually inevitable. Should the peace
makino- process collapse, and the Arabs decide to launch another 
attack~ we would probably have to implement anothe~ airlift to 
Israel. This, in turn, would probably provoke another 011 embargo 
by the Arabs and create the possibility of another great power con
frontation with the Russians. In short, another war in the Middle 
East could result in a catastrophe not only for the countries of the 
region but for ourselves and the rest of the world as well. 
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All of these considerations militate mightily in favor of a comprehensive settlement which would enable the countries of the region to begin the process of divert~ng their resources from cont~ued preparations for war into meanmgful development fo_r peace._ Such a settlement would of course, also advance our own mterest m the region by presumably providing for the security of I srael, the diminution of the chances of war the removal of the threat of another embargo and the reduction of the possibility of a serious conflic~ wi~h the Russians. Indeed, since the political influence of the Soviets m t~e Arab world is largely a function of their ~ee~ for Ru~sian arm~, it would also result in a serious setback for Soviet mfluence m the reg10n. No one, of course, would quarrel with the_ need-indeed, t~e necessity-for a just and lasting peace in the Mid~le East . ~ at is open for discussion and debate i~ the extent to wh!ch a resolution of the conflict is possible and, more importantly, how it can be achieved. While it may be true that the chances for a settlement am better today than they've been at any time in the last 30 years-largely as a result of a continued yearning on the part of I srael for pea,e:e, and an emerr>"ino· recognition on the part of the Arabs that I srael is here to stay~th
0

e fact is tha,t they are still not very good .. The mt~t~al mistrust which exi::;ts in the region has genera~ed a gulf of s~spic10n so broad that even the President of the Umted States, witl~ t~e best of intentions, may not be able to bridge !t· A~~ th~ sa~ but sigmficant truth is that the most moderate I sraeli posit10n is still far apart from the most moderate Arab position on the terms of a settlement. 

ARAB AT'rITUDES 

One cannot of course talk about an Arab position toward the conflict with any ~easure of confidence. Between the rejectionists and the responsibles there is no coillil1;on ground. What would presumably be acceptable to Jordan, what m1gh~ be acceptable to E gypt, what could conceivably be acceptable to Syria, would clearly never be accept1;1ble to either Libya or Iraq. And for all the talk about U_.N. Resolut10ns 242 and 338 which one hears these days from the ?api_tals o~ the _confrontation states, the P alestine Liberation qrgamzat1~m still reJects them. Indeed, the leadership of the PLO-which ev:e~· smce the R abat Conference in 1973 has been designated as the leg1t1mate spokesman for the P alestinian people-continues to conten~ that a final settlement will require the elimination of Israel and its replacement by a so-called secular democratic state. 
But even if we assume that the Iraqis and the Libyan~ can be isolated and the P alestinians delivered, should the front hne Arab States r~ach a comprehensive agreement with Israel, ~here is relati".'ely little reason to believe that it is about to happen. Without except10n, the confrontation states contend that the minimum basis for an agreement is an Israeli withdrawal to the 1967 borders in Sinai and the Golan the establishment of a Palestinian state on the West Bank and Gaza 'and the retmn of East Jerusalem to Arab sovereignty and jurisdiction. In exchange for these ta1;1gi1?le territori1;tl _concessions, t~e Arab leaders have so far publicly md1cated a ~villmgness to ofier nothing more than an end to the state of belligerency, and ~ave explicitly rejected th~ kind ~f "real p~~ce," involving trade, touns1;1, open borders, and diplomatic recogmt10n called for by the Israelis. 
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Israel, on the other hand, has taken the position that while it is prepared to make substantial territorial concessions in the context of a final settlement, it is not willing to withdraw to the borders which prevailed prior to the 1967 war , even in the unlikely event the Arabs offered them a "real peace" in exchange. 
Since any settlement between I srael and the Arabs designed to bring the conflict to an encl will necessarily be subject to the vagaries and vicissitudes of politics in the Arab world-which means it could easily · be repudiated before the ink on the document ratifying th e agreement was dry-the Israelis feel very strongly that whatever borders are finally agreed upon must leave them in a posi tion to defend themselves should the agreement break down. It may, therefore , be useful to take a closer look at the political problems and security situation that prevails on each of the fronts currently in Jispute. 

THE NORTHERN FROXT 

Anyone familiar with the terrain on the Golan-and the difficulty which Israel would confront in scaling the Heights should it become necessary to recapture them-must realize that were Israel to withdraw completely from the Golan, as demanded by the Syrians, it would be in a far less effective position to defend itself than it is at present should another war break out in the future. The I sraelis also feel that they need the kind of str :1,tegic depth vi ,.;-a-vis the Syrians which a military presence on the Golan ma,kcs possible. Indeed, from tho Israeli point of view, had the 1973 war broken out from the 1967 borders, tho early fighting would have taken place on Israeli rather than oa Syrian soil, within shelling distance of Haifa r ather than Damascus. Since I srael has a large part of its population within easy tank and artillery range of the Heights, it is not likely to readily relinquish the naturaJ advantages it now possesses by virtue of its present position on the Golan. 
Of course, one has to assume that were Israel to withdraw from the Golan, it would insist on the demilitarization of the area from which it had withdrawn. Since Isrnel's main concern with the Golan is to prevent the Syrian Anny from occupying the Heights, rather than watching the Israeli flag fly there instead, a number of people have suggested that demili tarization would go a long way toward sa tisfying the territorial demands of the Syrians, while assuaging the security concerns of the Israelis. The problem is that the Golan is such a small piece of property-there are only 29 kilometers between the present Syritm position and the edge or the Heights-it could be remilitarizecl , should Syria decide to break the agreement, within a matter of hours. Consequently, from Israel's point of view, the only way to make sure they a.re not confronted with a Syrian Army on top of the Golan, prepared and ready to strike at the heartl and of I srael itself, is for them to maintain at least some kind or military presence there themselves. One is forced to conclude, therefore, that between the Syrian demand for a total withdrawal from every square inch of the Golan, and the determination of the I sraelis, even in the context of a final settlement, to maintain at least a small military presence on the Heights for strategic purposes, there is not much room for the kind of compromise which might make an agreement between them possible. 
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THE SOUTHERN FRONT 

In the Sinai where the vast distances involved implicitly provide 
the kind of st1:ategic depth which Israel fee_ls it needs on the Golan, 
there is much more room for accommodation. But even here there 
are sharply conflicting views about what would ?onstitut~ a ter
ritorially acceptable agreement. From_ Egypt's pomt o~ view, the 
Sinai is Egyptian territory and, as President Sadat _h~s said 0:1 many 
occasions if the Israelis want peace they must be willmg to withdraw 
from all ~fit. From Israel's point of view, there would_be n? probl~m, 
assumino- Eo-ypt were willing to offer a real peace, m_ w1thdrawmg 
from al~ost°a.11 of the Sinai. Now that Egypt has been given back the 
oil well n,t Abu Rodeis as well as the Suez Canal it has, after all, 
possession of the only economically signi~cant assets in this ~iblical 
wilderne ·s. But the two blockades established by Egypt agamst the 
I sraeli port of Eilat, in b<;>th 1967_ an~ 19~3, ha?e convinced the 
Israelis that in order to avoid such situat10ns m the future, they must 
remain at Sharm al-Sheikh in the southern Sinai. This in turn would 
require an access route along ~he eastern coast of S~nai _n~nning from 
Sha.rm in the south to Eilat m the north. By mamtammg a naval 
presence in Sharm, the Israelis would be in a positio~ to ~o_tentially 
prevent another Egyptian blockade at Bab al-Mandeb. Failmg that, 
they would hopefully ~till _be ab!e t? deter a1;1 Eg-yptian. e~ort to close 
their southern port to foreign sh1ppmg by bemg ma posi~10n to mount 
a counterblockade of the Gulf of Suez, thereby closmg the Suez 
Canal for as long as the Arabs closed Eilat. . 

Just as the underlying differences between I srael and _Syria make a 
final disposition of the Golan unlikely at the pre~ent time, th~ con
flicting positions of Israel and Egypt make_ an ult!mate reso~ut10n of 
the Sinai difficult to envision as well. All thmgs bemg equal, it should 
probably be easier to resolve the ~iff~rences over the Sinai than the 
clisao-reement over the Golan. This is partly because Egypt has a 
greater economic ince1:1tive to r~ac_h a settlement than Syria, a_nd 
partly because returmng the Srnai would pose less of_ 3: security 
threat to Israel than giving back the Golan. But the unwil_lmgness of 
President Sadat to opt out of the larger Arab stru_ggle ag_amst Isr11:el, 
by making a separate peace, means t~1at the fore1g~1 policy of Cairo 
is effectively circumscribed by what 1s acceptabl~ m pamascus. In 
effect the insistence of the Arabs on a settlement mvolvmg all of the 
issue; makes it much more difficult to solve problems which, if they 
could 'be disposed of separately, would be far easier to resolve. 

THE EASTERN FRONT 

Even assumino- that the territorial differences over the Sinai and 
Golan could som~how be resolved-it is not, after all, unheard of for 
countries to agree to a settlement at the conclusion of a negotiation 
which they explicitly rejected prior to the time it began-there would 
still be a need to work out an agreement on the West Bank and Ga.za, 
the complexity of which makes the problem of the Sinai and Golan 
look simple by comparison. . . 

The Arabs have taken the position that the return of these tern tones 
is an essential precondition for peace. Unlike the Sinai and Gol~n, 
however, where the Arabs have insisted on the return of all occupied 
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land, there appears to be a willingness on the part of most Arab 
leaders to consider minor modifications in the truce lines that pre
vailed on the West Bank and Gaza from 1949 to 1967. Essentially, 
this is because these territories never constituted part of the historic 
homeland of an officially constituted Arab sovereignty as did Sinai 
and Gohn. But whereas the Arabs have insisted on the return of 
Sinai to Eo-ypt, and the Golan to Syria, they have not demanded a 
return of the West Bank to Jordan. Indeed, while there is some divi
sion in Arab ranks over whether the West Bank (and presumably 
Gaza) should be loosely linked to Jordan in the context of a final 
settlement, they all see it as the appropriate area for the establish
ment of a Palestinian state. And ever since the Rabat Conference in 
1973, at which the Arabs unanimously removed the right to negotiate 
for the future of the West Bank from King Hussein of Jordan and 
gave it to Y assir Arafat of the PLO, it has been the Palestinians 
rather than the Jordanians who have held the presumptive political 
title to this particular piece of property. 

From Israel's point of view, however, the establishment of an 
independent Palestinian state on the West Bank and Gaza would 
be completely unacceptable. Such a state, in their judgment, would 
inevitably come under the control of the Palestine Liberation Or&'ani
zation whose National Covenant, which is to them what the Declara
tion of Independence and the Constitution are to us, clearly and 
unequivocally calls for the elimination of Israel and its replacement 
by a so-called secular democratic state. It is extremely doubtful 
that the Palestinians would be willing to repudiate the Covenant 
even if Israel were willing to permit the establishment of such a state. 
But even if they were prepared to acknowledge formally the right of 
Israel to exist as an independent Jewish state, and to abandon their 
"dream" of a "secular democratic state," the Israeli Government 
is convinced that the inherent political dynamics of the Palestinian 
movement would inevitably and ineluctably bring the irredentist 
forces within the PLO to the fore. lt would not, after all, be easy for 
Arafat to defend himself against the accusation that, by accepting 
an emasculated ministate on the West Bank and Gaza, he had be
trayed the very cause on behalf of which he had fought. No <;me, 
rejectionists like Habash and Hawatmah would argue, has the nght 
to barter away the patrimony of the Palestinian people. Haifa, they 
would contend, is as much theirs as Hebron. And there is little doubt 
that they would not rest until Arab sovereignty had been estab
lished over both. In plain language, they would probably seek to use 
the West Bank and Gaza, not as a vehicle for the expression of their 
legitimate national interests, but as a base for an expanded and 
continuing war of terror against Israel. 

THE p ALESTINIAN PROBLEM 

The establishment of an independent Palestinian state on the 
West Bank and Gaza would, therefore, pose an unacceptable political 
and military risk to Israel, in the judgment of almost all the Israeli 
leaders I have ever met. From the West Bank, literally every air
field in Israel would be within easy range of handheld antiaircraft 
missiles. All of Israel's major population centers would be within 
the reach of Arab artillery. And Fedayeen guerrillas, emanating from ' 
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bases on the ,Vest Bank and Gaza, would be in 11 position to launch 
murdero~s missions against t~e people of Israel. This is not a purely 
hypothetical horror. The fact is that between 1949 and 1967 approxi
mately 1,300 Israelis lost their lives in terrorists attacks which origi
nated from the West Bank and Gaza. Since then hundreds of other 
Israelis have been brutally murdered by Palestinian terrorists. And 
for perfectly understandable reasons, the Israelis have no intention 
of permitting such a situation to develop again. 

It isn't, ?f course, just the fear of the Feclayeen that has persuaded 
Israel that it cannot afford to permit the establishment of a Palestinian 
state on the West Bank and Gaza. They are also concerned about the 
extent to which their previous eastern border is inherently indefensible 
from a military point of view. Given the shifting contours of the 1967 
border, there were points along the West Bank where Israel was 
only 9 miles wide, and at N atanya in the north and Oalqiliya in the 
south, it wou~d take mechanized Arab armies only 20 minutes literally 
to cut Israel m half, should another full-scale war break out from the 
dividing line which prevfl,iled prior to the 6-day war. 

Some have suggested th11t were Israel to return the West Bank and 
Gaza it would have rela,tively little to fear, since the area from which 
it withdrew would undoubtedly be demilitarized. Even assuming 
this to be the case, and it is hard to envision an Israeli withdrawal 
without demilitarization, the Israelis are by no means convinced that 
such an arrangement would safeguard their interests. The more 
experienced among them believe that, while it may be possible to 
demilitarize unpopulated areas, it is impossible to demilitarize popu
lated ones. Guns, artillery, antiaircraft missiles, bombs, and even 
tanks, could all be smuggled in by terrorists determined to use them. 
The Israelis ha;ve little confidence that the Jordanians would have the 
ability, or even the willingness, to prevent the transfer of arms from 
the East to the West Bank of the Jordan River. And once I srael is 
deprived of the right to station its own forces in the area, in order to 
prevent and punish any acts of terrorism that might develop it would 
lose effective control over the situation. ' 

It might be argued that Israel, like any country, would ultimately 
do_ whatever it needed to do_ for its own defense. And if the only way to 
bring a resurgence of terrorism to an end was to send the Israeli army 
on search and destroy missions across the new border, an ao-reement 
to the contrary notwithstanding, it would undoubtedly do ~o. What 
this assessment fails to take into account, however, is the extent to 
which such raids by I srael would only inflame the very passions the 
peace agr?ement was supposed to extinguish, thereby creating real 
pressures m the Arab world to bring what would be considered in
tolerable intrusions to an encl. 

But perhaps more importantly, with only 40 kilometers separating 
the 1967 border from the Jordan River, the West Bank could easily 
be remilitarized within 24 hours. The reorganization of the Jordanian 
Army since the 1973 wa.r into four, rather than two, mechanized 
divisions, has given the kingdom a military capacity to translate 
such a possibility into a reality. And the developing relationship 
between Jordan and Syria, under which the former is moving into the 
embrace of the latter, increases the political potential for such a 
development. For Israel, which has a very small standing army, and 
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which needs 48 to 72 hours to mobilize its reserves, the demilitarization 
of the West Bank does not, therefore, represent a permanent solution 
to the problem of a surprise attack on the Eastern front. 

AMERICAN GUARANTEES 

S?me ha:ve sug~ested that the United States, and possibly even the 
Soviet Umon, might be persuaded to guarantee the inviolabilitv of 
whatever new borders emerged from a settlement. But Israel which 
does1~'t even enjoy the benefits of diplomatic relations with the 
Russians, understandably puts little stock in Soviet guarantees. And 
who can blame them? w_ ould we, or any of our West European allies, 
want to make our security dependent on assurances from the Soviet 
Union? The question, of course, answers itself. 

This leaves the United States as the only possible gua.rantor of 
sue~ a_n arrangement. But ho~ reli::i,ble wou_ld an_ American guarantee 
realistically be? From Israels pomt of view, m the post-Vietnam 
era, not very much. It isn't just that in their eyes we failed to meet 
o~r commitments to Vie~nam. Historically, they believe, we've even 
failed to meet ~ur commitments to them. Bt1;ck in 1956, for example, 
w_he1:1 Israel withdrew under heavy Amencan pressure from the 
Sm8:1 a~cl _the Gaza Strip, _foll?wing i_ts lightning conquest of these 
ternto~ies m the Suez war, it did so with the understanding that the 
Egyptrnn Army would not return to Gaza. Twenty-four hours after 
Israel pulled out of qaza, however, the E gyptian Army moved in. 
And when Golda Meir, who was then Foreign Minister of Israel 
forcefully protested the remilitarization of Gaza to John Foste; 
Dulles, w~o was _then in his ~eyday as Secretary of State, that re
nowned mterna t10nal moralist told her there was nothing we 
could do about it. 

But even worse than the refusal of the Eisenhower administration 
to do. anything about the Egyptian move into Gaza in 1956 was 
the failure of _the ~ohnson administration to do anything aboL{t the 
blockade of Eila t m 1967. When I srael withdrew from Sinai in 1956 
it did so, to a significant extent, because of an American promise to 
guarantee freedom of passage through the Strait of Tiran. But when 
Egyptia~ ~\e iden_t Nasser ordered the U.N. peacekeeping force 
out of Smai m April of 1967, and announced that the Strait of Tiran 
wou~d henceforth ?e closed to Israeli shipping, President Johnson, 
outside_ ?f a putative effort to organize an international consortium 
of maritrme po,vers to. run the blockade, did nothing. 

