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.. 
STATEMENT BY RABBI ALEXANDER SCHINDLER 

CHAIRMAN, CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS OF MAJOR Afr1ERICAN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS 
BEFORE THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 

Septe~ber 14~ 1976 \ 

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, 

I appreciate your giving me this opportunity to present the views of the 

Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations of which I am 

chairman. The Conference is the coordinating body of 32 national Jewish 

organizations and speaks for the organized American Jewish community on this 

and related issues. 

We are in favor of continuing the MFN status which has been conferred on 

Romania. 

Ours is a qualified endorsment. The law's requirement of free emigration 

assuredly has not yet been achieved; many Romanian Jews desiring to be reunited 

with their families ·here and elsewhere are denied the right to do so. Yet we 

see this failing against the background of those considerable rights which are 

granted to the Romanian Jewish community itself. We see it also in the context 

of that independent foreign policy which the Romanian government has pursued 

'and which we favor -- her efforts to normalize relations with nations outside 

the Soviet bloc, with our own country and with Israel. Nor are the gates of 

emigration entirely shut; some flow, however sluggish and uncertain, is encour­

aged. And so we support an additional one-year waiver of section 402, in the 

hope that continuing efforts by our officials wili, in fact, lead to the achieve­

ment of the Trade Act's ultimate objective: a free movement of peoples. 

My testimony is based not just on a careful sifting of passport and visa 

statistics, but also on m_ore personal observations gleaned on a journey through 

Romania. I travelled there,some weeks ago on the invitation of the Romanian 

government, her Jewish community, and with the cooperation of our State Depart-

ment. I toured Bucharest and five or six centers in the northeast section of 

that land. I met with leaders of some twenty Jewish communities which I was 
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unable to visit personally. I conferred with governmental officials and 

party chiefs -- among them the Vice-Minister for Foreign Affairs, the Deputy 

Prime Minister, and the Secretary of the Central Committee of the Romanian 

Communist Party. Of course, I also counselled with our own Embassy officials 

who were most helpful in all of these encounters and whose manifest devotion 

to the moral concerns of our government I have come to respect and value greatly. 

The Romanian Jewish community enjoys many rights. There are synagogues and 

communal centers. Worship is unrestricted, liturgical materials are at hand, and 

even religious instruction is permitted. Canteens have been established in every 

major Jewish population center and free kosher meals are provided to one and all, 

even, by special transport, to the home and bedridden. Special medical and dental 

care is available, and food and clothing are distributed regularly. Several old­

age, nursing homes are in operation and much needed for a population whose median 

age is sixty-five. All of these institutions and activities are administered by 

the local Jewish community with the approval and cooperation of the Romanian 

government. They are given considerable financial support by the Joint Distribu­

tion Committee, an American Jewish charitable institution, whose efforts are 

facilitated by the MFN status which Romania now enjoys. 

These rights which the Romanian government accords to its Jewish citizens are 

on a full par with the rights given to her other minority groupings. Yet the con­

cept of human rights, as we perceive it in its fullness, must encompass the right 

of emigration. And it is on this score, and this score primarily, that our testi­

mony is qualified. 

The facts speak for themselves. When nomania was originally granted most­

favored-nation status, congress asserted and administration witnesses agreed that 

further renewal of this special relationship must depend on a steady flow of 

emigration. The House Committee on Ways and l\leans, in offering its concurrence, 

actually foresaw a dramatic rise in this emigration, based on its upward trend 
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during the weeks preceding last year's hearings. 

But there has been no upswing in Romanian emigration. In the twelve months 

preceding the approval of MFN, 2,592 Romanian Jews were allowed to leave; in the 

twelve months thereafter, emigration declined by nearly one hundred souls. Re­

ports for the first seven months of 1976 allow us to project no more than 2,300 

emigrants, still a further marked decline. If those figures which swelled 

during last year's hearings and on which the House Committee based its projection~ 

had been realized -- an average of 307 per month for the two months preceding and 

three months following the hearings -- the annual rate of emigration would have 

approached 3,700, precisely the same number of Jews who left Romania during 1973 

and 1974. Thus the current emigration rate is actually 37.5 per cent below what 

might have been expected if the rate which Romania "demonstrated" to congress had 

been sustained. 

Former Romanian Jews now living in Israel and elsewhere insist that many of 

their relatives still in Romania want to be reunited with them, and indeed many 

have indicated to Romanian authorities that they have a desire to do so. t~ny 

more undoubtedly want to join their relatives abroad but have not made formal 

application to leave because of the difficulties which still inhere in the emigra­

tion process: the requirements of prior approval from several national and local 

authorities, lengthy interviews probing motivation, risk of job loss, indefinite 

delays. Frequently passports are fully processed, even to the point of having 

visas entered by the Israeli Consulate, only to be withheld at the very last moment 

for weeks and months on end, with no perceivable pattern, and for no apparent 

reason. 

A governmental policy of restricted, carefully controlled emigrations 

which these statistics and procedures could well be interpreted to reflect is 

clearly inconsistent with the letter and the spirit of the 1975 Trade Act. This 

is why we qualify our approval of the President's proposal that he waive the 
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requirements of section 402, which we support on other, weighty grounds, with 

·the request that the emigration figures be kept under continuing careful review 

and that our government's representatives continue to bend every effort in order 

to make certain that the practices of Romania will lead substantially to the 

achievement of a full and free emigration. 