. The fact that President Johnson, preoccupied with events in 
V_iet~am, fe~t himself politically incapa,ble_ of coming to their aid, 
cl1~n t pro~ide much solace to the Israelis. And however history 
ul~imately mterpr~ts ~his unfortunate incident, it has understandably 
remforced the feelmg m Israel that American guarantees can at best 
be~ supplement to, r8:ther than a substitute for, security arra~gement~ 
whic?- enable them, if the agreement breaks down, to defend their 
own mterests. 

THE FUTURE OF THE w EST BANK 

Some have suggested that the security problems which would be 
created by an independent Palestinian state on the West Bank and 
Gaza, even a demilitarized one, could be solved if it were somehow 
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linked to Jordan. President Sadat and Kina- Hussein have both 
spoken publicly about such a linkage and, to the extent a constitu
t10nal connect10n between a Piilestinian entity and Jordan would 
~e1?-d to leo-i timize th~ _demi~tarization of the West Bank and Gaza, 
it 1s probn,b]y the political sme qua non for the establishment of such 
~state.What Sadat an~ Hussein undoubtedly have in mind, however, 
is at be~~ a confec~erat10n_ of rough_ly equal s?vereignties, which is a 
far cry f1om the tig~t-km~ federat10n, conceived of by the previous 
Israeli Gover~~ent, m "'.'hich t~ie ~est Bank would be nothing more 
tha1:1 a _Pa_les~m_ian provmce w1thm the framework of a larger Jor
daman 1unsd1ct10n. 

The_ ]~resent . Israeli Government, however, is convinced that any 
Pales~m19:n ~nt!tY_ on the West Bank and Gaza, once removed from the 
secunty 3un _-d 1ct10n of Israel, _would inevitably and ineluctably be 
t~ansfon~ed m~o a_base for contmued hostilities against them. Hu sein 
1:1-imself, m their view, would be put in mortal personal and political 
Jeopardy by such ~n arrangement. The leadership of the PLO is, after 
all,_as_mu ch comr~ut_ted ~o the overthrow of the Government of Jordan 
as 1_t is_ to the ehmmat10n of Israel. And with the West Bank once 
agam !mked ~o _Jordan, the Palestinians would constitute an over
w~elmmg ma1onty of the population of a reconstituted Hashemite 
Kmg<l?~, thereby imperiling the survival of the King. Even if the 
P alest1mans were not abl~ to ~ake over the kingdom, however, there is 
no gt~ar_antee that Hussem might not be pressured or persuaded into 
perr~uttmg the West_ Bank to seced_e from the confederation, thereby 
leadm~ ~o the e~tabhs~ment of precisely the same kind of independent 
Palestmian entity a lm_kag~ to Jordan was supposed to avoid. The 
breakup of a confederat10n m the Arab world is, after all, not exactly 
an unheard of phenomenon. 

So far I have 1:ot even mentioned the very strong belief on the part 
of the_new Israeli Governme~t that Judea and Samaria are part of the 
historic homela:1d of the J ewish people. For many Americans indeed 
fo_r ~ any _Israelis, the fact that these t~rritories were once a pa;.t of the 
B1~li?a.l kmgclom of the Judean people is not a matter of the most vital 
poht1c~l relevance. But to the new Government of Israel, Judea and 
Saman a are as muc~ a _part <?f the patrimony of the Jewish people, as 
the Golan and th~ Smai are, ~ the eyes of the Syrians and Egyptians, 
a part of the patnmony of then· people. 

~<? those w~o argue that it is Jordan, not Israel, which ha the most 
legitimat~ claun to the West Bank, the answer is that Jordan seized 
the area m the first ~rab-Isra~li waF in 1948. The partition resolution 
adopt~d by the Umt~d Nat10ns m 1947, which provided for the 
establishment of a J ewish state in Palestine, set aside most of the West 
Bank for a separate Arab state as well. In other words, Jordan occupied 
~he West Bank from 1949 to 1967 as a result of the fortunes of war 
Just as I rael has occupied it from 1967 to the present for the sam~ 
reasons. And if I srael isn't entitled to be there as the Arabs have 
argued, then neither is Jordan. What all this me~ns is that the future 
of the West B~nk, or Judea and Samaria as the Israelis call it should 
not ~e det~rmmed_ by 9:n_ objective search for its historic title,' but by 
how its ultimate <;hspos1t10n can best contribute to an enduring settle
ment of the conflict between Israel and its Arab neighbors. 

f 

11 

WHITHER JERUSALEM? 

If a lasting peace is going to be achieved- and it is difficult to be 
excc:-;sively sanguine that it will-an agreem·ent on the future statu of 
Jerusalem will somehow have to be reached. Yet of all the issues cur
rently in dispute, Jerusalem is probab ly the most complex and con
troversial of them all. For more than 100 year s, ever since the Turkish 
census of the city in 1844, Jernsalem has had a Jewish majority . And 
for the last 2,000 years, ever since the destruction of the second temple 
by Titus in 70 A.D. , Jew~ the world over have prayed for a return to 
the capital of their ancient homeland. Needless to say, now that they 
have it, the Israelis have no inten tion of giving it up. 

Yet Jerusalem, while it does not appear to be quite as important in 
historic and religious terms to the Moslems as it is to the Jews is till 
a matter of great significance to the .\rnbs. And they have all' aro-ued 
that East Jerusalem, which includes not only the Moslem bu t° the 
Jcwi:,;h and Christian holy places as well , must be returned to .u-ab 
sovereignty and jurisdiction. The Israelis, on the other hand while 
willing to give the Arabs functional control over the Al Aksa Mosque 
and t_he Dome of ~~e Rock on ~he T e_mple Mount, are not prepared to 
permit the repartit10n of the city. ,, hat the Arabs want, however is 
political rat~er than just religious sovereignty over the Old City ~nd 
the predommantly Arab areas of Jerusalem. But the Israelis who 
have already fully incorporated E ast Jerusalem into the lea-al f~·ame
\\·ork of the nation, are determined to make sure that it re~nains the 
undivided capital of the country. 

Both sides have forcefully rejected the internationalization of 
Jerusalem, as a means of solving the problem, on the grounds that it 
would be inimical to their own interests. And given the emotional 
symbolism which both Arabs and Israelis attach to the status of the 
Holy City, and the apparently irreconcilable positions which they 
have advanced, it is difficu lt to envision the basis for ltn ao-reement 
between them. Clearly, the Israelis will never agree to a ret~·n to the 
status quo ante. By the same token, the Arabs will never agree to a 
settlement in which the status quo is legitimized. About all one can 
say, therefore, is that if they are able to reach an ao-reement on 
all of the other issues that divide them-the Sinai, the Golan the West 
Bank, the problem of the Palestinians, and the nature of pe~ce-then 
the good will \\·hich will have been genern.tecl in the process m ay make 
possible some kind of compromise over the future of J eru alem. 
W'hatever that agreement may entail, however, it will necessarily have 
to maintain the principle of Jerusalem as a united city in which the 
capital of I srael is located. 

In the meantime, unlike the situation that prevailed prior to 1967, 
\\·hen Jerusalem was under Jordanian control, and Israelis were not 
permitted to visit the Wes tern Wall, the people of all nations and reli
gions are at least able to pray at their holy places. 

U.N. RES OLUTIONS 242 AND 338 

So far the commonly accepted diplomatic framework for a settle
ment of the conflict is embodied in U.N. Resolutions 242 and 338. 
These two resolutions set forth the principle that, in exchange for a 
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withdrawal by Israel from territories occupied in the 1967 war the 
~·a~s should agree to recognize the sovereign existence of I~rael 
within the framework of securn and reco<rnized borders. 

The .Arabs have insisted that Resolution 242 requires a retmn of 
all the terri tories occupied by Israel in the 1967 war. The Israelis 
pointing to the deliberate omission of the definite article "the'; 
before "territories" in the resolution, have contended that while i t 
does require them to withdraw, it does not obligate them 'to O'O all 
the way back to the insecure and indefensible borders that e;isted 
prior to 1967. 

Israel's readiness to withd raw at all , however is dependent on the 
willingness ?f the Arabs to give them a real peace'rather than a tempo
rary truce m exchange. And so fa.r, the most Sadat and Assad have 
been_ prep_ared to pu?licly offe r in return for a complete and compre
hensive ,nthdrawal, 1s a peace agreement in which the state of bellio-er
ency between Israel and its Arab neighbors would be formally ended. 
With an end to t_he state of belligerency, they have contended, the 
Arab boycott agamst Israel would also be terminated since the leo·al 
basis for it would be eliminated as well. ' 

0 

Sadat, who is much more explicit on these matters than Assael 
has also indicated that, in the con text or a final set tlement he would 
be willing to agree to the demilitarization of a large p:u-t ol· the Sinai 
(so long as Israel agreed to a proportionate demilitarization of the 
~egev), _the presen~o of intcnrntional peaceke0ping forces in the area 
Jrom which I srael withdrew, and even a mutual defense treaty between 
the_ Uni ted States and ~sr~el, if an American mili tary gunrn.ntce is 
desll'ed by them. There is little doubt that l{ino- H ussein would also 
be "'.'il ling to agree to such a settlement, though it is less clear that 
President Assad would us well. The Syrian leader has to be sure 
indica~ed a willingness ~o. agree t<? an end o[ the state of'belligerency: 
assummg Israel were w1llmg to withdraw to the 1967 borders in Sinai 
and the Golan, and permit the establ"shment of' a Palest ini an state 
on the West Bank and Gaza. B ut he has so for refrained unlike Sadat 
from publicly expressing a wiJlingnes to accept either cl~militarizatio1~ 
of the terri tories from which Isr;1.cl withdraws, or the establishment of 
~n inteip ational peacekeeping force to patrol the territories, once 
l sra:el_ w1thdrnws f~·om then?-. ~ince it is difficult, if not impossible, to 
env1s10n even partml Israeli w1thclrawa1s with out the demilitarization 
of the areas it has left behind, the reluctance of President Assad to 
accept in principle the possibility of demilitarization does not atwur 
well for a settlement of the conflict. 0 

END OF BELLIGERENCY 

But whatever the differences and disagreements between Sadat 
and Assad over such questions as demilitarization and whether or 
not a Palestinian entity on the West Bank and Gaz~ should be linked 
to Jordan, they have both ritually rejected the Israelis' demand for a 
peace ~r.eaty involv_ing trade, tourism, open borders, and diplomatic 
recogmt10n. Accordmg to them , the accumulated antao-onisms ol' the 
last 30 years make the kind of real peace which the Isr:elis want both 
unjustified and unrealistic. Let Israel just withdraw from the terri
tories it occupied in 1967, and give the Palestinians their rights, they 
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contend, and these things will inevita,bly develop over time. In any 
case, the Arabs argue, an end to the state of belligerency should be 
enough to satify the I sraelis. After all, they contend, the mere exist
ence of trade, and tourism, and even diplomatic recognition, hardly 
constitutes a guarantee that peace will prevail. Most wars, they say, 
have broken out between nations that enjoyed commercial relations 
and diplomatic recognition. And the fact that countries don't trade 
and talk with each other, as we didn't for many years with the Peoples 
Republic of China , and still don't with Cuba, hardly means that war 
is inevitable. 

Yet no one can realistically expect the Israelis to accept the terri
torial demands put forth by the Arabs, thereby leaving themselves 
in a far less defensible position than at present, without an agreement 
by the Arabs to completely normalize their relationship with I srael. 
There is, to be sure, no guarantee that trade, tourism, open borders, 
and diplomatic recognition will result in the establishment of a per
manent peace. But there can be little doubt that it would maximize 
the prospects for peace and minimize the chances of war. More thim 
anything else, what the I sraelis have always wanted from the Arabs 
is acceptance-not so much of their right to exist as of their existence 
itself. In this sense, the kind of cultural and commercial relations, • 
together with diplomatic recognition, which the I sraelis seek , are 
designed first and foremost as a symbol of their acceptance by the 
Arabs. So long as it is kept in political and economic isolation, Israel 
contends, the underlying Ara.b attitude toward the presence of n, 
J ewish state in the Moslem Middle E as t is unlikely to change. And 
if the Arab musses continue to see Israel ns a historic anomalv whose 
very existence constitutes an unacceptable insult to the pride and 
honor of the Arab nation, then the long-term prospects for a modus 
vivendi between them will be dim indeed. 

It is important to distinguish here among the different schools of 
thought that have emerged in the Arab world toward Israel over the 
last 30 years. First, there are those who have come to the conclusion 
that, for better or worse, Israel is a reality that is here to stay. For 
them, however unjustified the establishment of Israel may have been, 
there is nothing which the Arabs can realisticnlly do about it. And, 
instead of continuing a futile and foredoomed effort to eliminate 
Israel, they believe they should try to come to terms with it. Second, 
there are those who, recognizing the futility of war, are prepared to 
make peace-not in order to come to terms with the existence of 
I srael as a Zionist state, but in order to shift the conflict from the 
field of battle to the realm of ideas. According to this school of thought, 
once the expansionist dynamic of Zionism is broken, and I srael is 
forced to withdraw to the shrunken borders which prevailed prior to 
1 ~67, it will inevitably wither away ai~d diplomatically disappear. 
FmaUy, there are those who, never havmg come to terms wi th the 
reality of I srael, are still determined to destroy it. For them, the 'very 
existence of Israel as a sovereign Jewish polity constitutes an in
tolerable intrusion on I slam: the idea of a settlement with I srael an 
anathema. What they seek is not an accommodation with Zionism but 
its elimination. And they can be counted on to do everything in their 
power to disrupt any settlement which a,ppears to legitimize the 
existence of Israel as a permanent presence in the Middle East. 



14 

THE NEED FOR REAL PEACE 

In these terms, the process of peace involves, as much as anything 
else, a struggle to shape public opinion within the Arab world. J£ an 
a~reement designed to bring the conflict to an end is going to last, it 
will have to produce a lasting change in the underlying Arab attitudes 
toward Israel. There is little that can be done to win over the "rn
jectionists." But there is much that can be done to shore up the de 
~acto acceptance of Israel by the "responsibles." And, perhaps most 
importantly, those Arabs who see in diplomacy a morn realistic means 
of achieving their objectives than war, can be persuaded tha t their 
interests would better be served by a lasting accommodation th an by a 
continuation of the confli ct. 

Real peRce thus becomes both a manifestation of the Arab willing
ness to live in harmony with Israel as well as a cultural, political, and 
~conomic dynamic designed to reinl'orce and strengthen those forces 
m the Arab world which are the best and only hope for a lasting peace. 
Were Israel to withdraw from territories which are essentia l to its 
own deiense without a real peace, it would only serve to len,ve the 
conflict open ended thereby lending legitimncy and encouragement 
to those forces in the Arnb world who still reject the existence of 
Israel and are determined to destroy it. As time went on, and it became 
clear that I srael was neither falling apart nor withering away, they 
would be sorely tempted to try once again to win by war what they 
had been unable to achieve through peace. And if a settlemen t fails 
to produce a just and lasting peace, most Israelis believe, it would 
be far better for the next war to brenk out from bound nries th11t nre 
defensible than from borders that are not. 

THE RoLE OF THE UNITED S ·rA'rEs 

Where does this rnther gloomy an alysis of the prospects for peace 
in the Middle E ast leave us? And what are its implications for the 
role of our own country in the search for a settlement between Israel 
and its Arab neighbors? 

Whatever the theoreticnl merits of the President 's proposal
according to which I srael would more or less return to the 1967 
borders, and permit the establishment of a Palestininn homel::Lncl 
presumably linked to Jord an, in exchange for which the Arnbs wonld 
agree to give Israel a real peace including trade, tourism, open borders, 
and diplomatic recognition-I fenr that it is simply not rooted in 
reality. The purpose of diplomacy, after all , is not to articula te ideal 
or even idealistic solutions, but to reconcile conflicting points of view 
within the framework of mutually acceptable ngreements. For better 
or worse, the Israelis are no more likely to withdraw all the wn,y to the 
1967 borders than the Arabs are to make a complete commitment to 
peace. And the Arabs are no more likely to accept a permanent Israeli 
presence in the occupied territories than the Israelis are likely to 
accept an end to the state of belligerency in lieu of a real and lusting 
peace. 

Under these circumstances, given the consequences for our own 
country of a failure to reach an a.greement, there will be a real temp
tation on the part of the President to impose a settlement rather than 
wait for the parties to conclude one on their own. Fortunately, 

15 

President Carter has so far carefully and deliberately precluded such a 
possibility. I say fortunately because it is extremely unlikely that the 
Israelis would ever acquiesce to such pressure. And any effort to 
force the I sraeli Government to accept a settlement it felt was not 
in its ow-n interest would only have a unifying effect on Isrnel and a 
divisive effect on America. But even if we somehow succeeded in 
imposing a settlement, however momenta.rily attractive such a strategy 
might be, it would ultimately contain the seeds of its own undoing. 
In effect, since we have far more leverage on the Israelis than the Arabs 
such a settlement would clearly be one which was forced on Israel 
against its better judgment. Dependent on us as they are for arms nnd 
assistance, the I sraelis might feel they had no alternative but to 
accept an a.greement that they never would have accepted on their 
own. But if Israel were forced to give more territorially, or get less 
politically, as a result of American pressure, it would inevitably lead 
to excessive expectations on the part of the Arabs and political 
demoralization on the part of the Israelis-neither of which are sound 
or strong foundations for a just and lastinO' peace. 

What we need to do is use our O'OOd offices to secure a settlement 
that leads to a real peace rather th an a temporary truce. It would, 
after all, avail us little if we were to get an agreement which cons ti tu ted 
a way station between wars rather than a prelude to peace. And in the 
search for a settlement there is probably nothing more counterpro
ductive we could do than attempt to force our own conception of a 
compromise-no matter how equitable it ma.y be-on the partie. to 
the conflict. 

THE NEED FOR DrnEC'l' NEGOTIATIONS 

The history of the dispute between the J ews nnd the Arabs for a 
piece of Palestine could easily be written in the prose of the proposals 
designed to resolve it. The Peel Commission in 1937, the Anglo
American proposal in 1946, the Partition Resolution in 1947, the 
Rogers plan in 1971, and the Brookings report in 1975, have all at
tempted to reconcile the conflicting interests involved without success. 
Whatever the theoretical virtues of these various plans and proposals 
and some of them were not without merit-they all had one foiling in 
common: By attempting to impose a settlement on the parties, in
stead of embodying a solution agreed upon by the pnrties, they only 
served to exacerbate instead of eliminate the differences between them. 

It may well be that no settlement is possible in the foreseeable 
future. This is, after all, a conflict which has been going on for over 
half a century. And it could conceivably continue for another 50 years, 
if not longer, before it is finally resolved. But the lesson of history is 
clear: If a solution is to be found, it will have to come from the parties 
themselves,' on the basis of the kind of mutual reconciliation and recog
nition that can emerge only from direct and detailed negotiations 
between them. 

This is not to say or suggest that we don't have an important role 
to play in the effort to bring the parties together, and once they have 
been brought to the negotiating table, to facilitate the sort of creative 
compromises that will be necessary for peace. We are, in the final 
analysis, the only country which enjoys the confidence of all the 
countries involved. And we clearly have a very real stake in a settle
ment. But how we go about this essential effort will determine, in a 
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very sign~ficant way, its chances for success. Given the political 
obstacles m the path of a settlement, and the extent to which public 
opinion makes it difficult for each of the countries involved to make the 
necessary compromises, the more we speak out publicly the less 
flexible they can be privately. Particularly now that we may be 
approaching a resumption of negotiations, the time has come to 
diplomatically and politically cool it. Whatever suggestions we have 
to make should be made behind closed doors rather than in front of 
tel evision cameras. Instead of forcing the leaders on both sides to 
publicly reject those parts of our proposals which are least acceptable 
to them, we should be quietly trying to narrow the differences between 
them. 

WHAT KIND OF AGREE:VIENT? 

There is little doubt that a comprehensive settlement would 
be in everyone's interest. For reasons I have already described, how
ever, such a settlement is exceedingly unlikely in the foreseeable 
f_uture. Since a collapse of the effort to achieve an agreement is 
likely to lead to another war-with potentially devastating con
sequences for the countries of the region as well as ourselves-we 
have a significant interest in maintaining the momentum for a diplo
matic resolution of the conflict. If, and when, it turns out that a 
comprehensive settlement is not possible, we should use our good 
offices to explore the possibilities for additional interim a.greements 
instead. It is not easy to be overly optimistic about the possibility 
for a partial, as distinguished from a comprehensive, agreement 
between them. But if it is not possible to get an agreement on a 
final settlement, it may still be possible to get an agreement on some 
of the territorial and political concessions that will have to be made 
if a final se ttlement is ever achieved . The advantage of such an 
approach is that it would presumably buy time for the forces of 
moderation on both sides to generate support for the kind of com
promises that will be necessary for peace. Another advantage is that 
by reaching a tentative territorial accord it would presumably post
pone the outbreak of another war. But most importantly, if we 
assume that in exchange for whatever territorial withdrawals were 
agreed to by Israel, the Arabs would be obligated to provide some of the 
political components of peace, it would be extremely helpful in induc
ing a greater measure of acceptance of Israel by the Arabs, and in 
generating a greater sense of confidence in the ultimate intentions of 
the Arabs on the part of the Israelis. 

I'm not suggesting that the effort to secure such an agreement will 
be easy. Clearly a comprehensive settlement would be preferable. 
But it would be far better to get a partial agreement between some 
of the parties than to encl up with a war involving all of the parties. 

Th problem, of course, is that even if Egypt were willing to accept 
another interim agreement in the Sinai, which in view of its economic 
difficulties it might find tempting, it probably would not be prepared to 
do so without a simultaneous agreement on the Golan. The last time 
Sadat moved on his own, in September of 1975, he received so much 
criticism in the Arab world, it is most unlikely he would again agree 
to a separate settlement. And with so little territory left on the Golan, 
between Israel's present position and the edge of the Heights, it is 
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not only difficult to envision what I srael has to give territorially, but 
it is even harder to figure out what Syria would be willing to give 
politically. 

If it should turn out that progress on the Palestinian problem 
becomes an essential condition for movement on the other issues as 
well-and I think it fair to say that the Arabs can no more make a 
lasting peace without the Palestinians than they can effectively 
wage war without the Egyptians-it will undoubtedly be necessary 
to reach some kind of agreement on the future of the West Bank and 
Gaza. Needless to say, this will not be easy to do. Even King Solomon 
himself would have difficulty reconciling the demand of the Arabs 
for the establishment of a Palestinian state and the determination 
of the Israelis to prevent it. It may well be that there is no middle 
ground between them. But if there is, our ability to find it will depend 
on the kind of conceptual breakthrough which will enable Israel, as 
well as the Arabs, to view what is essentially an old problem in a 
new perspective. 

So long as both sides see the future of the West Bank and Gaza as 
a zero-sum game in which what each loses the other gains, there 
will never be a solution. But if a formula for the future of these 
territories can be devised, in which each side gets most, if not all, 
of what it wants, then a settlement of the Palestinian problem may 
be possible. 

PEACE Is NOT A PANACEA 

From Israel's point of view, the days ahead will be difficult ones 
indeed. There are real risks no matter what it does. If the negotiations 
collapse, or never even get off the ground, the chances are that another 
war will sooner or later become inevitable. Yet even if it decides to 
make the territorial concessions demanded by the Arabs, in exchange 
for a real peace, there is no guarantee that the settlement will last. 
Even assuming that the current crop of Arab leaders are perfectly 
sincere in accepting an agreement along these lines, it is entirely 
possible that they could be replaced by a new generation of leaders 
·who do not. And no one can preclude the possibility that the Arabs, 
if the expected economic benefits of a settlement fail to materialize, 
will feel politically obligated to go to war once again, if only to divert 
the attention of the masses from the pervasive poverty in which 
they are trapped. Certainly, in the aftermath of a settlement, a 
massive and bitter struggle will erupt in the Arab world. On one 
side would be the "moderates"-Egypt, Jordan, Syria, Lebanon, 
and Saudi Arabia-who had finally decided to come to terms with 
the existence of Israel. On the other would be the "rejectionists"
Iraq, Libya, and parts of the PLO-who would argue that the con
frontation states had sold out the Arab cause and betrayed the 
Palestinian people. What the outcome of such a debate would be no 
one can predict. 

But it is clearly not beyond the realm of possibility that the forces 
of extremism would triumph, and that those who had committed 
themselves to live in peace with Israel, would be repudiated by their 
own people. 

All of these considerations argue, it seems to me, in favor of an 
effort to reach an agreement that will produce the basis for a just and 
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lasting peace in the Middle East. The chances of securing such a 
settlement are, of comse, not very good. But we really have no 
alte1:native but to try. For us to wash our hands of the whole business, 
or to wallow in our own sense of despair, would be to invite the 
very di aster we should be doing everything in our power to prevent. 

In this sense, I think it is terribly important for us to continually 
reaffirm our historic commitment to the survival and security of 
I srael. If the _·\.rahs ever get. the idea we are in the process of turning 
our backs on Israel, the prospects for peace, which are already dim, 
will sigrrifican tly diminish. It is, in the fina.l analysis, a growing 
recognition on the part of the Arabs that I srael is here to stay, which 
has inclined the more moderate among them to opt for a diplomatic 
resolution of the conflict. Let them come to the conclusion that they 
can defeat Israel on the field of battle, and the chances of another 
,ntr in the Middle East will increase dramatically. And it is precisely 
for this reason that I think it i. so important for us to provide Israel 
with all of the arms and assistance it needs, not only to deter, but if 
neces ary to defeat, another Arab attack in the future. 

·when it comes to foreign affairs, countries rarely have an oppor
tunity to adopt a course of action that is both principled and prag
matic. In the case of Israel, I believe that our policy has been both 
morally justified and strategically sound. I only hope, in the difficult 
clays that lie ahead, that we have the strength and wisdom to stay 
the course, using our influence not only to protect the interests of 
Israel, but to secure a settlement in which all the people of this 
troubled area of the world can enjoy the benefits of peace instead of 
suffering from the ravages of war. 
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I'Si' : Untimel;y requested. Resignation and n·escrioinatins Reasons. 

Ar:,~ con:tar:.t reader o.£ the InternationalRerald 11ribu::ie; I enj oyed. 
r ead.ins t he article of' "CIVIL LIBI:RTIES 11

, '-"ffice Huntz 1200 i-1inncrs 
of suits as 0£ -;ebruary 3rd , 1975 by Linda Charlton. 

• !·iy rea::;0:1 for wri tins to you is · because T was f orced to r esi0;-_, 
• _.fro::i m;y thir-ty-fi ve years e.nployment with 1Jun & Brad.street Gompa.
. r1ies I nc., without a:iy qualified reason. 

To "be sincere, ·r ..,..ust tel l y ou t\-.'hat I believe to b-e t !le feet :: : 
\:b.ile I was a Dept. Lanager, it was suggested ·to ne b:: 2;-~ .:..:::,e-:::..iate 

• .;::.upervisor to try and develop a special '\TI.SA n:::s-~"'CRT , whi c ::1 -st:rv .:. ce 
coul' b. sol· to stea:nship Coona.nien and to r-tea.~scip ~icket Acc~ts 
all ov~:::- t e D. S . A. The :princ.:..pal reaso ..... for this c-crvi c c , ;· t::.:.:- ' 
because e'\·er- st amship com any had a n~mber OJ. -prepci'"1 stea::Js~1ip 
t ..:.c~;:ets , .. 016: to ~:iericc..n citizens, interested to • :r·inr-; t h.cir 
.re l ut ives to the D ited Stat e s 0 4

' Ar.Jerica . These ro,..pcc tiv"' l:r.- · 
~igrants, were natives of forei s;n. cour: tri-es. Lozt~of t bec:ce ::..:::1::li
fTaJ.1ts , t.1ere t ' e wives and c hildren of Aoeri can oitizerro • 

... • ,. r •-

:,'or ye ... rs , T was t he c ' pervisor of the ~-..i~ F::Z"?"81.:·:~: : ,e-pt .. ~ , .;.. :;ailed 
instructior. £arms to t he □anai:;ers of our offices. 1-:i:he main purpose of t hese i nstructions were to inve.stigo.te and to ascertain tLe 
.fi .,anciai u:~ • moral respon sibilities of t he a plic~t.s L . t b.e U. !J . /1. 

Thes - .i.ii.:.PG?TS w_re acce_ t-ed by the £ tate Ilept at ::asbi nGton L .c ac 
well us , .~;, American Consulates locato-1 in li'oreich Cour.triec . 

. . 
I believe that t::Us service assisting prospective i m:i-i r~::r..t s , c:i c: 
no r::eet wi t b the approval o.f some people who are ~e i.es c ..L ~i ,,-il 
Riv- · s a::1<.i it·reec.om, Lovi::is people , and one of t hese a.""1.t ur;oni:.: er.s 

, 'v a~ -:::.u i_-:1ed..iatc assistant Gales Hanage,r, ·who \: 'D.S trans feree:. to· 
_ hew York -.,i t y off ice f:imt pc.rt of 1956. 

• 1 wa.c o::1e of ten r ales renresentatives u..11.der his 5.up r :i :...o:_ s_,;_ 
the url ·c:::,· one , to suffer and to lose ny v:or-~ . lt u~::: c- :::;·~c, ,c:..r<.
.:'or c:.l.!. ;.,- lE:s I-.c_ r cent a t ives to phone a..'1.i:: report t : .~.::.::., .-:~~ .-: 

c t".,· t:.. e;~ • o tl..i .; .,., i ...r~ediatG a£f:. i star..t Sales :.~ ~-, .... ·I' , ~o o ~_ i.: ~.:::...; 
dur.:. .. g i-: urc~ 1 ; .56 , whi l e r eporti _g ,ay sales acti1riti12~ tc ,~:_.- t,u;'Jc:-
r i or , 1 a.sired. i f th~r ·,.-wr;;;. 2.Dv telep~ one calls :.'or -.1 0 . :H.: _ __ s·.,i .::_'.:--c c 
' l.; verr:d r-.c about your .:. ~ 0 !1c c a l ls , I wan t yo u to d.ro1) a i1 J om.' 
acti•rities a.1d . cot:ie o - my offi c e at 3 .-0C -p .--, ·-odo.,1 .-' 1 yr v.:"J::~cc'. to 
be at t he office on ti:-4e . . '.·1hen I arrived at t be oi' f i ce, I W8 !1 t to 
see o;i,· an tac oniz ' - 1.-:ho i::... .... ed.5 .. atel .,r told • c- , and I quo · ,;;; : 11

.11 in ally i ca.11c .face to face tJi t h the originator a..TJ.d tbc 1r:d.J.\i ~.c.c:o.l who csta·r.:1.ished th In:nicr a.tion Visa Report .A:r·vico f or 'tLe r,Qr ,:;f ::... 
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American Civil L:i.berties Union -2- 3rd August, 1976 • 

.... of jews migrating to America. I always wanted to KILL"'That 
man and I mean I want to KILL YOU." 

I was shocked and felt nervous listening to this man's accusations and THREATS. My only comment was that the Visa Reports Service was 
helping Jewish people, as . well as non-Jewish. 

It is my firm belief that my Immediate Sales Manager engineered and 
ploted the dismisal of my employment with Dun & Bradstreet Inc., 
in conjuction with the formeh Exec.utive Vice President of the Sales 
Dept, Mr. the miserable J.J.Smith. 

My antagonizer continued and told me: "Now you can leave y"our .Sales Brief-Case and its contents on top of your desk and go to see Mr. 
J.J. Smith at his office." 

Mr. J.J. Smith without any comments, handed to me a typed letter "terminating my employment with Dun .&· Bradstreet Inc. It was a 
letter of forced resignation. After reading the letter, I was 
shaking and crying and asked Mr. J.J.Smith: 'Why am I loosing my Job? . There should be a reason. Why this unfair untimely resignation?' He answered and I quote: "The company has nothing against 
you but has the PROVOGATIVE to dismiss anybody of its employees 
without any reason." I continued pleading and .crying, shaking I ask him if my work was satisfactory. and he answered that my work 
was O.K. He handed to me a typed letter stating that my forced 
resignation will take effect immediately and Dun & Bradstreet Co., will pay to me six month wages for severing your employment relations before retirement time. • 

For further details plea~e see copy of my ·1etter addressed to 
Haward -Kr.aetz, Assistant Vice Preside.nt of the Employees Group 
Benefit Division, Dun & Bradstreet Inc., 299 Park Avenue, New York Ci~y. F .Y. I trust you will find this letter self explanatory. 

RECORD OF 
From 1922 

1933 

1944 

MY EMPWTI"'iENT: 
Employed by the Bradstreet Company, New Yord City, Head 
Quarters Until the. Merger o-f' the Bradstreet Company with 
R.G.Dun & Co in 1933 
After the merger I was employed by the Credit Clearing 
House until the merger of Dun & Bradstreet ·rnc, with 
Credit Clearing house when I was again employed in 
By Dun & Bradstreet Companies Inc., a total of 35 years 
of active employment. 

My date of Birth is: February 12th, 1899 

My dear Florence Isbell, 

The reason for this letter is to presen\ to you the real facts of my 20 years of trying to prevent public Knowledge of my former . employer DISCRIMI NATION against me after about 35 years for employment and qualifications. Because I am a tourist in this beautiful country of Greece, I am not permitted to earn any money and I must pay about 800 (eight hundred) drachmas each year tourist taxes. 
My total monthly income is about $300 Retirement cheque from Dun & Bradstreet Co Inc $ 72.19 U.S.Social Security monthly$21i.60 
For further details to prove my dire meed fo~ fi!lancial help plei;;!,~e 
see copy of ·my letter -addressed to Mr. Howard Kraetz, Vice President ;_'I in charge of employees retirement Group and Insurance Copy of letter 
from KINGS PARK PSYCHIATRIC Center, KINGS PARK NEW YORK, where my 

2 __ _L_ ______ ______:=----- -~ 
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Mr. Gates Barnet Stern 
1059 Harris Drive 
Emmaus, PA. 10049 

Dear Mr. Stern: 

August 17, 1977 

Thank you for your letter in regard to "Le Paradoxe Julf" by Dr. 
Nahum Goldmann. I am, of course, aware of the publication of 
this book but must confess that I have not personally read the 
volume~ Thus, I simply cannot comment on the book or the review 
which you were kind enough to share with me. 

As to your query in regard to the UAHC's failure to take pub11c 
cognizance of the book, I must note that we have very l lmited 
space in UAHC publications for the review of books. There are 
so many volumes of Jewish content and Interest appearing on the 
scene these days we simply cannot call them all to the attention 
of our readers and we also limit reviews to books which appear 
in the Entflsh language. 

With repeated thanks for your thoughtfulness and with kindest 
greetings, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 

• 

• 



GATES BARNET STERN 
1 □59 HARRIS DRIVE 

EMMAUS, PENNSYLVANIA 18□49 

August 12, 1977 

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

Dear RABBI SCHINDLER: 

It would be enlightening to know how or why the Union 
of American Hebrew Congregations has failed to take 
public cognizance of "Le Paradoxe Juif" by Nahum 
Goldmann. Mr. Goldmann played such an important role 
in the creation of the State of Israel and has been so 
significant in the Zionist movement that, even though 
the book has not appeared in an English edition, his 
latest work must be familiar to you. 

If the enclosed review from THE ECONOMIST (London) is 
a reasonable interpretation of Mr. Goldmann's thesis, 
we Jews in America are unwilling to face the painful 
reality that Israel is just another secular state. 
Israel is neither the paladin nor the guardian of the 
prophetic tradition which has been the historic basis 
for Jewish survival. 

That such a staunch Zionist as Mr. Goldmann should sub
stantiate my own anti-Zionist attitude is a personal 
paradox that underlines my concern that Israel may be a 
home land for Jewish people but does not offer a home 
to Judaism. 