I cannot conclude my testimony without once again expressing my admiration 

and gratitude to the members of our State Department and in particular to our 

representatives in Bucharest whose words and actions bear testimony to the fact 

that insofar as the United States is concerned interests in the extensi0n of 

trade and political sway do not supercede our concern for the extension of human 

rights, and that among these rights, the free movement of peoples is an ideal to 

which our national honor is pledged. 
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4o Prospect park west 
Brooklyn , New York 11215 
September 10 , 1976 

Rabbi lexander Mo Schi ndler , President 
Union of merican Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York , N.Yo 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler : 

Many , many thanks for supporting my pos ition 

regarding Romani a in your testimony befor e 

the Senate Finance Committee o 

Thank you also for your letter regarding the 

subject o 

Kind greetings to you o 

Shalomb Norok i Happy New Year ! 

Respectfully yours , 



. (, 
• 

Mrs. Leo Slutzky 
40 Prospect Park West 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11215 

Dear Mrs. Slutzky: 

September 9, 1976 

Thank you for your letter in regard to Bomanf.a. I did aupport 
your position in my testimony before the S.Ute Finance COlaittee. 

With kindest greetings• I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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· • BY HAND 

Rabbi Alexarlder IV! . Schindler 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler : 

40 Prospect Park West 
Brooklyn , New York 11215 
September 7, 1976 

I write to you as an American mtizen , very proud of my cour.tcy, to re ­
spectfully ask you to help grant favored nation status to Rumania , the 
country of my birth . 

I left Rumania as a child and have no relatives there , but I visited 
there several times to learn more about my roots . I traveled about the 
country freely and had access to synagogues and Jewish community centers 
in many cities and also visited the Synagogue in Bucharest that has been 
declared a national landmark . My husband and I visited the Jewish 
Library and Historical Archives . We attended many performances of the 
Yiddish State Theater. As you undoubtedly know , the first Yiddish 
theater in the world was established in Rumania in 1876 and is still 
flourishing . They have perfor med to gr eat acc l aim in Israel , Europe 
and the United States . 

I very recently returned from another trip to Rumania during which I 
had some fine Koshe r meals in the Jewish Community Center in Bucharest 
and saw~ rehearsal by a group of young Jewish singers and musical 
performers. They rank favorably with a ny in the United States . The 
Yiddish State Theater was celebrating its Centennial and I attended 
every performance in the capital and in Iasi . 

Rumania has cultural and diplomatic re l ations with Israel , and the 
citizens of both countries travel back and forth between them . El Al 
Airlines maintains a large office in Rumania. 

Rumania is the only Socialist country that grants all the above 
pri vileges to its citizens and visitors . 

Any consideration eranted to this deserving country will be greatly 
appreciated by me . 

Thank you very much for your assistance. 

SHALOM ! 

AS: jcr 

Respectfully yours , 

~L-~,;__,- ~f 
Angela Slutzky fa,e_ / 
(Mrs . Leo Slutzky) 



Mr. lCeameth Wallach 
AIPAC 
1341 G Street, N.V 
Wahington, D.C. 2'005 

Dear Kena 

l want to expn•• 111J dee,fel 
&Del IBNt upecd.al 
l'iunce CGadttM • l 

September 9, 1976 

In all your help 
the seute 

A copJ of m., teatf.aoay la 81111.otMd radtla 

With wara•t ragarda, I am 

Alaander M.. Schindler 

I 
I 
I 
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September 2, 1976 

Bis Excellency, Tbe Bomant&D Ambaaaador Nlcolae Ht.colae 
Bmbaaay of the Soc1al1at BapubU.c of Bomam.a 
Washington, D. c. 

Dear Amb&saador Nicolae: 

Mrs, fchtndler and I vat to - ·naa laoen pat1tud• to you for 
a moat delightful .......... 111 You 11d ,._,ttou auch appreciated 
and we thoroughly M11en1c1 beiaa wlt u ad '10 ~ vf.f • we 
thank you both fo-r ,our warm and ut ltaU.ty. 

It la my fond~ tllat • wUl tlla~ &galn and that I 
may have the plea f lp tilll yo.- killd hHpitaU.ty. 

With ever, good vf.sh and v at,.. ....... to ffu and Mr•• N1colu, in 
~ Mn. Scld11dler jot• 1 I• 

stnceraty, 

A.latallllller M. chindler 



~·------------------------- - ----------------~~-~~-----------

August 24. 1976 

Mt'. Vasie Glig 
Vice Minister of Foreign Affairs 
Buchar st. nia 

Dear l-1r. Gliga: 

I am most beholden t you r th arnes nes d warmth of your 
reception. The sincerity of your questi.Onf touch&d my spirit and 
I Wa$ d eply moved. 

J' ' 

I do hope that we will be bl to see on~ another soon again. It 
was a joy to be with you nd in r a ~i ul country. 

With varm good wishes, I 

Sincerely, 

Al xand r . Schindler 

/ 
I 

\ 



March 13, 1978 

Ing. T. Blumenfeld, President 
Mr. Emil Sechter, Secretary-General 
Federation of Jewish Communities 
in Bucharest and Romania 
Str. Sf. Vineri 9-11/Sector 4 
Bucharest, Romania 

It is my hope that you will pardon the long delay in responding 
to your gracious letter of January 18. My travels during the 
past months have been exceedingly heavy and I have also been seek­
ing to ascertain the possibility of being in Bucharest this July. 