Your comments would be appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

g-fk,, 
STERN 

• 



✓ 
Israel 

Another view of Zion 
Nahum Goldniann's book, Le Paradoxe 
Julf (Editions Stock, 14 rue de l'An
cienne-Comtdie, 75006 Paris; Fr 38), 
wns published in France last November. 
It has yet. to appeur in English . When it 
does, it is likely to come as a shock to 
many Jews, notably in America, for its 
.attack on the mistakes being made by 
modem Israel. Nahum Goldmann, is the 
president of the World Jewish Congress , 
and one of that handful of men truly 
responsible for the creation of Israel. He • 
i.5 a traditionalist and a Zionist . Born in 
Lithuania in 1895, he was brought up in 
the Jewish · financial and intellectual 
stronghold of Frankfurt from the age of 
five . The Goldmann parents were schol
ars of Juda ism and members of Ahad 
Haam's ''Bent Moshe" (Children of 
Moses) movement. But Mr Goldmann 
has never been the darling of the Israeli 
government. After the publication of 
"Le Parado:1:e Juif" and the arrival of Mr 
Begin to power, the prospect of Mr 
Goldmann's ideas being welcome in Je
rusalem is even more remote. 

Judaism was the first religion to con
ceive the not ion of one God. Yet for all 
its universalism, its people are deliber
ately sepnratist . This is but one of. the 
paradmes ?vu Goldmann delights in and 
uses to illustrate his difficulties in com
ing to terms l'{ith the tangents, as he sees 
them, which Israel has led Judai sm 
along. Since, he says, there is no logical 
reason for the e:1:istence of Israel, its 
only defensible raison d '~tre would be as 
propagator of Judaic values . A political
ly "non-aligned" Israel could become 
the spiritual, philosophical and cultural 
centre which would keep alive the Jew
ish traditions and strengths which have 
flourished for the past 2,000 years. The 
Jews, he writes, have no political past, 
"no diplomat except for the Messiah". 
This fact hes made them tum inwards , 
drawing exhaustively on their own re
sources and producing more men who 
have contributed to human progress 
than any other "political" or power
conscioll!I rnce. And so, he argues , they 
should have continued. Israel would do 
better, in Mr Goldmann's view, to have 
followed the (_Oad suggested by the Tal
mudic scholar, Ahad Haam, who 
preached the necessity for a spiritual 
centre for the Jews, over and above the 
pattern drown for it by Theodore Herzl. 

Until Israel becomes Ahad Haamist, 
Mr Goldmann says , it will not have 
fulfilled the Zionist mission. He fears 
that, by choosing to function as any 
other country does, Israel has ignored its 
spiritual heritage so completely that it 
will produce people devoid of the par
ticular strengths which have made their 
race so ·especially gifted . 

Mr Goldmann recounts conversations 
and transactions with people like Roose
velt, Adenaue r, Truman, Mussolini and 
Henry Kissinger. Of Ernest Bevin, he 
writes: "His strong perso nality filled in 
the one huge gap that eruditio n had 
never occupied" . He repo rts Lloyd 
George , reared on the bible, saying to 
Cha"im \Veizmann at their first meeting: 
"As a child, I knew the streets of Jerusa
lem better than those of London". Ben 
Gurion, Mr Goldmann thinks, was the 
only great man Israel has produced but 
"the one man responsible for instilling 
anti-Arab feelings in generations of Is"
raelis- I said to him one day: 'You have 
succeeded in doing one thing that only 
God had achieved before you .. . you 
have succeeded in creating the Israeli in 
your own image!' " 1 

Mr Goldmann accuses Mrs Golda 
Meir of promoting the same anti-Arab 
feelings and being insensitive to moral 
and religious values. He describes Rabbi 
Prinz (pre si dent of the American Jewish 
Congress) putting Mrs Meir in her place 
when she chided him for risk ing mak ing 
President Nixon anti-Israeli by his publi
cised opposition to the Vietnam war: 
"All my life I have worked for Zio n
ism . . . the teachings of our prophets 
seem more important to me th:in your 
politics". It was Israel's immobility un
der four years of J¼rs Meir's premiership 
which led, in Mr Goldmann's view, to 
the 1973 war and Israel's isolation . 

Mr Goldmann is distressed by the 
"Masada complex" rife in Israel. The 
Jewish people have survived because 
they considered survival a Judaic duty . 
Had they suffered from a Masada com
plex, he suggests, there would be no 
Jews alive tod:iy. "Should Jerusalem be 
fought for?" he once asked a rabbi, an 
authority on Talmudic law. No it should 
not, came the reply. "The supreme Ju
daic law is to respect your life in two 
cases: if you arc forced to deny the 
existence of God or forced to kill an
other man . Then it is better to die .. .To 
sacrifice the life of even one soldier for 
Jerusalem is against our religious law". 

Mr Goldmann ,vill be accused of being 
an idealist and a dreamer. Ne•,ertheless 
he is the same man who in one calculat
ed move after another wrested three 
billion marks from the German govern
ment as "official" reparation p:iyment to 
Israel and an "unofficial" annual pay
ment of 1.2 billion marks which is still 
being paid today . He wa11ts :in Isr:iel 
that is not only more Judaic but is also 
more aware of its Middle-Eastemness: a 
S)'f1!hesis of Israeli culture with the 
2,000-ycar-old culture of the Diaspora, 
linking the Jewish world to the renais
sance of ~1 :ddle Eastern culture . 

- ---- ----------



BOB DOLE 
KANSAS 

WASHINGTON, D .C . 20510 

June 27, 1977 

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

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

STANDING COMMITTEES: 

AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY 

BUDGET 

FINANCE 

SELECT AND SPECIAL COMMITTEE: 

NUTRITION AND HUMAN NEEDS 

Many thanks for your thoughtful letter of June 20. Needless 
to say, I appreciate very much your taking the time to 
contact the head of the North American Desk of the Israel 
Foreign Ministry regarding my upcoming visit. 

Am also grateful for your comments with reference to items 
of interest both to the American delegates and to the Israeli 
public, and will certainly keep your thoughts in mind in 
preparation of my remarks. 

Thanks again. Hope to see you in Israel unless, as you 
indicated was a possibility, your duties call you back to 
the States earlier. 

Best wishes. 

BD:jc 

Since 1 

BOB DOLE 
U.S. Sena 

• 



,. 

The Honorable ob Dole 
Unfted States Senate 
Washington, O.C. 20~10 

Dear Sen tor Dole: 

June 20, 1977 

My good friend Rudi cheidt h told me of your impendlng trip to 
Israel. I am sure that you will be well tak n c re of by th 
leadership of the ZOA. They are well kn wn for the excellence of 
their arrangements and your visit will undoubtedly e Instructive 
and fulfl 11 ing. 

Non th less, I have written to th head of th North Arr. rican Desk 
of the Israel Forefgn Ministry to alert ht f your visit. Again, 
I am certain he will lready knoJ f your vlsit but two lines of 
communication are better th none. 

Insofar as what will inter st t A~ n delegates, as well as 
the Israeli public. hefr min concer obviously ts what I h ve 
call d a seeming step-by-step dfseng gemcnt from the traditional 
American stance In It Mid-Est policy c lling for n gotlations 
without preconditions. In public st tcments, in press conferences, 
an American blu -print does se o r Ing - peac~ for the 
Jew, territories for thArabs, and a third State for the PLO. 
The Administratfcn insists that these are mere "cone ptual frame
works" within which the negotiations can take place but the Jewish 
community, while still not questioning the intentions of Mr. Carteri 
is worried about how these statements are eerceived and the truth 
of the matter Is that they are perceived by one and all as poltcy 
and not Just the delineation of areas of cone rn. This frightens 
th American Jewish community, stiffens the backs of the lsr lis, 
and. worst of all, It raises the exp ctatlons of the Arabs, which 
If frustr ted in the slightest degree will at the very least Impede 
the process of peace, If not plunge us all Into disaster. 

Th re is a slight chance that I wl 11 see you ln Israel durin:, your 
visit, although my duties here may oompell me to return to the States 
even before your arrival. t am due to leave for Israel at the end 
of the week. If I do see you there, wonderful. If not, I want to 
wish you well. A11 good wishes for a very meaningful trip. 



. . . 

The Honorable Bob Dole 
June 20, 1977 
Page 2 

With kindest greetings, I am 

cc: Hr. Rudi E. Scheidt 

Slncerely., 

A1 Mlt4er M. chledler 



• - I 

WASHINGTON. O.C. 20510 

Mr. Rudi E. Scheidt 
Post Office Box 193 
Memphis, Tennessee 38101 

Dear Rudi: 

June 1, 1977 

STANDING COMMITTEES: 

AQRICULTUIIE, NUTRITION, ANO FORESTRY 

BUDGET 

FINANCE 

SELECT AND SPECIAL COMMITTEE: 

NUTRITION ANO HUMAN N EEDS 

Many thanks for your letter of May 25, and it was good seeing 
you at the Salute to Gerald Ford Dinner. 

We are checking out the United Nations Conference on Trade 
and Development (UNCTAD), and I will have someone contact 
you by telephone to see what can be done. 

Elizabeth and I will be going to Israel over the Fourth of 
July Recess, where on July 7th I will be addressing the 80th 
Anniversary Annual Convention of the Zionist Organization of 
Pmerica. Apparently 1,000 delegates from the United States 
are expected to attend, as well as President Ephraim Katzir 
and Prime Minister Menachem Begin. If you have any comments 
or suggestions which might be helpful, I will appreciate 
hearing from you. 

Thanks again, and kindest regards. Hope to see you again soon. 

Sin~ 

BOB DOLE 
U. S. Senate 

BD:jc 

•. 

i 
' 
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Dear Bob, 

H11n1 E. Seu r-:,n-r 
POST OFFICC CJOX l'.) 3 

MF:MPttlS, TENN£ ~;C,EX 3 (1101 

June 9, 1977 

I muchly appr eciated your kind letter of June 1. 
I had a good t a lk ,.Jj th Da l c Sh c r 1.vi n rc g a rcli 1g 
UNCTAD and what we have to do is formulate a plan 
of action. The worst thing is tha t, if we don't 
do something soon, : we will hav e all of UNCTAD's 
schemes adopted by default on our part. 

I was delighted to learn that Elizabeth and you 
are going to Israel. I have asked my good friend, 
Rabbi Alex Schindlci who is President of the Union 
of American Hebrew Congregations and also currently 
head of the Presidents' Conference of all major 
Jewish org anizations , to con tact you as I am sure 
he can be most help f ul to you on your trip. 

With very best regards .. 

The Honorable Bob Dole 
United States Senat e 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Sincerely, 

I . 
I 



Mn. Genie Silkea 
341 W at 24 Street 
Hew York, N.Y. 10011 

Dear Mn. Silku1 

July 26, 1977 

1 am deeply appnciatf.ve •1111•1:Aam Ky work 
for leraal baa to take a11 --... •- ~...._ illply 
have no other choice. I• CWIU ,._..,_. and Iarael 
three tblaa la tba pqt IIOlltO. ••1-1••• D c. tripe 
whlcb peniat even ... -..ll!IPi,.. ... tt11P It the State 
Departaant, the Wbite , t to tau a vacation 
in Auguet and it doe• not look it. Wbat • 
I to do? I can only proad.•• yo buaanly poeeible 
I will call you up for a meeti I certainly want co. 

With VUIINt greetinp, I am 

st rely, 

Alexander K. Schindler 
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July 19, 1977 /. 

Mr. Larry L. •abian 
Carnegie Endowment Hr International Peace ' 
11 Dupont Circle m 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Dear Mr. Fabian: 

I 

\ 

\ 

\ 
Thank you so much for the copy of ISWLIS SPEAK: About '11le1118elves and 

the Palestinians, edited by yourself and Ze'ev Schiff. I look forward 
to rooding it as soon as I have a free moment. 

With warmest regards, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 



Carnegie Endowment for International Peace 

Director 
M iddle East Program 

Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
President 

1 July 1977 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
2027 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

I recently returned from Israel, where Ze'ev Schiff 
told me that neither you nor Mr. Hellman received the 
copies of ISRAELIS SPEAK: About Themselves and the 
Palestinians, that we sent you at the time of the book's 
publication by the Carnegie Endowment. 

Our records show that the President of the Endowment, 
Thomas L. Hughes, sent you an early copy with his compli
ments on February 25th. We have no explanation for why 
you did not receive it, but I do want you to have another 
personal copy, which I am sending you under separate 
cover. 

Sincerely, 

, ~¾ 

LLF:mel Larry L. Fabian 

11 Dupont Circle, N.W . W as hington, D . C. 20036 / Phone (202)797-6445 / Telex 248329 / Cable lnterpeace 



Carnegie Endowment for International Peace 

Larry L. Fabian 
Director, Middle Ea~t Program 

11 Dupont Circle, N.W. Washington, D.C. 20036 
Phone: (202) 797-6400 Cab le: lnterpeace Telex: 248329 



Mr. Addis Gutmann, Jr. 
and 
Ms. Shirley Bridge 
Co-Chairpersons 
Social Action C0111Dittee 
Temple D llirsch Sinai 
1511 East Pike Street 
S attle, Washington 98122 

July 18, 1977 

Dear Mr. Gutmann and Ms. Bridge: 

Thank you for your letter of July 5th. My statements were completely 
torn out of context . I never called fo nd am una.lt r bly opposed to 
a total pull back and my record of that is both public and unequivocal. 
This is an outrageous misrepresentation of my comments . Only God knows 
where they got it froml 

Thank you for your concern. Wit warmest wie I I am, 

Sincerely. 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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Dr. Earl S. Starr 
Senior Rabbi 

Temple De Hirsch Sinai 

July 5, 1977 

Rabbi Alexander Schlinder 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
83 8 - 5th A venue 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schlinder: 

Raymond M. Gilante 

President 

I was appalled at the remarks attributed to you in a recent article in 
the Seattle Post-Intelligencer (copy enclosed), and am looking 
forward to your advising our committee by letter that you were quoted 
out of context. 

An accommodation on the West Bank? Unthinkable! 

AG/dm 

Enclosure 

Yours very truly, 

c:::J/A ~~ 
Social Action Committee (_} 
Temple De Hirsch Sinai 
Addis Gutmann, Jr. and Shirley Bridge, 
Co-chairpersons 

1511 EAST PIKE STREET SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98122 323-8486 
556 - 124th N.E. BELLEVUE, WASHINGTON 98005 454-5085 
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July 21, 1177 

Professor Martin Lipset 
Department of Political Science 
Stanford University 
Stanford, California 94305 

Dear Professor Lipset: 

Thank you very much Mr your 1 tt r of une 30th and the draft 

report on your findings. I find it v ry, very helpful. I will be 

in touch. 

With warmest greetings, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 



STANFORD UNIVERSITY 
STANFORD, CALIFORNIA 94305 

DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE 

Rabbi Alexander Schindler, Chairman 
Presidents' Conference 
515 Park Avenue, 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

June 30, 19 77 

Thank you for your kind invitation to consult with you. I will, 
of course, be glad to do so. Please do not hesitate to call me 
whenever you would like to discuss anything. My home phone is 
(415) 326-9319, and my office number if (415) 497-4741. The 
best way to be sure of reaching me is to call me at home between 
11 and 11:30 a.m. your time. 

I have just finished a draft of a report on the findings of public 
opinion studies dealing with the Middle East from the 1940s to the 
present. I am enclosing a copy. I hope that you find it of interest. 

Cordially, 

Seymour Martin Lipset 
Professor of Political Science 
and Sociology 

---
.. 

r , 



July 18, 1977 

Mr. lm Kampe lman 
Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver & Kampelman 
Suite 1000, The W t rgate 600 
600 New BaJ:Dpshire Avenue, N.W. 
Washington., D.C. 20037 

Dear Max: 

Thanks so much for your letter f July 11th. I ap rec at your kind 
t-1ord on my role as 8ha1rman of th Conf ... mce nd of my leadership 

t the meeting last week with the President. 

I do indeed hope that we can ge 
I am in your neck of the woods. 
proa.ches. 

With warmest regards, I am 

toge hr do some talking next time 
I will let ~ou know as the time p~ 

Sine rely, 

Al xan er M. Schindler 
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FRIED ' FRANK, HARRIS ' SHRIVER & KAMPELMAN 

SUITE IOOO, T HE WAT ERG ATE 600 

F'ELIX S. COHEN 11932-1953) 600 NEW H AMPS H IRE AV ENUE , N . W. F R IED , FRANK, HARRIS, 

SHR IVER & JACOBS ON 
RICHARD 8 , BERRYMAN 
DAVID E. BIRENBAUM 
JAMES 8 . BLINKOF"r 
PETER 0. EHAENHAFT 
MILTON EISENBERG 
JOEL A, F'EIDELMAN 
WILLIAM JOSEPHSON 

MAX M . KAMPELMAN 
KENNE"TH S. KRAMER 
ARTHUR LAZARUS, JR. 
MELVIN RISI-(£ 
RICHARD SCHIFTER 
SARGENT SHRIVER 
DANIEL M. SINGER 

WASH I NGTON , D . C . 20 0 3 7 

( 2 02 ) 9 65 - 940 0 I THROGNOATON AVENUE 

LONDON,EC2N 2JT. ENGLAND 
fOll 628 ·7814 

tiAROLO P. GREEN 

CAB LE " S T E RIC WAS HINGTO N " 

T E L E X 89240 6 

120 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK, N.Y, 10005 

(212) 964- 6500 
TELtx: 620223 TELtX 881606 

EDWARD J. BECKWITH 
HARVEY N. BERNSTEIN 
BUNYAN BRYANT 
S. BOBO DEAN 
RE BECCA A. OONNEl.LAN 
HEIDI OEUAFERA EAGLE.TON 
THEODORE C. HIRT 

CATHERINE R. MACK 
FRANCIS J. O'TOOLE 
JOSEPH J. PETRILLO 
VANESSA RUIZ 
LAWRENCE R. SIDMM 
WILLIAM E. SUOOW 
SCOTT A. SUGARMAN 
TIMOTHY SULLIVAN 
HOWARD M. WEINMAN 
W. RICHARD WEST 
JULIE L. WILLIAMS 
ERIC J . ZAHLER 

July 11, 1977 OUR REFERENCE 

WILLIAM 8 , HOHMAN 
DENNIS M. HORN 
CAROL HERNDON ISAAEL 
MARTIN A . KAMARCK 
JAY R . KRAEMER 

rREOERICII. SASS , JR. 
COUNSEL 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
President, Union of American 

Hebrew Congregati ons 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Alex: 

On Wednesday, after your meeting with the President, I 
received a rather thorough briefing as to what took place there. 
It became very clear to me that your own leadership at the 
session, coup led wi th wha t were obviously effective comments 
by you at the out s e t of the session, p lay ed a vital role in 
helping to make t he session a successful o ne. 