I was, of course, delighted to learn of the lovely tribute to 
Rabbi Dr. Rosen. It is richly-aerited and nothing would give me 
greater pleasure than to be able to share in the celebration of 
his thirtieth anniversary. Alas, I fear it will not be possible 
for me to be with you. I must be in Jerusalem this July for a 
series of important Jewish organizational meetin sand my travel 
schedule simply precludes being in Bucharest. I do sincerely 
regret not being able to share in the simcha. Please convey my 
deepest regreea and my warm good wishes to Dr. Rosen. 

With every good wish for a very meaningful and beautiful tribute 
and with warmest regards> I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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FEDERATIA COM UNIT A TILOR EVREIE!?TI 
DIN REPUBLICA SOCIALIST A ROMANIA 

CANCELARIA ~EF RABINULUI 

Bur.uretli - Str . Sf. Vineri 9 • 11 - Sector 4 

Telelon : 15.50.90 

n,,,,n,n n,~npn n,,,non 
1c-li.,i, n•t10•~1c-i,on np ~1;,:iie~,:i 

7, 1J n J , · n n J w ., d .p. 

nr.62/1978 

January 18,1..978. 

Rabbi Alex. Schindler, 
Pres ident of the Presidents Conference 
of Major Jewish Organisations 
515 Park Avenue 

_New_Yor k, N.Y. 

Rou.manian Jewry are no,w preparing to celebrate a parti­
cularly important event in their life:thirty years since the election 
of DroMoses Ros en as Chief Rabbi of the Rou.manian Jewish Communities.-

We do not think it is necesarry to emphas ize that in 
this span of time,our teacher and Rabbi,through his vision,his dedica­
tion andcourage completed a work which conferred on him an i mportant 
place in the his tory of the Jewish people.-

The worldwide pTes tige our spiritual leader enjoys 
which gives him an outstanding place in world Judaism,is also well-
known.- Th f 1 d t dd ff" • 1 ere ore we are p eas e o a ress you our o icia 
invita tion to honour by your and your di s tinguished Lady's presence. 
this high day of ours.-

The fe s tivities will take place on July 3rd and 4th in 
Bucharest.- For the honourable guests interested,we will. make the 
necessary travel arrangements to vis it the main Jewish Communit~es in 
Rou.mania on the 5th and 6th July ,l978,in order to enable them i o direc­
ty get acquainted with the pres ent life of those communitieso-

We will,of cour se,be only too glad to offer you our 
warme s t hospitality over the whole period mentioned above.-

We would be grateful to you for receiving confirmation 
of your acceptance,if possible by end-february.-

We shall subse quently arrange for the complete prog­
ramme of the fe s tivities to be sent to you.-

Lo oki ng forward to your reply at your earliest conve­
nience,we are sending you our brotherly greetings and best wishes .-

On behalf of the Organizing Committee: 

SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE PRE; I DENT OF Tr;JEWI S
1 

COMJ: 1U TY 
FEDERATION OF J E\ ISH COM- I N B CHARES , 

MUJ.U TI ES I N ROUMAN1£1· ,,,/1 vUllu _.,,.,,,__.r-

EMIL SECHTE_ ING .~UMENFE 
'--
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January 18, 1978 

George Anghelescu, Counselor 
Embassy of the Socialist 

Republic of Romania 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Anghelescu: 

I have just returned from a journey overseas and found your 
letter of January 5 awaiting me. It distresses me that time 
prelludes my wishing you well personally before you return to 
Romania for your new assignment. Hop fully, during a future 
visit to your country ft will be possible to see each other 
again. 

You have been most gracious and helpful in all of our deal­
ings and I want to express my appr elation for your spirit 
of cooperation. It was good working with you and I, too, 
have fond memories of a fine association. 

I want to extend my warm good wishes to you and your dear 
ones for the future. May you have good health, happiness 
add fulfillment. 

With kindest personal regards, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 



, 

. EMBASSY OF THE 
SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF ROMANIA 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

January 5, 1978 

I am leaving the United States on January, 1978 
upon completing my mission here. 

In saying good-bye to you I want to thank you so 
much for your cooperation and assistance and also for the 
support you have provided to developing good relations 
between Romania and U.S.A. 

Personally, I will keep a good and long memories 
of our working together and permit me to wish you and your 
family the best wishes for every day of the New Year. 



Dr. Arnulf M. Pins 
JDC-IS RAEL 
Sderot Herzl 
Jerusalem, Israel 

Dear Arnul f: 

January 18, 1978 

It was good hearing from you and I appreciated your comments regarding 
Israel and the American Jewish community. When you note things look 
different, I hope you mean they look better! Be assured I try my very 
best and I look upon my service as chairman of the Presidents' Conference 
as a service of the heart. 

With fondest regards from house to hous , m 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 



-
AMERICAN JEWISH JOINT DISTRIBUTION COMMITTEE INC . 