On Thursday, I had lunch and then later s pent part of 
the evening with Roberta Peters here in Washington. She then 
told me of her fr i endship with you and your family and the 
high regard she had for you. 

With all of t h is, i t is long past t i me for me to tell you 
how pleased I am with your role as Pres i de nt of the Conference 
of American Preside nts. We are a l l grate ful to you for the 
impressive manner in which you have grown to the immense respon
sibilities. 

I do hop e that you will let me know when you are nex t in 
Washington so that we might have the conversation we once pro
mised each other. There are many thoughts we ought to be 
e xchanging and I want you to know of my desire to be of assist
ance to you in any way that might be fruitful. 

All my best. 

Sincerely, 

Kampelman 



,. 

August 4, 1977 

Babbi George B. Lieberman 
Central Synagogue of Nassau County 
Rockville Cent•, N.Y. 11570 

Dear Georg111 

'l'bank you for your thoughtful IIOte. 

We too enjoyed meeting David. Be la a chip off t old l>1oak. 

With warmest good wishes• 1 • 

Sis rely, 

Al nder N. Schindler 



I 
RABBI GEORGE B. LIEBERMAN, D. D., Litt. D. 

Central Synagogue of Nassau County 

Dear Alex:-

Rockville Centre, New York 11570 

Southampton 
July 29, 1977 

1 have been on the go, and on reaching this day 
our summer place, I found a copy of a letter which Mr. 
Sydney J. Schwartz, President of the New York Federation 
of Reform Synagogues, circulated with reference to your 
appointment of Rabbi Stuart A. Gertman as Director of 
the New York Federation of Reform Synagogues. 

I want to salute you on this appointment. It so 
happens that I have had several contacts with him in his 
official capacity on challenging occasions. I have been 
very much impressed with him. The more I am in his 
presence the more I feel that he ranks very high in 
ability and sense of duty among the rabbis of the young 
generation. I have learned to esteem him for his gifts 
of logical reasoning, brilliant articulation and htnnan 
quality. He deserves our encouragement and recognition. 

May I also take this moment to tell you that with 
others I have been following your singularly effective 
spokesmanship in the Begin-Carter involvement. You are 
wearing the mantle of Jewish leadership with distinguished 
effectiveness. More power to you! 

My son, David, who is pursuing higher studies at 
the University of London, and teaching at Cambridge, 
recently told me that he had met you in the home of Hugo 
Gryn one Shabbat. He was so excited about it. The 
impact of your pre!Blce touches many. 

Sylvia joins me in warmest sentiments and best wishes 
for you, your Rhea and your precious family. 

Faithfully, . /Jr 
Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler, President ~ 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, No Yo 10021 • 

GBL:MRB 

cc: Mr. Sydney J. Schwartz 



Suly 25, 1977 

Dear Fred: 

Thank you for your thoughtful note. You are most kind and I am 

grat~ful to you. 

With warmest greetings, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 

Rabbi Alfred Gottschalk 
HUC-JIR 
3101 Clifton Avenue 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45220 

f 
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HEBREW UNION COLLEGE - JEWISH INSTITUTE OF RELIGION 

Cincinnati • New York • Los Angeles • Jerusalem 

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

PERSONAL 

Ve.cvr. AR..e.x: 

3101 CLIFTON A VENUE • CINCINNA Tl, OH IO 45220 
(513) 221-1875 

July 19, 19 77 

Sinc.e. I ha.ve. not done. thM be.6one., I think. thM le.tte,,1z, 
qu.ali6ie..6 6on incl.Mion in the. Ame,Jz,,i,c.a.n Jewl&h Mc.hivv.,. 

I want to ta.k.e. tlu6 oc.c.Mion in W!l.ili,ng to te,ll you 06 
my de.e.p a.nd 6ull gMil6ic.a.tion in youn le.a.deMhip a..6 
Pnuide.nt 06 the. Con6e,,1z,e.nc.e. 06 Pne.1.>ide.nto 06 Ma.Jon Ame,Jz,,l
c.a.n Jewl&h Onga.niza.tion.6. You ha.ve. be.e.n mone. tha.n e.qua.l 
6on the. ta.-6 k., whic.h I know ,u., a. gJz,ue.Ung, c.ha.Ue.nging 
a.nd, a.t the. 1.>a.me. time., a.n e.xh,Ua/uJ.ting one.. 

I know how you ne.Lu.ih wha.t you cvr.e. doing a.nd how g,!z,a,ti-
6ie.d you mMt 6e.e.l by the. .la!Lge. me.a..6une. 06 1.>uc.c.e.1.>1.> you 
ha.ve. a.c.hie.ve.d in youn Mle. 06 1.>pok.v.,ma.n 6on the. onga.nize.d 
Ame,Jz,,i,c.a.n Je.w.l6h c.ommunity. 

I a.m de.e.ply pnoud 06 the. wonk. tha.t you Me. doing a.nd wb.ih 
you he.a.Uh a.nd 1.>Ue.ngth to c.onilnue. in be.ha.lo ofi OU/l, 
pe.ople.. 

one.d Go:tt6 c.ha.lk. 
AG:JUV Pne.1.>ide.nt 

Ra.bbl AR..e.xa.nde,,1z, Sc.hindte,,1z, 
Union ofi Ame,Jz,,lc.a.n He.bne.w Congne.ga.tion.6 
838 Fifith Ave.nue. 
Ne.w Yonk., Ne.w Yonk. 10021 

• 

Under the Patronage of the Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
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Rabbi Alexander Schindler 

July 14, 1977 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York NY 

Dear Alex: 

Someone once said something to the effect that the needs of a 
time period give birth to a man capable of meeting those needs. 

After reading this week's TIME, and learning of the role you 
are currently playing in American-Israeli relations, I'm con
vinced of the truth of the above observation: Catainly, I 
have never known anyone I would deem more likely to bring 
some kind of orderly conclusion to affairs in the Mideast! 

It is very fortunate that someone of your compassion, under
standing, and persuasive ability has the ear of President 
Carter, as you obviously do. 

And I'm proud to have known you well enough to address this 
letter to Alex! Best wishes for a long-lasting success in 
your current political role. 

And Marge and I both send our 

mjc,c 

P.S. My presence in Cleveland doesn't imply abrogation of 
my status as a retiree -- I'm just being summer help 
back at the old stand! We return to Sarasota in Sept
ember. 

Lang, Fisher & Stashower Advertising, Inc. 1010 Euclid Avenue 
Cleveland, Ohio 44115 Phone 771-0300 



July 25, 1977 

Judge Gerald Adler 
Jrooklyu Jewiah Coaaan1 ty Couacll 
16 Court Street 
Brooklyn, I.Y. 11241 

Dear Judge Adler, 

Tbank you ao ..ah foio ~ 1a,11U 
to offer your ba1p as Pn ...... 
and I truly appreciate it 

With warm greetings, I • 

Alexandft' K. tndler 



!Bwokfyn :J-ewiJi Community Counaif 

Officers 

GERALD ADLER 
Prendent 

MARVIN W. EPSTEIN 
ARTHUR S. HIRSCH 
ALLAN LASHLEY 
RABBI SOI.OMON SHOULSON 

Vice-Presidents 

NED MILLER 
Treasurer 

STANLEY I. CLARK 
Financial Secretary 

ESTHER SWILLER 

Secretary 

HARRY BEARMAN 
HAROLD M. JOCOBS 
DR. BENJAMIN Z. KREITMAN 
RABBI ISRAEL H. LEVINTHAL 
SOL A. LIEBMAN 
ABRAHAM M. LINDENBAUM 
ABRAHAM J. MULTER 
HARRY ZEITZ 

Honorary Presidents 

EMIL N. BAAR 
SAMUEL ROTHSTEIN 
SIDNEY L. SCHIFF 

Honorary Vice-Presidents 

OUIS ZAROWITZ 
H onorary Treasurer 
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16 COURT STREET, 
BROOKLYN, N . Y. 11241 

Rabbi Alexander Schindler 

TELEPHONE 
TRIANGLE 5-8324 

July 19, 1977 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

I have been following your activities with great interest. 

Please be advised that, in my capacity as President of 
the Brooklyn Jewish Community Council, I should be pleased 
to participate with you wherever necessary at the Conferences 
of Jewish Leaders, especially as it involves the State of 
Israel. 

Very truly yours, 

~&I~ 
" (Judge) Gerald Adler 

GA:lg President 

Encl. - CCN 
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ACTING SUPREME COURT JUSTICE GERALD ADLER ELECTED PRESIDENT OF 
BROOKLYN JEWISH COMMUNITY COUNCIL--CALLS FOR SUPPO RT OF ISRAEL 

****************************************************** 

~ 

HARRY BEARMAN, OUTGOING PRESIDENT, HANDS OVER GAVEL TO JUDGE 
GERALD ADLER, WHO WILL LEAD THE COUNCIL FOR THE NEXT YEAR 

REVI EWS PROBLEMS OF JEWS 
IN BROOKLYN THAT REQUIRE 
COUNCIL'S ATTENTION NOW 

11 Let there be Sholom for 
Israel and there will be 
Sholom for us". Thus spoke 
Acting Supreme Court Justice 
Gerald Adler after he was 
inducted as President of the 
Brooklyn Jewish Community Coun
cil at the Council's annual 
meeting and installation of 
officers held at the East 
Midwood Jewish Center, 1625 
Ocean Avenue, Brooklyn, on 
the evening of June 7th. 

------------------,r------------------1- Justice Arthur S. Hirsch was 

ISRAEL CONSUL YAAKOV LEVY 
STATES THAT ISRAEL WILL MAKE 
STRONG PEACE EFFORT 

Israel Consul, Yaakov Levy, 
head of the New York City 
Information Department, and 
formerly Vice Consul of Univer
s ity Affairs, emphasized four 
points that may lead to peace 
in the Middle East. 

He spoke at the annual meeting 
of the Brooklyn Jewish Commun
ity Council. 

Consul Levy, after reviewing 
the historic events since 
Israel's inception 29 years 
ago, said that "the overwhelm
ing issue is still with us --
a strong desire for peace". 

Continued on P. 2 

HARRY BEARMAN ADVISES---
"CARE AND BE ALERT 11 IN HIS 
VALEDICTORY MESSAGE 

Harry Bearman, outgoing Pres
ident of the Council, in 
reviewing the Council's act
ivities during the past year, 
highlighted the following to 
the delegates attending the 
annual meeting at the East 
Midwood Jewish Center: 
11 1. W k d e wore to ease neigh-

borhood tensions in East 
Flatbush. We conducted, 
under the auspices of 
the BJCC '~eighborhood 
Preservation Town Hall", 
meeting at the East 

f 
Flatbush Y. We also met 
with the Hispanic commun
ity in the Williamsburgh 
area to bring about a 
better understanding. 
This said -- WE DO CARE! 

Continued on P. 2 

chairman of the meeting. 

Judge Adler noted that Israel's 
strength is maintained by 
11 faith and willingness of the 
armed forces ready to fight 
and die for Israel's freedom 
and security--regardless of 
what party is in power. In 
Israel to carry a machine gun 
is a mitzvah. It is a mitzvah 
for us to support Israel. ThE 
same holds true in giving 
support to our Council, which 
is ready at all times, to go 
to the front and fight for 
Jewish rights. 

11 The Council has a great re
sponsibility. We are saddened 
over the plight Qf a few Jews 
left in Brownsville. They are 

Continued on P. 3 



"Community Council 
News" 

P11l1/ished by the 
llronklyn ] e u; ish Comn11111ity Cn11ncil 

Fm111de<l in 1939 
I fi C:011rt Street, Brooklyn 1. ~- Y. 

Sam Rubenstein - Editor 

HARRY BEARMAN ADVISES 
Cont. fr om P . 1 

"2. We s upported anti-boycott 
legisla tion; we contacted 
our l eg islatures, includ
ing Senator Javits and 
Senator Moynihan, to voice 
our strong support for 
Federal legislation, and 
urged their support of 
arms to Israel. We supp
orted our Jewish brethren 
in Russian Jewry, notify
ing all our affiliates of 
forthcoming events. This 
said -- WE 00 CARE! 

"3. We interceded with the 
proper authorities with 
letters of protest on 
behalf of Prof. Jane 
Gerber when she was denied 
tenure of office to teach 
Judaic studies and the 
Holacust. This said --
WE DO CARE! 

"4. Mindful of the rights of 
Senior Citizens, we parti
cipated in the relocation 
of Senior Citizens. We 
distributed Jewish Holiday 
calendars to colleges, 
museums and other groups. 
This said WE 00 CARE! 

"5. Th ere was an operation 
Recognition of the Mogen 
David Adorn. We sent tele
grams to the International 
Red Cross Headquarters 
asking for the recognition 
of the Mogen David. This 
said -- WE 00 CARE! 

"6. Our representatives met in 

Page 2 

BOROUGH PRESIDENT HOWARD GOLDEN PRAISES COUNCIL 

PHOTO SHOWS BOROUGH PRESIDENT HOWARD GOLDEN (RIGHT) 
PRESENTING A PROCLAMATION TO JUDGE GERALD ADLER, 
WHILE HARRY BEARMAN CENTER LOOKS ON WITH GLEE 

PROCLAMATION HAILS COUNCIL 
FOR HELPING TO MAKE BROOKLYN 
A BETTER PLACE TO LIVE IN 

Brooklyn Borough President 
Howard Golden, in a proclama
tion, hailed the Brooklyn 
Jewish Community Council for 
sponsoring programs designed 
to make the borough a "better 
place to live in, regardless 
of race, creed or color, or 
national origin". Mrs. 
Yvette Scharfman, Assistant 
to Mr. Golden, read the 

·Proclamation. 

a group session with the 
Conference of Christians 
& Jews on the question of 
Zionism Vs. Racism, and 
exchanged valuable ideas 
with Christian Blacks and 
Whites in our community. 
This said -- WE DO CARE! 

"7. Many of our activities 
have been the subject of 
report in our Community 
Council News, which is so 
ably edited by our dedi
cated director, Sam 
Rubenstein, whose service 
we appreciate. 

Mr. Bearman's Grandson, Scott 
London, who came here from 

California to attend the 
meeting, agreed -- "WE SHOULD 
CARE''. 

ISRAEL CONSUL YAAKOV LEVY 
Cont . from P . 1 

"The terrorist group (PLO) 
calls for the ruination of 
Israel," he said. "Ten years 
ago, Egypt threatened to 
destroy Israel. The City of 
Jerusalem was divided until 
1967. Prior to then, Sy nago
gues were burned and destroyed" 

He then highlighted four points 
that could be the basis for 
Peace negotiations. 

1. The solution of a peaceful 
settlement may be found 
through negotiations. 

2. Since the inception of 
Israel 29 years ago, not one 
Arab leader was willing to 
sit down and meet with 
Israel to negotiate. 

3. Defensable borders are 
needed because of the new 
weapons made available to 
the Arabs. 

4. We object to a second 
Palestinian State. There 
is now a Palestinian State 
in connection with Jordan. 

"Israel will not leave one stone 
unturned to gain peace," he 
concluded. 



. . 

JUDGE ADLER REVIEWS NEEDS OF 
JEWS IN BORO OF BKLYN 

Cont. f rem P . 1 

isolated i n thei r homes , un
able to shop and mus t l i ve as 
recluses . We ar e going to do 
something abo ut it . 

"The unemployment problem of 
Orthodox Jews in Crown Heigh ts 
will also r eceive our atten
tion. 

"The problems facing the 
Chasidic Jews in Williams
burg section of the Boro are 
serious and the Council is 
now i nvolved in an effort to 
adj udicate them." 

Judge Adler called upon the 
delegates at the meeting for 
t heir cooperation. He noted 
an outpouring of Jewish War 
Veterans, headed by Connnander 
Allan Liebowitz and the 
Women's Auxiliary, headed by 
Phyllis Wugman, President. 
Also former Connnander Mel 
Horowitz was present; more 
than a score of Rabbis; numer
ous judges and public offic
ials. 

Former Supreme Court Justice 
Abraham. J. Multer, who was 
the installing officer, also 
gave the oath to the following 
elected officials: 

Marvin W. Epstein, Justice 
Arthur S. Hirsch, Allan 
Lashley and Rabbi Solomon 
Shoulson, Vice Presidents; 
Ned Miller, Treasurer; 
Stanley I. Clark, Financial 
Secretary and Mrs. Esther 
Swiller, Secretary. 

Also Honorary Presidents -
Rabbi Israel Levinthal, Harry 
Zeitz, Abraham M. Lindenbaum 

' Harold M. Jacobs, Sol A. 
Liebman, Justice Abraham J. 
ulter, Dr. Benjamin z. 
reitman and Harry Bearman. 

Also Honorary Vice Presidents -
,Judge Emil N. Baar, Sidney L. 
Schiff, Samuel Rothstein, and 
Honorary Treasurer Louis 
Zarowitz. 
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PHOTO SHOWS THREE TOP ELECTED OFFICIALS OF THE COUNCIL 
WHO PLEDGED FULL SUPPORT OF THE NEW ADMINISTRATION. 
RIGHT TO LEFT -- STANLEY I. CLARK, FINANCIAL SEC'Y: 
MRS. ESTHER SWILLER SEC'Y AND NED MILLER TREASURER 

DR. JACOB L. BERNSTEIN PAYS 
TRIBUTE TO COUNCIL 

Dr. Jacob L. Bernstein, Presi
dent of East Midwood Jewish 
Center, host to the Council's 
meeting, greeted the attending 
delegates and added: 

"We in East Midwood and our 
officers are united to serve 
our Community. We look at our 
Community Council as an arm in 
our efforts to solve our prob
lems." 

He noted that Judge Adler, the 
newly elected President of the 
Council, is a member of the 
Jewish Center and, in behalf 
of the officers and directors, 
congratulated Judge Adler. 

Judge Adler, in behalf of the 
Council, thanked Dr. Bernstein, 
the Congregation and the Sister
hood of East Midwood Jewish 
Center for their support and 
cooperation. 

Mr. Liebman was Installation 
Chairman. 

Sixty-seven members of the ' 
Board of Directors had their 
terms extended for one year. 

PHOTO SHOWS DR. J. BERNSTEIN, 
CANTOR JOSEPH EIDELSON AND 
ABRAHAM NADEL PIANIST 

DR. HARRY HALPERN DELIVERS THE 
INVOCATION 

Dr. Harry Halpern, spiritual 
head of the East Midwood 
Jewish Center, in his invoca
tion, at the annu.al meeting, 
noted the manifold problems 
confronting the Jewish people 
and the need of observing 
peace. 
"We must speak out boldly in 
behalf of our people in 
Israel", he said. 
Rabbi Halpern invoked bless
ings to the Council and offic
ers to carry on with wisdom to 

lead "this organization succ
essfully in all of its ob
jectives." 

-



HAROLD M. JACOBS PAYS TRIBUTE 
TO JUDGE ADLER 

Harold M. Jacobs, President 
of the Union of Orthodox 
Jewish Congregations of Amer
ica, who was prevented from 
attending the Council's annual 
meeting because of a family 
wedding, in a telegram stated: 

"No one more richly deserves 
this great honor of leadership 
which is being bestowed upon 
you. Congratulations to you 
and your distinguished office. 
and may the almighty grant 
you good health for many years 
to come so that you can con
tinue to serve our community. 11 

********************** 
MAYOR ABRAHAM D. BEAME HAILS 
COUNCIL'S OBJECTIVES 

The Mayor, in a message to 
Mr. Harry Bearman, said: 

"The Council's sweeping scope 
of activities and broad range 
of religious and social con~ 
cerns are truly remarkable, 
As the rep,resentative voice 
of nearly one million Jews, 
the Council has not only un
ited Brooklyn Jewry and fost
ered the spiritual, cultural 
and educational needs for the 
enhancement of Jewish life, 
it has extended these object
ives by fighting for ht.nnan 
rights and justice everywhere." 

"REDLINING" ATTACKED BY 
COUNCILMAN ROBERT STEINGUT 
The Council is fully in accord 
with the current fight against 
"redlining" practices which has 
been declared to directly in
hibit the growth and vitality 
of our neighborhood. 
Councilman-at-large Robert 
Steingut, a Community Council 
Board Member, introduced a 
resolution in the City Council 
hich attacks the discrimina

tory and outrageous practices 
of redlining. 
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Officers and Board Members of the Brooklyn Jewish Community 
Council are shown on the dais with their distinguished 
guests at the Annual Meeting of the Council, held at the 
East Midwood Jewish Center on June 7th. Rabbi Harry Halpern 
is shown ivin the benedictio 

MRS. ANNE REISS IS SALUTED FOR 
DEDICATED SERVICES 

Harry Bearman, Council's Honor
ary President, stated that the 
Council is very grateful to 
Mrs. Anne Reiss, who came back 
after retirement, to help out 
in office work. 

Mrs. Reiss faithfully served 
the Council for 18 years. 

Photo shows Justice Arthur S. Hirsch, Chairman of the Annual 
Meeting, discussing the Program with Board Officials. Left 
to right: Louis Zarowitz, Samuel Rothstein, Judge Hirsch, 
Sol A. Liebman, Judge Abraham J. Multer and Allan Lashley 
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HE MAXIMILIAN MOSS FOUNDATION AWARD 

TIME WELL Sl'.t;NT ... The Maximilian Moss Foundation Award, a unique timelock, Is 
presented to Sol Liebman, honorary president of the Brooklyn Jewish Community Council, by 
Mrs. Grace Moss at the recent scholarship dinner of Brooklyn ORT. Flanking the two are Daniel 
Eisenberg, left, former president of the Brooklyn Bar Association, and Mu Welner, Brooklyn 
ORT president. The late Judge Moss, whose widow made the presentation, was a founder of the 
ORT group more than 30 years ago, a founder of BJCC as well, and a president of the lloard of 
Education. 

JUDGE SIDNEY SQUIRE HONORED 

JUDGE SIDNEY SQUIRE (seated) WAS THE HAPPY RECIPIENT of an 
awa rd for his decades of leadership in the Jewish Community. 
The tribute was presented to him at the United Jewish 
Appeal-Federation of Jewish Philanthropies Joint campaign 
of the Brooklyn Lawyers Division. Judge Squire is a pioneer 
of the Council and a Board Member. 

Seated with him (1. tor.) President of the Brooklyn 
Lawyers Club, Miriam Newman; Chairperson, Martha Gibbell 
and Mrs. Squire. (Standing) are Rabbi Benjamin Z. 
Kreitman, Hon. A. David Benjamin, Judge Bernard M. Bloom, 
New York City Corporation Counsel W. Bernard Richland, 
and guest speaker Dr. Aryeh Plotkin. 

CARTER URGED BY COUNCIL'S 
RESOLUTION TO PURSUE HIS POLICY 
FOR A FULL PEACE IN MIDDLE-EAST 
BY DIRECT ISRAEL-ARAB NEGO
TIATIONS 

Delega t es attending the 39th 
annual convention and install
ation of officers of the Coun
cil passed two resolutions 
pertaining to Israel. Samuel 
Rothstein , Council's Honorary 
Vice Pr esident, presented the 
resolutions . 

One r esolution voiced "gr eat 
concern ove r President Carter's 
recent call for the creation 
of a Palestinian "homeland" 
wi t h only minor a djustment s 
in I srael' s 1967 borders , and 
for compensati on to Ar ab r e
fug ees." 

"These sta t ements unde rmine 
the goal of direct Arab-I s r aeli 
negotia tions; obscure the basic 
middle-east problem" , the 
resolution emphasized. "We 
respectfully call upon Presi
dent Carte r to implement the 
promises he made on t hese 
matters during his campaign 
f or the Presidency of the U.S." 

The resolution furthe r urges 
the President to dire ct the 
Secretary of State, the State 
Department and all persons en
gaged in these matters "to 
pursue as the policy of the 
United States consistent with 
the President's previous 
connnitments for a full peace 
based on direct negotiations 
between the parties." 

The second resolution dealt 
ith the election of a new 

Knesset in a democratic manner. 
The Council stated that it was 
proud that the people of Israel 
exercised their rights and 
that Israel is the only State 
in the Mideast that conducts 
free electoral contests. 



SOL LEVY , PUBLISHER , HONORED 

BY YM & YWHA FOR 50 YEARS OF 
SERVICE TO JEWRY AND COMMUN I TY 

Sol Levy , r e tired Exe cutive 
Direct or of t he Williamsburg 
YM and YWHA, was honored by 
the "Y" Board of Direc tors on 
J une 8th at a testimoni a l 
dinne r held a t the La Mer 
Cat e r e rs, 1060 Ocean Parkway , 
Br ooklyn. 

The tribute to Mr . Levy was in 
"recognition of more t han a 

half century of exemplary and 
dis tinguished leadership, and 
community service" . 

Mr . Levy ' s r ecogni tion em
bra ced many years of service 

in beha lf of Jew r y and scor es 
of worthy charities . He was a 
s trong s uppor t e r of the Unit ed 

J ewish Appeal , Fe dera tion of 

Jewish Philanthropies and Nat
i onal J ewish Welfar e Board . He 

i s publisher and editor of the 
i l liamsbur g News and Coney 

I s land Times, bo th weekly news

papers . Among hi s accomplish
ents a t the "Y", he pioneere d 

new programs with governmental 
f unding in Head Start; Youth 
Leadership Training : Home Camp 

for Childr en ; Homemakers Holi
day f or Orthodox Women, and 
many othe r p r ojects . 

Mr . Levy is curren tly V.C. of 

the Held Weinberg Torah Instit

ute Yeshiva in Israel . He also 

t aught physi cal education at 
the Yeshiva Tora of Vodaath. 

e is a staunch supporter of 
srae l. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
* * * * * * * * * * 

Page 6 

j , 

AFfER 40 YEARS .. . Cantor Chukele Ritter celebrated 40 yean as a cantor at a reception held 

on Tues., May 17th, at Congregation Ahavath Israel, 2818 E. 29th St. Congratulating RJtter Is 

Rabbi Bernard Berzon, spiritual leader of the temple, as Ben Ketover, left, chairman of the 

affair, and Norman Flerer, president of the congregation, look on. [Staff Photo by Tom 

McMuaa) 

CANTOR RITTER I S A COUNCIL BOARD MEMBER 

where you find people \V ho care ... 

RIVERSIDE 
MEMORIAL CHAPEL, INC. 

FUNERAL DIRECTORS 
Solom0n Shoulso n -- Ca r l Gr ossbe r g 

Andrew Fier 

for Brooklyn 
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Mr. Judah Dick 
955 50th Stree t 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11219 

Dear Mr. Dick : 

June 22, 1977 

Your letter of June 3 addressed to Rabbi Schindler has just 
been received at t.~is office. I hasten to ad*iso that he 
is out of the city and your letter will be held for his 
return. 

I know Rabbi Schindler will be grateful to you for sharing 
your comments wit11 him. 

Sincerely , 

Edi t h ,T. tiller 
Assistant to the President 

• 



JUDAH DICK 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

JU)'.).e 8,1m 

Rabbi .Alexander Schindler 

955 50TH STREET 

BROOKLYN, N. Y . 1 12 19 

TEL. 853 -0 63 9 

AREA CODE 2 12 

President, Conf erence of Presidents of Major Jewish Organizations 
515 Park Avenue 
New York,N .Y. 

near Sir: 

I read t he story in today's NEW YORK TIMES over t he relationship 

of .American Jewry with Mr.Menachem Begin and prospects f or peace. I t hought 

you might be interested in an original proposal I sent to Mr.Begin a f ew 

weeks on how to offer t he Palesti}iien.1 a homeland without giving up Jewish 

sovereignty over all of ERETZ ISRAEL. I am sending you a copy t hereof . 

Very truly yours, 

JUDAH DICK~ 

"' 
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JUDAH DICK 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

May 26,1977 
Hon.Menachem Begin 
Memb_~_r of the Knesset 
Tel Aviv,ISRAF!L 

u 

I 

/ I / 

955 50TH STREET 

BROOKLYN, N. Y. 11219 

TEL. 853-0639 

AREA CODE 2 I 2 

re: SUGGESTED SOLlJrION TO ARAB HOMELAND PROBLEM 
Dear Mr.Begin: 

I was very pleasantly surprised by the outcome of the recent election 
in Israel and the prospects of an Israeli Government headed by a G-d fearing 
Jew who believes in the deep pr1nc1,plesof our faith: ,)'/ / ( , [ 'j f 1 ( (, I ( ,) e..¥ I ) ,J IC, C (, • 

lllile I would like to be an optimist and accept the belief that the 
liberation of the entire Eretz Y3rael in the Six DaY.: War :.was a vital step 
in the process of Cj ')/c ,) ..I'd,)( C and ,t-< ,) ...Ar, le~ , I fully realize 
that the next Government of Israel will be under t~emendous pressures from 
the United States and other world powers to agt'ee to a Pa.lestianian homeland 
on the West Bank and in the Gaza Strip if and when the P.L.O. announce that 
they are willin~ to accept Israel's right to exist. So far, it can be said: f ,?'V{ ,) ? , ,,,Ale 1J 1 "J ...:> , ) , and the Israeli Government has been abl~ 
to defer making any commitments on this matter. 

I would like to take the liberty of making a suggestibn which you 
may want to consider as a fallback position in the event Israel has to make 
some consssions on t he West Bank in order to secure a true and lasting peace. 
I am thinking of having a COMMONWEALTH under Arab autonomy but Israel sovereignty 
in the West Bank and tlle Gaza Strip- similar to the status of Puerto Rico, 
The Virgin Islands, Guam and fonnerly the Phil:J_ipines(up to 1946). All of 
these territories have special relationships with the United States which 
allow a great degree of local home rule but full assumption of all defense 
and fore!gn policy by the United States. All citizens of the United States 
are free to settle in t hese territories and no passport or visa is required 
to settle there. And the inhabitants of these territories are full fledged 
citizens of the United States. Nevertheless, they are not states and not 
considered integral parts of t he United states. I am ready to send you texts 
of the applicable statutes of t he United States and Constitution of Puerto Rico 
so that you can examine t he provisions for yourself to see whether they can be 
adapted to an Arab Commonwealth within the State of Israel,but I believe that 
these materials are available in U.e Law Libraries of the Hebrew University, 
Tel Aviv Law School and Bar Ilan Lav School.They may be found in Title 48,United 
States Code, Chapter 4 to Chapter 8A. Ultimate control of legislative affairs 
rests with the r.ongress of the United States and t he President but for the 
most part, the national government leaves the people of these territories 
to exercise their own right of self-government. 

Ir such a fonn of government were granted t he Arabs, Jews would still 
have t he inalienable right to settle on the West Bank which is of course part 
&f l{' t, -ltl'"" ~ .S ?le • Nevertheless, it would be best for tl :e time being for uc se emen s to be in those parts of the West Bank which are not densely 



.; 

2 . 

populated by t he Arabs. As relations between the Arabs and Jews improve, t hese 
restrictions can be dissolved and each citizen of the country permitted to settle 
wherever he pleases. 

Creation of a Commonwealth may resolve the demographic problem which 
will ·race Israel in two decades if the West Bank and the Gaza Strip with all 
of its Arabs are granted Israeli citizenship. Based on present population 
trends, and the much greater Arab birth rate, t he Arabs could acheive a 
majority status in so short a period of time and change t he very nature of 
Israel as a Jewish state. This is a very serious problem which cannot be 
brushed aside lightly. If an Arab Ccxnmonwealth is created, t he Arabs can 
be offered citizenship in the Commonwealth without being made full fledged 
citizens of Israel for t he first 50 years - until relationships between the 
groups improve considerably. This will defer t he population issue for several 
generations by which time more Jews would undoubtedly settle in Israel since 
a peace economy will be much stronger and attract many more Jews. It may also 
be possible to induce greater internal growth of t he Jewish population 
and teac~ the Arabs t he virtues of s~ller fami~ies. 

While I am sure t tiat this plan will be rej~cted by t he Arabs out 
of hand, it will not be easy for President Carter to reject it since it will 
offer t l, e Arabs a homeland which they have not had in Eretz Tsrael for 
centuries,if ever. Since Israel has good reason for not trusting t he Arabs, 
at least in t he forseeable future, any Arab homeland will of necessity have 
tobesubject to some degree of Israeli controls to prevent serious security 
problems. 

I also feel t l:at t his plan is not necessarily. inconsistent with 
t lie Torah's_ prohibition of f .J (\,/\ le I . The retention of Israeli soverefgg'j;y 
and t he rigl:t of Jews to settle in all parts of Eretz Israel it would seem 
would be sufficient re-assertion of t he Jewish rights to ~et the requirements 
£'>~ ' 4--:,tc ') I e._1 ,which ~s defined as , r-.;>r ,; d~/e,) €.}?, ~ CI }/I"> ) ~? fie, e.... ,; e ., 

The Halachic questions on t his point have been discussed in t he 
Responsa dealing with t he sale of fields to an Arab for .,.., C,J,/e purposes. 

Wishing_ you a ~,..,,re :> ftld) and C;) ')/ ?~ ?"'Y /'~ 

Very truly yours' 

~~(~ 



Mr. J. Stala1l 
15 WUhil'lltOll Place 
Na, Yorlt. H.Y. 10003 

Dear Hr. Stalllllls 

June 17, 1977 

'l'badt you Hr ,our recent .-. • kS. 
of tbe Pnetdente Collfere • lt tllOW.Cflll 
time to write. 

1'haak you too for 1bar1Dg 
with you. Unfortunatel)', w -•t -l!l!'lt 
they af.aquote or ut:1.U.se words :Oltt 

With every good v:1.ah, I aa 

Sine ly, 

Aleunder H. Iliad er 

nahip 
the 

I •are• 
often 



June 13/77 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 
(please forgive the informality) 

Many ~i of us are gratified wit1the high 
level diplomacy,statesrnanship of your 
leadership. 

Something new (and dangerous) has been added 
to our troubles--the "geshr~i" that Carter 
is anti-Israel. I think sucHnoise should 
be promptly throttled. \ 

Well-meaning Carter,lover of mankind,farmer 
from Georgia, a novice, relies on computers 
and others for his knowledge of the real --. . world,th1.nk1.ng you can apply "Zero-Base-
Budgeting" ideas to realpolitik and t he 
Arab mentality--and so can sell Israel 
~xeNI down the river quicker than you can 
say "Begin." 

He is NOT anti-Israel, and Jews should 
stop this clamor. They should yell loud 
for the d~rnage he is doing. In his zero
budgeted (and blind-spotted) mind t he 
Arab petrodollar~ loom large and weighty. 