.,N1W> - Ul>l'l 
JDC -ISRAEL 

SDEROT HERZL 81, JERUSALEM TEL. 527156 • 533041 . 7 i, . c, ', IV i,, , s 1 7 y, i1 n i,, lU 

Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
Conference of Presidents 
515 Park Avenue 
New York City, New York 10017 

Dear Rabbi Schindler, 

December 19, 1977 

I have followed with interest and pleasure the sensitive and effective 
way the problems of Israel have been handled by the American Jewish 
community. From here it looks very different than it used to. 

I am sure that a good deal is due to the leadership you have given to it. 

I just wanted to let you know. 

Kindest regards. 

~~) 
\ • Arnulf . Pins 

AMP/np 



Iii; ,ry F.: 1enr 
fd~ard M M Warburg 

✓1~e-Pre.,dent1 

Monroe Golc'wdter 
Wil 1am Rosenw.; d 
•lerbert M S, ger 

tla1re K Wi'lk 
Nic~e" S 'hin~et 

Honor ,ry ✓ice- 0,, ,ci "'S 

Wal er A >i'-d 
lr~1~q i<anP 

HonoriJIY F, ' ~""- f'"I. 
Sao'U I L "cJer 

,'0-1 3 

vm~ t- f e man 
M,·r•h 11 M We1 ·t r 1 

Hc.~"''YY 'rei 1•rer 
Jo: 'P" •1,b· 

""'N 'Y 
'vl•s My•or , "'- k Jr 

fA"C.!I.~ l, 7/ffll/'ee 

C'r Aoi m, AL€ o: 
Jo5 ph Am 

ernarr:' '; IJ1 II 
Her,chel Bl 'IY. r 

'v1 r ~ At-.nLr Bre;i• 
Dr 'vlJ1•,n (,her~d~•v 

• M·s. tl, r ' a ::01 e 
Amo· ':rma~ 

R, yr o~d tp< e• 
Max 'vl F h.r 

'-i . F 1 1r di 
M s. mani , ·t 

•cward ( n: b~ 
ET L'F1 ( c·c.te 

51egm· ·a i ~•• 
M•s 11,r I r i . nf IL 

c , ~di d 1 
• r ct< 

fi..:c bi JOS: p i IJOk t • n 
Cr ,drJ r L. ~ 

Jo• ~ h M f r of' 
Ber< •l.-t, i;.,, , 

E ward • 
J, CK Rn' r j 

"v"' r, ~" >m 
11 r ert i Sc 1ff 
-,t.phLn C:.t. 01'" 
d, r y 8 '; n •t, 

'1(~ry T 

aL e1 c A , , • 
t-: r,y L ' r e 

A.cs fxr.ri ~ ,.. 1- 1e1/ 
Lev iVIT'.NltZ 
'-iert, r' l<'-''k 

Asst ~ecreia,1 
A,lC L 1SKOVIJ 

RESCUE 
RELIEF 

RECONSTRUCTION 

The American Jewish 

Joint Distribution Committee, Inc. 
F' ~s,dent 
J&:~ : Weiler 

V•ce-Pres,dent 
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Donald "v1 r:ioomsnn 

Er•ut,ve 1/,ce f,es1dent 
~a1ph I Goldman 

Ms. Edith Miller 

t,ri E. • 4 trf •t 
N •wYc,rk N v 1C'01 / 

December 28, 1977 

Assistant to the President 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10021 

Dear Ms. Miller: 

I am in receipt of the two letters that you have 
received from an Israeli family seeking financial assistance 
for their family in Rumania. This matter will be taken care 
of by our office. 

Thank you for advising Mr. and Mrs. Heller and Mr. and 
Mrs. Weisman that their requests have been turned over to 
JDC. 

All good wishes. 

ZH/myk 

T r J tr t t .._ , 

'J r ii ( • y 

J( ~rt" µ f Al~E 

rr ttt­

n• • 

Cordially, 

J+7 '"-K ~y~~:~z ~ \ \ 
oc. Exec. Vice President 

CTLJr (1-' 
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Mr. Zev Hymowitz 
Joint Distribution Committee 
60 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Dear Mr. Hymowitz: 

December 20, 1977 

It was good chatting with you t is morning. In accordance with our 
conversation, I enclose herewith the two letters received from 
Israeli families seeking financial assistance for mlshpochah in 
Romania. Thank you for your prompt and positive response and your 
eagerness to be of help. 

We shall advise Mr. and Hrs. Heller and Mr. and Mrs. Weissman that 
their requests have been turned over to the Joint Distribution 
Committee. 

With gratitude and kindest greetings, ! am 

Sincerely, 

Edith J. Miller 
Assistant to the President 

Encl. 



.> 
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Mr. and Mrs. David Weissman 
Rehov Zaha 1 1 5/ 3 
Kyryat Yam B 
Haifa, Israel 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Weissman: 

December 20, 1977 

We have your letter seeking assistance for tr. and Mrs. Jacob of Bucharest. 
Our organization ls not in a position to be of service ln such situations, 
no matter how worthy the caus . We are, therefore, sending your letter on 
to the Joint Distrfbutfon Committee. 

The JDC is the organization which sees to the needs of our people In 
communities such as Bucharest. Please be assured they will look into 
the situation and do their utmost to provide aid for your family in their 
p 1 i ght. 