Withrvery good wish, and prayers for 
your good health, 

Respectfully, 

J.Sia:l.mm 

and do forgive, i 
hurried writing. 

can, the 

1 
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JIIIIIII 17, 1t76 

labbi ha.- B. IOIOllits 
1 laf.dAvame 
Port Wuld.aaton. •• Y. 11050 

Dear Gellll: 

'I nre thought 
:,'dll A11o1ava. J 
tbe 

tho 
1 al 

WIAllli'-•"'l,l,ll of views among 
ftlnllllllMl,"8, Wbil I did 

-•t .. ~ •• aiMn• w-...G lriav• a c.._.. of haart, 
r an ~W&lCl&'a o vs.. 
rs r ach their point •f 

entalidha iR regard co 
i-. SUch - aiv and tau 

With n ted a181-. 
aumner, la 

evary good riah for a woadarful 

Sf.lie 

Alexander M. 8ch1Dcl1u 
C21aiman 





I 

i 

June 10, 1967 

Rabbi ugene. B. Borowitz 
19 Av 
?ort W htngton, N.Y. 11050 

I d 1 that you have accopted reaponsib111ty for 
of th two initial d sat t:he President•' Ccmfere t-

n ,., ......... ,.,. f.c ..T Mi. COJ•tt11· y Is ues and 
........ ,.,l,'wns " ntud that you had something 

t ~tiiag,c,gt,r.¢ t n1 that the 
1 wil a 1 et-

'u 

word iaaua<J is included. 
tscussio r pre-

ledge 1 a of 
of th enta' 

1ille that I do not be-
e proach 

dis-
t 11 
i 

• 
rtio r re-

reoev•r• there 
. irst 

sco condly, 
there 1 th que i.on o the proper me f exp se 
divergency of news, shall it be p blic or priva • 
and when and to . inally, there 1a the question bli biog 
the means of communic tion to Israeli leadera which wf. re that 
these divergant views, whatever they ar , ach a listcwl.J\8 

'th aitate to call me if you have an questions to oee in reprd 
to your pr a tation. I 1 o ard to seeing you on .June 15th and 
unt11 then, Rhe joins in sending ondeet regard • bayit l' 
bayit. 

Sincerely, 

Rabbi Alexander . Schindlel' 
Chatman 



JACOB STEIN 

20 .JERUSALEM AVENUE 

HICKSVILLE, N . Y. 11801 

WELLS 8-6012 

Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
Union of American Hebrew 
Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 11021 

Dear Alex:-

June 9, 1976 

I hope that this letter finds you and yours enjoying 
good health. 

I am sorry that I was unable to join you at the luncheon 
for Mr. Sisco but a court matter in which I had to appear 
as a witness was scheduled for that date and I was mandated 
to appear. 

There appears to be an increasing discussion in the American 
Jewish Community about what is erroneously termed the right 
of dissent. I submit that it is an erroneous and even harm
ful term because our function is not dissent - our function 
must be constructive thought and programs within the capa
bilities of the American political system to support those 
plans which we desire to have supported. 

It is unfortunate that some in Israel become very agitated 
when an American Jewish leader states an opinion which he 
believes represents the opinion of his membership and which 
opinion is not exactly in accord with the prevailing opinion 
of the Israeli Government on the same issue. Such reactions 
dare not inhibit us from supporting positions we think 
merit our support. 

I would hope that you could turn away from the term "dissent" 
and move toward putting our positions in a positive frame
work. • 



Rabbi Alexander Schindler -2- June 9, 1976 

If I sit together in Synagogue with my wife, it is not 
because of dissent with the Orthodox but because I believe 
that I am doing the right thing. 

And, if we urge a political position in American-Israel 
relationships, it is not because of dissent with Israel 
but because we believe in the soundness and effectiveness 
of our position. 

Of course, there exists within our community some organi
zations which for ideological or financial reasons feel 
obligated to voice a monolithic "line" on any issue. This 
is their prerogative and I don't think we should challenge 
it any more than we should be challenged by these groups 
shou'ld we differ from this "line." 

Now we come to our role of being critics of Israel's 
domestic and foreign policies. Here, I think, there are 
two levels which must be recognized. I do not think the 
Presidents Conference should be publicly critical of Israeli 
domestic or foreign policies. After all, if Israeli secur
ity is ever challenged, it is Israeli lives which will be 
on the line to defend the validity of their foreign policy 
decisions. And, if there are internal social problems, it 
could be said that if we want to have an influence, we 
should settle in Israel. 

Yet, Alex, I cannot fully accept these strictures on my 
right to speak out. For, if I am considered to be a part 
of one Jewish people, some of whom live in Israel, and, 
if I am considered to be a partner in this great historic 
undertaking that is Israel, contributing my material 
resources and my time, then I must also contribute the 
best thought of which I am capable. 

But, these thoughts I must convey to those in a position of 
leadership in Israel who are capable of constructing the 
desired policy, not to the general public. 

f 



. . . 

Rabbi Alexander Schindler -3- June 9, 1976 

I believe that general public statements critical of 
Israel's foreign· or domestic policies are seized upon in 
this Country by those seeking to divide our legislature 
in its support for Israel and it weakens the effectiveness 
of the Presidents Conference in achieving its goals. 

Alex, I wish I could be more specific and I would very 
much enjoy meeting with you to discuss this further. 

I will be in Florida for the next ten days. After that, 
I will be in town for several weeks. 

Kindest personal regards. 

JS:dl JACOB STEIN 

f 



.June 8, 1976 

SCHINDLER SAYS AMERICAN JEWRY'S 
SUPPORT OF ISRAEL UNDIMINISHED 
DESPITE CRITICISM OF POLICIES 

NEW YORK, June 7 (JTA)--Rabbi Alexander 
M. Schindler, chairman of the Conference of 
Presidents of Major American Jewish Organiza
tions, declared today that criticism of certain 
Israeli governmental policies by American Jews 
in no way implies any diminution of their commit 
ment to Israel. "Let no one be mistaken and mis 
read our · occasional questioning of this or that 
Israeli governmental policy as disunity or weak
ness. We remain committed with our very lives, 
all of us, to Israel's survival in security· and in 
peace," Schindler said. • 

He spoke at a farewell luncheon tendered .by 
the Presidents Conference to retiring Undersec
retary of State Joseph J. Sicso. "Those differen
ces thai; dv e~i:;;t a.r:lcr.g A:mer-ican Jews about 
Israel's foreign policy are nowhere near as seri
ous as they are portrayed," Schindler stressed. 

· He took issue with the labeling of Jews as .• 
"doves" or "hawksH with respect to their views 
on Israeli policies. He said those terms were ~ 
throwback to the Vietnam War and "applied to the 
Middle East, they evoke dangerous and misleadin 
comparisons.'' 

Dispute Is Over 'Kind Of Peace' 

Schindler observed, "I for one have never 
heard a Jewish 'hawk' demand that Damascus be 
levelled or that the harbor of Alexandria be 
mined. Nor have I heard any 'dove' question Is
rael's right to be. What divides the 'doves' and 
'hawks' on Israel is not the ultimate goal of peace 
but the kind of risks that should be taken to 
achieve that peace," Schindler said. 

-~ 0 The real issue 1.s not ·cha wk' versus 'dove' b 
rather what is the 'quo' that Israel has the right 
to expect for its 'quid?' The debate of late has 
focussed on those territories that Israel should o 
should not surrender. But the essential ques
tions are foe::;t:l: w'hs.t kh,d of peace will result 
from Israel's concessions? Is there to be a mere 
mouthing of phrases like 'the non-use of force' 
which in the final analysis means nothing at all? 
Or should that peace include opening of trade, 
travel and cultural contacts between Israel and 
her Arab neighbors as the foundation on which a 
just and lasting peace can be built?" Schindler 
asked. • 

He concluded, ''When the Arab states answer 
these questions, Israel and the world will know 
whether there will be a genuine peace in the Mid
dle East or the kind of 'peace' that the Muslims 
and Christians of Lebanon are enduring as Arab 
slaughters Arab." 



June 15, 1976 

Mr. Abraham Frank, Vice President 
Association of Orthodox Jewish Teachers 
5012 - 13th Avenue 
Brooklyn, New York 11219 

Dear Mr. Frank: 

Tha you very uch for your letter of June 9 and the spirit 
of helpfulness which it re lects. That cause which evokes 
our concern requires help from every quarter and offers of 
help are always welcome. 

Let me also tell you at once that I share your high esti
mate of Halcolm Bonlein. Although my association with him 
has not been close over the years I have always been very 
much imprease with his ability, so much ao that when 
several months a the President■' conference determined to 
add another executive to it staff, to serve as associate to 
Mr. Hellman, I ediately contacted him to explore with him 
the possibili y of his fulfilling this important position. 
Unfortunately, he was so fully committed to his present posi
tion and some otheT po1sible developments on the New York 
Jewish scene we could not carry our discussion further. 

I must tell you, though, that despite the high regard which I 
have for him I do not begin to believe that the professional 
leadership of an organization, how ver effecient, is going to 
determin the course and success of its work. Objective factors 
come into play and I am afraid that Malcolm Honlein is a perfect 
case in point. The cause of Soviet Jewry, unhappily, is in 
serious disarray; there is a malaise in this field which pre
sently obtains and certainly the ''bottom line" is saddening 
for the number of Jews who emerge from the Soviet Union to 
freedom and especially those who find their way from Russia 
to Israel and not to the flesh pots of America is stea ily de
clining and makes us all weep. Please do not misunderstand this 
as slur against Malcolm or anyone else for that matter chas v' 
chal6lah. All I really want to say is that there are factors 
which are at tlay against which even a staff leader as talented 
as Malcolm cannot prevail. 



Mr. Abraham Frank 
June 15, 1976 
Page -2~ 

Your letter suggests that you have a plan which can "resolve 
the present crisis in Jewish leadership." If you do, I am 
eager to meet with you and learn of it. I for one know full 
well that all wij om does not reside with me and I need all 
the advice and help which I can possibly get. AccordiJ8.Y, I 
would very much like to et together with you to have the 
benefit of your ideu. Pl ase be good nough to call my 
associate, 1r. Yehuda Hellman, to seek a mutually convenient 
time to meet. I muat note the poaaibility of an early meet
ing 1• dim for I will be 1 :-,ing for the west coast in but a 
few days and leave almost trectly on my return from the 
coast to meetings iu Ir el nd I wanted to forewarn you of 
this schedule. 

With kindest reetings, I am 

cc: Mr. Yehu a Hellman 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler, Babbi 
Chairman 
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-!7/ssoc.iaf.ion oj Orihodox Jewish :Jeachers 
OF THE NEW YORk CITY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

5012 - 13th AVENUE 

Dr. Alexander Schindler, 
Conference of Presidents 
515 Park Avenue South 
New York , N.Y. 10001 

Dear Dr. Schindler: 

BROOkl YN, N. Y. 11219 
(lll) 436-1600 -I 

June 9 , 1976 

President 
of Nat'l Jewish Organizations 

The Association of Orthodox Jewish Teachers represents 
over 5,000 tea chers and supervisors in the New York City 
public school system. Among its many projects is the only 
network of Jewish culture clubs in the public high schools. 

I take this opportunity to inform you that our members 
are becoming increasingly worried about the unprecedented 
drift in U.S. foreign policy and by unfair criticism and 
tainted journalism used by the na,,s media which has veered 
somewhat away from its former strong support of Israel. Our 
concern is over the apparent inability of Jewish organizational 
leadership to make significant positive changes in this policy. 

We find it shocking to hear that Greek-Americans can 
succeed in curtailing U.S. aid to Turkey and the United 
Federation of Teachers in New York is able to get a legislative 
override of Gov. Carey's veto but National Jewish Organizational 
leadership, which is supposedly well-organized and highly effec
tive, is unable to influence U.S. foreign policy toward greater 
support of Israel in its current political hour of need. 

In the case of t he teachers ' union , our members are kept 
closely informed of the progress key bills make in the New York 
legislature and at crucial moments all 150 , 000 teachers are urged 
to write , telephone and visit their legislators , participate in 
rallies, or take part in a cavalcade and descend upon Albany. 
We have yet to be urged to take similar action in behalf of Israel. 

The AOJT would like to recommend a possible solution to 
this problem. 

RtUrtd T N chtrl 
louit Wald 
Samuel K. Tanenbaum 

Social 
Ruth SIiiiman 

T ,odttr Grltoonct l legal 
MNrSatlow 
Melvin Steinhardt 

continued 

Tour, l T rout l 

~~~~,~ ... Wtf/art 
Dr. frod Bohensky 



Page 2 
June 9, 1976 
Dr. Alexander Schindler 

We have been impressed by the ability Mr. Malcolm Honlein of the 
New York Conference of Soviet Jewry in presenting the cause of Russian 
emigrants. He uses tact with professionalism and finesse. The news 
media continually focus on the plight of the unfortunate Jews who 
wish to leave or who remain in Russia. In contrast two of New York 
City's major daily newspapers sympathize with the plight of the Arab 
refugees who wish to return to their homes. We are confident that 
if Mr. Honlein's talents were harnessed to serve the cause of Israel, 
or if the mandate of the New York Conference were broadened to 
include the defense of Israel, that government circles and the news 
media would quickly take positive action. 

We are not suggesting that this is the only solution. But we 
do feel that the present situation can not be allowed to continue 
and that something must be done to resolve the present crisis in 
Jewish leadership. 

We trust that the above will meet with your kind and careful 
consideration. With all good wishes for your continued success, I am, 

AF/rl 

Very sincerely yours, 

~.,.,- F~ 
Abraham Frank 
Vice President 

P.S. Please let us know how the Akiva Clubs and their members can 
be of help to you. 
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HA' ARETZ 

JEWISH POWER IN THE U.S. TODAY 

The Presidents Conference Adopts a Moderate Tone Towards Future Struggles 

Many intellectuals think that the 11 Yom Kippur War 11 has not only c·hanged cease-fire 
borders in the Middle East, but also the status of Jews in American society. 
Professor Arthur Hertzberg has been since 1974, of the opinion that the results of 
the war increased both the scepticism and the obligation which U.S. Jews feel 
towards Israel. Israel Miller, the previous chairman of the Presidents Conference, 
was criticized for frequently 11 obeying 11 recommendations which originated in 
Jerusalem during his term of office. Miller, who was aware of this, had his reasons: 
the problems facing Israel are too complex and intricate for him to take the 
responsiblity upon himself and ignore the solutions offered by ·the government in 
Jerusalem. His successor, Alex Schindler, attempts to lead the Presidents Conference 
into forming an independent position which will · transform the united organization of 
American Jewry into an equal partner in policy formulation towards the U.S. The 
most picturesque and inclusive is proably the definition of Nathan Glazer, the 
philosopher. He claims that when American Jews come to ask their Christian neighbors 
to support the safe existence of Israel they resemble 11 a man exposed to the wind. 11 

I do not know"how many of those versions actually represent the .condition of A~~r~c~~ •
Jewry. This state, full of contradictions, has experienced an endless number of 
generalized definitions, all of which disintegrated without leaving a trace. Often, 
he who speaks of a 11 United-Nation 11 does not represent more than a few millions who 
still salute the stars and stripes. Whoever claims that he knows what 11 all-America 11 

is thinking voices only the opinion of a few thousand intellectuals, politically 
oriented, who lived along the eastern coast of the U.S. and pretend to evaluate the 
position and strength of America ' s Jewry, even if they relate only to its establishment 
sectors and find themselves dealing with misleading generalizations. 

Misleading Generalizations 

Maping the Jewish forces in the U.S encounters many diffiulties in evaluation. 
Without sophisticated tools which may clear up the situation, it can be al~Jst 
simultaneously debated that they are getting constantly stronger and that have now 
reached a peak, from which they are bound to decline. Recently· I have listed some 
Jewish 11 facts 11

, in chronological order of occurance, only to discover that they 
contradict one another, like a list made by a damaged modern calculator. 

* In the elections headquarters of Senator Birch Bayh, who in the meantime has 
withdrawn from the Democratic race, I have found only Jewish campaigners, a strong 
indication of their known tendency to influence politics from "behind the screen." 
In Jimmy Carter's campaign organization, I saw a list on the wall giving the names 
of campaign activists through the U.S. Although Carter is apparently the Democratic 
candidate most detached from the Jews, many of the listed names were Lifschitz, Segal 
and Mandelbaum, etc. 

The Agressive Lobby 

* More Senators and members of the House complain that the Jewish "lobby" is 
aggressive, arm-twisting and unpleasant. It presses and demands. Believes in power, 
noise and shows of strength. Gone is the modesty which characterized it in the past. 
They wonder whether this is a new tactic agreed upon by the heads of organizations. 



It is difficult to know, but there are doubtless signs of uncomfortable dissatisfaction 
in the Congress in reaction to the activities of the Jewish "lobby." 

* • In New York, Jewish architects are being avoided. Companies with Jewish names 
don't mention these names in the telephone (book) because the fat contracts are divided 
among architectural firms representing the Arab countries. Names of Jewish architects 
don't help in getting those projects. What is new and worrying is that many Jews prefer 
to let the · affair pass quietly. They take monitary compensations or are satisfied with 
a mr-e modest assignment only to avoid a scandal. The Village Voice, which exposed 
the facts, explains that its cboice of investigating architecture was coincidental. 
When reading the report, an Israeli tourist said that during his visits to the U.S. 
he had heard of a number of enterprises which received large orders from Arab countries 
who literally purchase all they produce. Jewish salesmeD who were previously employed 
by those manufacturers have quietly disappeared. 

* Twenty-two giant corporations have given their obligation to the American Jewish 
Congress that they will not yield to the Arab boycott. But hundreds and maybe thousands 
of companies have complied with the conditions of the boycott. Some of the companies 
justify their compliance in the duty to respect the laws of countries in which Ameri
cans wish to develop their businesses. One of the large corporations, which was 
brought to trial, did not deny that it gave in to Arab boycott conditions. It ·claimed 
that yield to the Arabs is not considered a felony according to American law . . 
Three months ago, when he entered his office as chairman of the Presidents Conference, 
Alex Schindler, leader of the Reform movement, granted an exclusive interview to 
Ha-aretz in which two arguments were emphasizee: American Jewry has to formulate an 
independent policy, without blinding obedience to Jerusalem, in an effort to encourage 
the dialogue with Israel. In another topic, he trusts the support of the American 
publice for Israel, but is apprehensive about Arab money entering the U.S. economy. 
This money has a negative influence on the attitude of the business world to the 
Middle Eastern conflict. This new reality limits U.S. Jewry. 

On the following day, after the interview was copied all over the world, there were 
requests to Schindler to deny, to explain, to correct the statements, which might have 
been taken out of context. He refused. Some clerks in Jerusalem toyed with the 
presumption that the new leader wants to enter into office with the public rumble and 
that this excitement will subside shortly. 

But approximately two weeks ago, both Schindler and his political advisor, Yehuda 
Hellman, were called to Israel. The Prime Minister, ltzhak Rabin, has heard (of) 
the conmunique from him. If a clear conflict of interests will be formed between the 
United States and Israel, American Jewry wiii not be able to change the White House 
and State Department attitude. 

It could not be inferred from him that American Jews' strength has vanished but rather 
that Schindler chose to put them in the right perspective. It seems that many Israelis 
see only the great strength of the Jewish "lobby"., and deliberately ignore the argument 
that even an inmense power has distinct limitations. A senior person on the Capitol 
Hill has told me that awhile ago that the Jewish "lobby" forgets sometimes that the 
U.S.A. is a Christian society. A bold show of strength is foreign to its. mentality. 

Cold Meeting 

In the Presidents Conference a different attitude is emphasized. There is an awareness 
of the Jewish voters powers, yet it is evident that the leaders have some misgivings 
about the unplanned and excessive manner in which it is used. The most eminent recent 
example for it is the cold meeting between the President·and Jewish leaders who came 
to protest the sale of six cnrgo planes to Egypt. Not only did the Jews leave empt.Y 



handed, but it was also largely publicized. This harmed the prestige of the Presidents Conference. In order to repair it, Schindler tries now the restrained style as a political method. 

The voice of the Jewish forces is often heard now. From the "lobby" in Washington, there is a strong, 1 oud voice, 1,hi 1 e from the presidents Conference in New York there comes a more moderate tone. Both voices help to understand the Jewish forces in the United States for the difficult struggle awaiting us on the morrow of the November, 1976 presidential election. 
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Dear Alex, 

P. 0. B. 2 313 0 .1 .n 
TE L. 239 58 7 . '111 

April 16th 1976 

I was extremely pleased to receive your letter of the 
6th which reflects some of your recent experiences in Israel. 

Let me betin with the last part of your letter and 
attempt an assessment of your visit. Having had occasion to 

• 

hear many views on this subject,I would summarise it as follows; 

(a)To many Israelis,your style of action represented a 
novel and welcome phenomenon, particularly your policy of extending 
your contacts beyond officialdom and politicians. It is an 
innovation worth pursuing and intensifying. 

(b) Ypu have injected a new line of political thinking, 
i.e. that u.s. Jewry is not omnipotent,that important as its 
influence may be,it is limited,and that its efficacy is confined 
to its functioning within the broad framework of the American 
national interest. I used the word "initiated" advisedly,for it is 
a mere beginning,and ther~ore, much more will have to done to make 
Israeli public opinion fully grasp the signifi€ance of this point. 
Only then will our public opinion be able to evolve a realistic and 
sober approach to the grave problems facing this country. 

(c)Your utterances have made some thoughtful Israelis 
realize, that Israel must choose very judiciously the issues on 
which it seeks the support of u. s. Jewry in its confrontation 
with Wahington. 

These points, I believe, sum up the results of your first 
visit to Israel in your capacity as President of C.P.M.J.o. What 
neither the Israeli leadership nor public opinion have so far 
comprehended,was that it is incumbent on the Israelis to hold frank 
and meaningful consultations with the spokesmen of U.S.Jewry,prior to 
s1mmoning then to public action; this will not be an eaay "educational" 
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task. It must,however, be done.It their present mood,the reluctance 

and even resistance of the Israeli leaders can be overcome. This is 

a unique opportunity of initiating a consbructive and meaningful 

dialogue between the two great Jewries of today,which is long overdue. 

And now a few remarks concerning the wider seene which 11ou 

have found "not to be trouble free". This scene, as you realize, 

embraces many facets of our national life and it exhibits even to 

the inexperienced observer, certain negative ingredients,which make 

many people here depressed and even despondent. These negative 

ingredients have developada over a long period; they merely now come to 

the fore. It is this broader seene that u.s . Jewry has preferred to 

ignore,and ra~her than incur the displeasure of the Israeli establish

ment,it chose to remain silent on issues and developments which it 

would not tolerate in the U.S. This was a grave disservice to Israel. 

By WaY of illustration,I will cite a recent utterance by 

Ambassador Toon,which Israeli officialson resented, but many Israelis 

felt was proper and warranted. He called upon the Israelis to work 

harder to reduce their depemdence o~ the u.s. It was indeed a pity that 

such an ajpeal was not issued by U.S.Jewry; it was their duty to tell 

t his unpleasant truth to their brethren in Israel . What is plaguing 

Issael is not so much the social gap- but a major malaise afflicting 

us-the loss of the work ethic,very much the malaise afflicting 

England todaY• US Jwwry should have reminded the Israelis that unless 

begin to treat work seriously,eradicate mass parasitism and make 

effort and productivity a b ational priority,the resultant situation will 

be graver than the external menaces . Without a move in this direction 

it will be difficult to either raise the natimnal moral nor to 

strenthen national cohesion. Such a move,I believe , would not be 

resent ed even by the Israeli establshment. 
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I cited the decline 0£ the work ethich as an illustration, 
one 0£ several,aspects 0£ our national life that need be remedied, 
painful as t he process may be. On all of t h ese issues,u.s. Jewry 
has not only the right,but owes a duty to speak up in a friendly 
and constructive manner, to be sure. Their views on crucial internal 
issues will not be ignored; they will,I am sure, carry greater 
weight than the exhortations of our leaders. The leaders of Israel 
are not in a position to day to ignore external Jewish criticism; 
unlike in the past,they are not now immune to views expressed 
by the spokesmen for the Di~spora. 

The present predicament and the growing dependence on the 
Diaspora seem to indicate that the stage is ripe for the kind 
of dialogue which you have,in you own way,initiated on your last 
visit in Israel,from which,there may gradually evolve that partnership 
to which Israel has,so far,paid lip service,but which, i~ fact,has 
been a one way traffic,where U~S. Jewry has pliantly and uncritically 
accepted Israeli policies and practices,whether in the domainm~ of 
foreign or of domestic affairs. The initiative towards a new 
development must obviously come from the U.S,and you have made a 
beginning in the direction of taking a more comprehensive view of 
Israeli external and internal realities. The further pursuit of a 
new policy dalls,of course,for careful planning,including the choice 
of issue to be put on the public agenda. 

I have written a longer letter than I had intended.I felt, 
however,that time and circumstances have placed you in a position, 
or rather have afforded you the unique opportunity of in±tiating 
a new departure of historic dimens:ions in the relationshipilbertlmmmn 
between Israel and U.S.Jewry. 

With warmest regards to you and Rhea, 

Cordially, 

).L-



April 27, 1976 

FROM: Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler, Chairman 

TO: Presid nts of Constituent Organizations 

During my recent visit to Israel in behalf of the 
Presidents' Conference. I asked a member of the 
Knesset to ive me an hone t evalua ion of my 
meetings in Israel. I am enclosing herewith a 
copy of his response which I believe will be of 
interest to you. 

I call your pa ticul r tt ntion o th latter 
p ragr ph, e p ci lly in li ht f th discussion 
we had the oth r y s to het er the Presidents' 
Co11 r nee should or houl ot xpr s views on 
.sra. i inte 1 ttera. 

Cordi 1 re tings. 

Encl. 



Letter to Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler from member of the Knesset 

April 16, 1976 

I was extremely pleased to receive your letter of the 6th which reflects some 
of your recent experiences in Israel. 

Let me begin with the last part of your letter and attempt an assessment of your 
visit. Having had occasion to hear many views on this subject, I would summarize 
it as follows: 

a) To many Israelis, your style of action represented a novel and welcome phenom
enon, particularly your policy of extending your contacts beyond officialdom and 
politicians. It is an innovation worth pursuing and intensifying. 

b) You have injected a new line of political thinking, i.e. that U.S. Jewry is 
not omnipotent, that important as its influence may be, it is limited, and that 
its efficacy is confined to its functioning within the broad framework of the 
American national interest. I used the word "initiated" advisedly, for it is a 
mere beginning, and therefore, much more will have to be done to make Israeli 
public opinion fully grasp the significance of this point. Only then will our 
public opinion be able to evolve a realistic and sober approach to the grave pro
blems facing this country. 

c) Your utterances have made some thoughtful Israelis realize, that Israel must 
choose very judiciously the issues on which it seeks the support of U.S. Jewry 
in its confrontation with Washington. 

These points, I believe, sum up the results of your first visit to Israel in 
your capacity as President of C.P.M.J.0. What neither the Israeli leadership nor 
public opinion have so far comprehended, was that it is incumbent on the Israelis 
to hold frank and meaningful consultations with the spokesmen of U.S. Jewry, prior 
to summoning then to public action; this will not be an easy "educational" task. 
It must, h0wever, be done. In their present mood, the reluctance and even resis
tance of the Israeli leaders can be overcome. This is a unique opportunity of 
initiating a constructive and meaningful dialogue between the two great Jewries 
of today, which is long overdue. 

And now a few remarks concerning the wider scene which you have found "not to be 
trouble free." This scene, as you realize, embraces many facets of our national 
life and it exhibits even to the inexperienced observer, certain negative in
gredients, which make many people here depressed and even despondent. These 
negative ingredients have developed over a long period; they merely now come to 
the fore. It is this broader scene that U.S. Jewry has preferred to ignore, and 
rather than incur the displeasure of the Israeli establishment, it chose to remain 
silent on issues and developments which it would not tolerate in the U.S. This 
was a grave disservice to Israel. 
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By way of illustration, I will cite a recent utterance by Ambassador Toon, 
which Israeli officialdom resented, but many Israelis felt was proper and 
warranted. He called upon the Israelis to work harder to reduce their de
pendence on the U.S. It was indeed a pity that such an appeal was not 
issued by U.S. Jewry; it was their duty to tell t his unpleasant truth to their 
brethren in Israel. What is plaguing Israel is not so much the social gap 
-- but a major malaise afflicting us -- the loss of the work ethic, very much 
the malaise afflicting England today. U.S. Jewry should have reminded the 
Israelis that unless they begin to treat work seriously, eradicate mass par
asitism and make effort and productivity a national priority, the resultant 
situation will be graver than the external menaces. Without a move in this 
direction it will be difficult to either raise the national moral nor to 
strengthen national cohesion. Such a move, I believe, would not be resented 
even by the Israeli establishment. 

I cited the decline of the work ethic as an illustration, one of several 
aspects of our national life that need be remedied, painful as the process may 
be. On all of these issues, U.S. Jewry has not only the right, but owes a duty 
to speak up in a friendly and constructive manner, to be sure. Their views on 
crucial internal issues will not be ignored; they will, I am sure, carry greater 
weight than the exhortations of our leaders. The leaders of Israel are not in 
a position today to i gnore external Jewish criticism; unlike in the past, they 
are not now immune to views expressed by the spokesmen for the Diaspora. 

The present predicament and the growing dependence on the Diaspora seem to indi
cate that the stage is ripe for the kind of dialogue which you have, in your 
own way, initiated on your last visit in Israel, from which, there may gradually 
evolve that partnership to which Israel has, so far, paid lip service, but which, 
in fact, has been a one way traffic, where U.S. Jewry has pliantly and uncritically 
accepted Israeli policies and practices, whether in the domain of foreign or of 
domestic affairs. The initiative towards a new development must obviously come 
from the U.S., and you have made a beginning in the direction of taking a more 
comprehensive view of Israeli external and internal realities. The further pur
suit of a new policy calls, of course, for careful planning, including the choice 
of issue to be put on the public agenda. 

I have written a longer letter than I had intended. I felt, however, that time 
and circumstances have placed you in a position, or rather have afforded you the 
unique opportunity of initiating a new departure of historic dimensions in the 
relationship between Israel and U.S. Jewry. 



Mr. Zvi Ephron 
Rec.r;;v F ivc • 13 
T 1-1.v v, ar el 

Dear Zvi: 

April 6, 1976 

teful to you for your many kin nesses to me. 
• you nd your lov :y wi_e _or your most 
hosp t lit. 

well 
wit 
b 
fac 

mel'.Y int resting. His 
iculates -;1 1, i one 
b cause Id it to 
present geo-pol_tical 
underesti'l'nate the 

eresti~.ate the worth 
people in w i hing its 

Is 11 y u t le I feel about my re· 
ct ' p n . If I had only been 

al my gua u been up and I would 
pro ... 1g t nts. I bad gone 
wit o or t n nd la& totally ex-
hau react 

I wae e lly a -:y- one very much 
like him n my t ff, rrible who often 
speaks not only impulsiv ly but vith a desire to shock. But 
it is tru th t th attitud hie Ezer refl cted is not 
absent from I rael.oon the contrary it may well be the pre
dominant view nd it does no one any ..,o.od. 

The only thing I really feel terrible bout is not my having 
answ red Ezer but bee u~e my re pons kind of put a pall over 
the pirit which you and your wife tied to create,,of which 
I was mot aware and for which I am moat grateful. 

With warmest re ards to you both, I am 

Sincerely, 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Chairman 



S. Z. Abi-aa.,y, M. It. 
P.O. Box 23130 
Tel-Ariv, l nel 

DearZf.1-G 

If t 
to h 
grate 
of «id. 

ls joy to -
both the _. 

tnlll -• I fOUIMI not 

_.._..Ll up IIOt 
.... ,... .,.t b deae 

tJ both to 
......... t • 

• 1D ,.. judpm1t, 
Jaw. I will be 
than vilU.-a to be 

I you give • ,0111' laoaat ..... ,. 
IM1lt t yo\11' Jud&meut ffl'J IUob I Mk 
that --- la\~-- toM. I• eapr to •~ ,our oPet\ .,.,_UOn. 

Slacarely, 



February 13, 1976 

Hi• Excellency, 'l'be Iarael Ambu■ador Simcha Dinitz 
Embasay of I■rael 
1621 22nd Street, Northweat 
Waahington, D.C. 20008 

Dear Simcha: 

Encloaed i1 a copy of our letter to Prelident Ford. 
It waa band delivered to David Lisey and Joe Sisco. 

I hope you are feeling better. 

With wa~st reg;ards fram house to house, I am 

Sincerely, 

Babbi Alexand&r M. Schindler 
Chairman 

Encl. 

f 
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CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS 

OF MAJOR 

515 PARK AVENUE 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 1 O(U2 

Plaza 2-1616 

AMERICAN JEVvlSH ORGANIZATIONS C.ble Address: COJOGRA 

- AFFILIAT£D ORGANIZATIONS: 

American ls,acl Public 

Affairs Committee 

American Jewish Congress 

American Mizrachi Women's 

Organization 

Amerian Zionist Federation 

Anti-Defamation league 

B'nai B'rith 

B'nai B'rith Women 

Bnai Zion 

Central Conference of 

American Rabbis 

Council of Jewish Federations 

and Welfare Funds (observer) 

Hada.ssah 

Jewish Labor Committee 

Jewish Reconstructionist 

foundation 

Jewish \Var Veterans 

of the U.SA 

ubor Zionist Alliance 

Mizrachi-Hapoel Hamizrachi 

National Committee for 

ubor lsr.el, Inc. 

National Council of 

Jewish Women 

National Council of 

Young Israel 

National Federation of 

Temple Sisterhoods 

National Jewish Community 

Relations Advisory Council 

National Jewish Welfare Board 

North American Jewish 

Youth Council 

l'ioneci W.:,men 

The Rabbinical Assembly 

Rabbinical Council of America 

Union of A~erican Hebrew 

Congregations 

Union of Orthodox Jewish 

Congregations of Amcric.i 

United Synagogue of America 

Women's American ORT 

Women's league for 

Conserv.1t1ve Jud.iism 

World Zionist Or~rn•zation 

Amcriun Sec11on, Inc. 

Zionist Organiuhon of America 

The President 

The White House 

Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

February 11, 1976 

I vrite to convey to you our Conference's grave concern 

vitb the reports given wide circulation in the public 

press that the administration is giving serious 

consideration, indeed, is about to reach a decision on 

a program of arms aid and sales to Egypt. 

As you know, we have been understanding of and sympa

thetic with the general thrust of American foreign policy 

which seeks to strengthen the moderate forces in the Arab 

world and vhich has been so successful in drawing Egypt 

more closely into the orbit of U.S. influence. As a 

consequence, we have accepted and even supported the 

granting of extensive economic aid to Egypt. Not only is 

this wise, but it is also morally right. 

But the sale o~ arms to Egypt is another matter in its 

entirety. 

To begin with, we see no justifiable need for such aid. 

Egypt, even now, and thanks to the lavish rearmament 

program of the U.S.S.R., enjoys a vast superiority in 

arms and personnel over Israel. Does Egypt really need 

more military equipment? Does it stand u.~der the threat 

of imminent attack? In a word, we fear that such sales 

to Egypt will only further impair that tenuous balance of 

power which presently obtains and which is the necessary 

precondition of peace. Military supplies for Eeypt must 

be seen in the context of the a..-ms which are supplied to 

Syria, Jordan, Saudi Arabia and a host of other Arab 

cou.~tries 'from a variety of sources. 

Moreover, the eXJ!erience of the past has taught America 

that once such arms·. are dispatched, their disposition can 

never really be restrained, all promises to the contrary 

notwithstanding. No one can be certain where this 

equipment will be sent or how it will ultimately be used. 

All effective A.~erican control might well be lost. 

-- --. ------- .. ,... 

I 
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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 journey through that land. What 

Egypt needs are tractors and not tanks; what its people 

desperately need and want is bread and not more bullets. 

AMS:arf 

Very sincerely yours, 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 

Chairman 

~ 

i 
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