With kindest greetings and every godd wish, I am 

Sincerely, 

Edith J. Ml11er 
Assistant to the President 



, 
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Mr. and Mrs. Erich Heller 
Rehov Harnelhahrevim 144/8 
Beer-Sheva, ISRAEL 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Heller: 

December 23, 1977 

We have received your letter seeking assistance for your sfster and 
her husband, Mr. and Mrs. Armutlfsky of Bucharest. Our organization 
1s not in a position to be of s rvfce in such situations, no matter 
how worthy. We are, therefore, sending your letter on to the Joint 
Dlstribtuon Committee. 

The JDC is the organization which s es to the needs of our people in 
communities wuch as Bucharest. Please be assured they will look 
into the situation and do tleir utmost to provide aid for your 
family In their plight. 

With kindest greetings and every good wfsh, I am 

Sfncerely, 

Edith J. Miller 
Assistant to the President 
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December 23, 1977 

Thomas w.
1 

Simons, Jr. 
Deputy Chief of Mission 
Embassy/ of the United States of America 
B u c h a JP s t , Ro ma n i a 

d 
;1,1 • 

Dear':Mr. Simons: 
JI .I 

,; i 
It ~a~ nice hearing from you and I appreciate your 
thoJ~htfulness In sharinc with me a copy of your 
article from the yearbook of the Leo Baeck Institute. 
I r,1 ~ d e l i g h t e d t o a d d t h i s to· my I i b r a r y a n d l o o k f o r -
ward to some quiet time when I may read the article at 
leisure. 

Your kind words about my eff0~ti mea n much to me and 
I am grateful for the warm of your messgae. 

At the moment I don't have plans for a visit to omania, 
but then my calendar changes so quickly it is possible 
I will find myself in Buch arest in the near future. e 
assure~ I look forward to seeing you again. 

With every good wish for a healthy and happ y New Yea r, 
I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 

f 



EMBASSY OF THE 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Bucharest, Romania 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Chairman of the Conference of Presidents 
of Major American Jewish Organizations 

515 Park Avenue 
New York City , New York 10022 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

November 29, 1977 

Recalling your July meeting with Harry Barnes in Washington, 
at which I tagged along, I take the liberty of sending an off­
print of an article of mine on Jewish history which has j ust 
appeared in the Leo Baeck Institute ' s latest yearbook. 

We remain admirers of your good work in t he vineyards of better 
Romanian-American relations, and of course stay involved our­
selves in those aspects affected by the issues surrounding Jew­
ish emigration. Two weeks ago I went with Congressman Solarz 
back to Iasi (his grandmother left from there in 1885), and 
while I was probably not as affected as he was, it was a pretty 
near thing. 

I realize that Israel has higher prior it i es than Jewish emigra­
tion from Romania a t this point, and that you must too, but to 
the extent you find time to help untangle the bureaucratic knots 
in which the question seems to be caught in Tel Aviv, you have 
a very large cheering section here. We are also looking forward 
to your next visit to Bucharest. 

f 

Thomas W. Simons, Jr. 
Deputy Chief of Mission 





3223 SMITH STREET, SUITE 209 

HOUSTON, TEXAS 77006 

JOHN WEINTRAUB 
ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 

October 27, 1977 

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

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

TELEPHONE: AREA CODE 713 

526-7337 

Thank you very much for furnishing me with copies of REFORM JUDAISM, 
for the months of March and April of this year. 

Under separate cover, I have already forwarded them to a colleague, 
and I have been assured by him that they will be sent to Mr. Leonel Castillo, 
the new Commissioner of lnmigration from Houston. 

The articles are brief, concise, and well documented with respect to 
the background of Valerin Trifa. 

Perhaps the reason why a greater percentage of Romanian Jewry survived 
the holocaust is that even Antonescu could not tolerate the barbaric conduct 
of Trifa, Hora Simla, etc., and had them deported from Romania during the 
early part of the War. 

I sincerely appreciate your personal concern with respect to this issue, 
and I feel that the mere presence of Trifa in the United States is repugnant 
to our concept of freedom and brotherhood. 

JW: Is 



Rabbi Alexan~er M. Schindler 
President 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

3223 Smith Street,# 209 
Houston, Texas 77006 
December 14, 1977 

Several months ago, I wrote to you concerning 11 Bishop11 Trifa, and you 
kindly forwarded to 11e copies of the March and April, 1977, editions of 
your esteemed publication, REFORM JUDAISM. 

I 

,t 
You may be pleased to know that the publication not only broughtAto the 

attention of members of Reform Congregations, but, also, the copies that 
you forwarded to me have reached the desk of the Commissioner of lnwnigration, 
the Ronorable Leonel Castillo, from Houston. 

I am wel 1 aware that 11Bishop11 Tri fa is on the Governing Board of the 
National Council of Churches, and that he has tremendous political support and 
backing from the Natlonal Council of Churches. 

The General Counsel for the United States Department of Justice, lnwnigration 
and Naturalization Service, has asked for the names of eyewitnesses. By 
necessity, any potential witness would have .to be at least fffty-five years of 
age or older, and, undoubtedly, many have passed away, or are presently in 
old-age homes. 

Nonetheless, I would appreciate your forwarding the General Counsel's request 
to Chief Rabbi Moshe Rosen of Romania, and, likewise, I will write to my 
relatives in Bucharest. 

Once, again, I thank you for your concern for the blessed memory of the 
little children who were so brutally slaughtered by Trifa in January of 1941. 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

Mr. John Weintraub 
Attorney at Law 
3223 Smith Street 
Houston, Texas 77006 

Dear Mr. Weintraub: 

DEC 2 ,977 

PLEASE ADDRESS REPLY TO 

ANO REFER TO THIS FIU NO. 

co 1421 

Thank you for sending, through Mr. Williamson, the issues of Reform 

Judaism which contain information about Valerian Trifa. 

As you know, proceedings have been instituted against Mr. Trifa to 

revoke his citizenship. If you know of any eyewitnesses to 

Mr. Trifa's activities in Rumania please contact Martin Mendelsohn, 

the attorney in charge of all Nazi war criminal prosecutions, at my 

office in Washington. 

Sincerely, 

/J~t2,o~-(_ 
~vid Crosland 

General Counsel 
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• UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20536 

Mr. Peter D. Williamson 
Attorney ·at Law 
821 American Building 
Houston, Texas 77002 

Dear Mr. Williamson: 

DEC 2 1977 

,u•n AODICSS l[l't. y TO 

AHO l[FCI TO THIS flU HO. 

co 1421 

The Commissioner has asked me to respond to your letter of 

November 8, 1977, and to thank you for the enclosures supplied 

by Mr. John Weintraub. 

The prosecution of alleged Nazi war criminals is now under my 

direction and I appreciate your concern in sending the information. 

Sincerely, 

~-:fer~ 
General Counsel 



from the desk of Edith]. Miller 

~ ____. 0( 
CF­

~ 

~ 



MILTON F. ROSENTHAL 

CHA IRMAN 

ENGELHARD 
MINERALS & CHEMICALS CORPORATION 

1221 A V E N UE OF THE AMERICAS 

N EW YOR K, N . Y. 10020 

October 10, 1977 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

(2 12) 764 - 3700 

I am very pleased to invite you to a 
reception and luncheon in honor of Ion Patan, Vice 

Prime Minister and Minister for Foreign Trade and 
International Economic Co-operation of the Socialist 

Republic of Romania, on Friday, October 28th, 1977. 

The reception will commence at 12: 30 P. M. , with 
luncheon at 1: 00 P. M. at the 11 21 Club", 21 West 52nd 
Street, New York City. 

I would appreciate it if you would inform 
me as early as possible whether you will attend. 

With kind regards, I am, 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
Chairman 

Yours sincerely, 

Conference of Presidents of Major 
American Jewish Organizations 

515 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

R. S. V. P. 
Miss Eileen Shea 
(212) 790-5900 
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November 4, 1977 

Mr. Alfred H. Moses 
Covington & Burling 
888 Sixteenth St., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 

Dear Al: 

Thank you for your letter of October 4 and the material 
you were kind enough to enclose. I, too, am delayed in 
responding to you for this has been a most hectic time 
for ~e and will continue to be so for the next few weeks. 

The UAHC Biennial, our major -sse bly when some 3000 rep­
resentatives of Reform ConJregations of the United States 
and Canada join for five days of meetings, study and inspi­
tation, will convene in San Francisco but a few short weeks 
from now and as you can imagine I aro deeply involved in 
the pre-Biennial preparations. Once the Convention has ended 
I will have an opportunity to stu y the materials you sent. 

With warmest regards, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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COVINGTON & BURLING 

888 SIXTEENTH STREET, N. W. 

WASHINGTON, D. C . 20006 

TELEPHONE (202) 452-6000 

WRITER'S DIRECT D IAL NUMBER 

(202) 452-6140 

October 4, 1977 

Rabbi Alexander Schindler, Chairman 
President's Conference of the Major 

American Jewish Organizations 
515 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Re: Barre Meeting 

Dear Alex: 

NEWELL W. ELLISON 
JOHN G. LAYLIN 
H. THOMAS AUSTERN 
FONTAINE C. BRADLEY 
EDWARD BURLING,JR . 
J. HARRY COVINGTON 

COUNSEL 

JOHN SHERMAN COOPER 
OF COUNSEL 

TWX: 710 822-0005 

TELEX: 89-Sa3 

CABLE: C0VLI NG 

I apologize for the delay in the follow-up to 
our meeting with Premier Barre. Somehow Yorn Kippur always 
takes a week out of my life. Maybe He will add them back 
so as to prolong my days. 

You had suggested a letter to Barre picking up 
on our boycott discussion. As you will recall, Barre 
boasted that France had the only government that insured 
its citizens against boycott-related losses. In responding, 
I commented that Coface's requirement that exporters comply 
with boycott-related certifications and other demands as a 
condition to obtaining insurance meant that the French 
Government was not only avoiding a risk of boycott losses 
but was the only government in the Western world which 
required its exporters to comply with boycott demands. 
Barre then took a different tack and referred to U.S. legis­
lation as being similar in purpose to the French adminis­
trative decision, to which I responded that our law generally 
prohibited compliance with boycott-related requests other 
than those applying to goods and services emanating from 
Israel. 

The exchange was not very illuminating other than 
to reveal that Barre either felt he could get by with a 
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Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
October 4, 1977 
Page Two 

thinly disguised subterfuge or did not know how Coface 
operates and the distinction between such operations and 
U.S. boycott law. 

I am enclosing a few paragraphs which you may 
want to include in a letter to Barre, assuming you have 
not already sent him a letter as a follow-up to the meeting. 

I intend to carry through on the Roumanian issue 
which you and I discussed. I greatly appreciate your under­
taking to share information with me in this area. 

nd 
Encls 

Sincerely yours, 

~ 
Alfred H. Moses 

P.S. Alex - The enclosed account which I wrote on the 
boycott saga will, I believe, be of interest to you. 

A.H.M. 



DRAFT OF INSERT TO LETTER TO PREMIER BARRE 

In our meeting we mentioned that the American 

Jewish community had been heartened by the unanimous approval 

by the French Parliament of the anti-boycott legislation 

signed on June 7 but was dismayed by the July 24 decision of 

your Office making the law inapplicable to commercial oper­

ations guaranteed by Coface. As a result of this decision, 

France is seen in the United States as the one government in 

the Western World that by official action requires contracting 

parties to comply with Arab boycott demands, including those 

which would be clearly illegal under the text of the legis­

lation passed by the French Parliament. 

We had hoped that France, with its strong traditions 

of liberty and protection of individual rights, would join 

with the United States in opposing the intrusion of Arab 

boycott demands on domestic business decisions. The anti­

boycott law which President Carter signed on July 22 was passed 

overwhelmingly in both Houses of our Congress and prohibits 

compliance with a broad range of Arab boycott demands. The 

only exceptions pertain to certain limited activities by United 

States business concerns resident in Arab countries and prac­

tices of a normal commercial nature that do not involve the 

active participation by United States businesses in Arab boy­

cott practices. 
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Although we did not have an opportunity to discuss 

this matter at length in our meeting with you, the subject 

did come up, and I wanted you to know how the American Jewish 

community feels about this important matter and our hope 

that your government will find a way to resolve this issue 

consistent with the principles we share. 



"I am ... particularly pleased today to sign into law the 

1977 Amendments to the Export Administration Act which will 

keep foreign boycott practices from intruding directly into 

American commerce." These words spoken by the President in 

the Rose Garden on June 22 marked the climax to a unique 

undertaking. Two groups with widely divergent views, one 

representing Jewish interests, the other the business com­

munity, were able, after three months of intensive negotia­

tions, to agree on specific legislative language which the 

Administration endorsed and the Congress enacted. The final 

agreement, which I had the privilege of presenting to the 

Administration in the White House on April 26, was signed on 

behalf of the American Jewish Committee, the American Jewish 

Congress, and the Anti-Defamation League and, for the business 

community, by the Business Roundtable, an organization 

comprised of some 170 chief executive officers of the nation's 

major corporations. 

A first-hand account of the final negotiations will 

put much on the record which has not yet appeared. Even more 

important, there are lessons from an account of the negotia­

tions and the background to them that may be of value to the 

American Jewish community and American corporate leaders. 

Indeed, the experience with the controversial boycott legisla­

tion may suggest an approach for resolving other domestic 

controversies which involve sharply opposed positions of 

domestic interest groups. 
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The boycott issue emerged full bloom with the 

swearing in of the 39th President on January 20 and the con­

vening a few weeks before of the 95th Congress. President 

Carter, in his memorable television debate with President 

Ford on October 6, called the Arab boycott 11 an absolute 

disgrace" and promised to do "everything I can as President 

to stop the boycott of American business by Arab countries. 11 

This was in sharp contrast to the position taken 

by the Ford administration. Even though both the House and 

Senate had passed bills aimed at curbing the intrusion on 

American citizens and business by the Arab boycott of Israel, 

the 94th Congress adjourned just a week before the tele­

vision debate without enacting anti-boycott legislation. 

The House bill had passed shortly before the Congress was 

scheduled to adjourn and, with only a few days left in the 

session, Senators Abourezk and Tower used a threatened 

filibuster to block the appointment of Senate conferees. 

An angry Senator Stevenson, the sponsor of the Senate bill, 

told the Senate: 

"The will of Congress is now being frustrated 
by a parliamentary ploy aimed at keeping this 
legislation from being brought to a vote in 
the Senate. The effort is being supported by 
the administration." 

At the eleventh hour, and after the reported intercession of 

Max Fisher, the President's long-time friend and Republican 

fund raiser, word was sent from President Ford to his White 

House staff to seek agreement on watered-down legislation. 
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A flurry of late night phone calls ensued as the clock ran 

down to less than 24 hours to adjournment. A hurried 

meeting the following morning to test the water on a possible 

compromise with key boycott congressmen came to naught. 

The Ford administration's move was too late and too political. 

The Democrats had a good issue and they knew it. There was 

no chance they would fritter it away by agreeing to a half 

measure at the behest of a compaigning Jerry Ford. 

Not only were President Carter's campaign words 

reassuring to supporters of anti-boycott legislation, but 

the makeup of the 95th Congress, with strong Democratic 

majorities in both Houses, gave every indication of being 

hospitable to prompt enactment of the bills left waiting at 

the altar when the 94th Congress adjourned. The Senate bill 

had passed by a vote of 67-13, and the House bill received 

a ringing endorsement of 318 ayes to 63 nays. Moreover, 

a shadow conference committee had reached a compromise 

on differences between the two bills along the lines of 

the stronger House measure. This compromise measure was 

introduced in the early days of the 95th Congress by Senator 

Stevenson (S.69), with a stronger bill (S.92) introduced by 

Senator Proxmire, Chairman of the Committee on Banking, 

Housing and Urban Affairs, and Senator Williams, a committee 

member; in the House a companion bill to S.92 (H.R.1561) was 

introduced the same day by Congressmen Bingham and Rosenthal. 
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The prevailing optimism of proponents of the 

legislation failed to take into account the effect of the 

enormous increase in trade between the United States and the 

Arab world, in particular Saudi Arabia and the Arab Emirates, 

as well as the differences which were bound to emerge between 

campaign oratory and policy implementation by an incoming 

administration. United States sales to Saudi Arabia and the 

Arab Emirates for the first two months of 1977 had increased 

by 42%. If the trend continued, exports to these countries, 

we were told, would exceed $4 billion for the year, providing 

a welcome source of recycled petrodollars. Kuwait, the· 

third largest purchaser of U.S. goods in the Arab world, had 

more than doubled its purchases of American products in the 

last two years. Exports to Israel, which as recently as 

1974 had exceeded sales to Saudi Arabia, the Arab Emirates 

and Kuwait, together, were now less than a third of sales to 

the three Arab countries. U.S. companies active in the 

Middle East were not slow to react to the potential impact 

of tough boycott legislation on lucrative trade opportunities. 

American industry had been caught unaware, as had 

the Ford Administration, by the passage of anti-boycott 

legislation the previous fall, particularly in the House, 

but it was now geared for battle. An avalanche of industry 

groups and business lobbyists descended on the newly con­

vened congress and the new Administration to warn of the 

catastrophic consequences that would be upon us if the 
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proposed legislation were enacted. The Petroleum Equipment 

Suppliers Association predicted a loss in its industry alone 

of more than 100,000 jobs per year for the next five years, 

with over $1.3 billion in potential wages. The major oil 

companies were also active in opposing legislation, with 

Mobil Oil Corp. assuming the role of front runner. Other 

groups such as the National Association of Manufacturers and 

the Chamber of Commerce took a less alarmist view. They 

professed agreement with the principles embodied in the 

proposed legislation but concluded, not surprisingly, that 

existing laws and regulations were adequate to combat the 

restrictive trade practices and discriminatory acts fostered 

by the boycott. This led Senator Proxmire to remark, "I am 

puzzled by the position you take. It seems contradictory to 

believe in principles, but to do nothing." Other groups 

such as the Emergency Committee for American Trade, though 

recognizing that the boycott ran counter to ECAT's opposi­

tion to boycotts and restrictive trade practices, urged the 

Congress to go easy lest "harsh" legislation upset the 

chances for peace in the Middle East. 

Vociferous opposition by industry did not go 

unnoticed either on the Hill or by the new Administration, 

which was then in the process of seeking to reassure Ameri­

can business it had nothing to fear from the Carter Admin­

istration. To prove this the President turned increasingly 

to business leaders for high profile national assignments. 
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Irving s. Shapiro, Chairman of the Board of du Pont, was 

asked to head the President's FBI Committee, and Reginald 

H. Jones, Chairman of the Board of General Electric Company, 

was asked to help coordinate cooperation between labor, manage­

ment and the Government in restraining inflation. Shapiro and 

Jones also happened to be chairman and co-chairman, respectively, 

of the Business Roundtable. 

Hearings on the Senate and House bills were delayed 

for several weeks pending the return of Cyrus Vance from his 

first trip to the Middle East as Secretary of State. Senator 

Stevenson had agreed to the delay as a courtesy to Vance. 

Hearings in the Senate did not get under way until February 21, 

with the Secretary scheduled to testify on February 28. 

Representatives of the American Jewish Committee, 

the American Jewish Congress and the Anti-De famation League 

appeared jointly before the Senate and House committees on 

behalf of the three agencies and the other constituent 

agencies of the National Jewish Community Relations Advisory 

Council. Maxwell E. Greenberg, Chairman of the National 

Executive Committee of the Anit-Defamation League, gave the 

lead testimony before the Senate Subcommittee on International 

Finance on February 21, and I, as Chairman of the Domestic 

Affairs Commission of the American Jewish Committee, gave 

the lead testimony before the House International Relations 

Committee on March 8. Philip Baum, Associate Director of 

the American Jewish Congress, participated in the Senate 
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hearing and Paul S. Berger, a Washington attorney and a vice 

president of the American Jewish Congress, participated in 

the House hearing. 

In the Senate hearing, the three Jewish agencies 

strongly supported S.92 which made it illegal for a United 

States person for boycott reasons to refrain from doing 

business with a boycotted country (Israel), with a company 

res1dent in a boycotted country, its nationals, or with a 

United States person engaged in business in, or with, a 

boycotted country or which for some other reason was on the 

Arab blacklist. The bill also made it a crime to furnish 

boycott-related information, including certificates that 

goods were not manufactured in Israel ("negative certificates 

of origin") or to refrain for boycott reasons from employing 

a United States person on the basis of race, religion, etc. 

Greenberg's prepared testimony carefully avoided 

any mention of what was then common knowledge -- the ADL 

and the Business Roundtable had for some three weeks been 

working on a joint statement of principles to serve as 

a guide in drafting boycott legislation. At the hearing 

Senator Proxmire made it clear that he, and other members of 

Congress, would welcome an announcement by the two groups 

that they had agreed on such a statement. This view was 

repeated a week later by Secretary Vance in his testimony. 

He stated, "I have received encouraging reports that the 

meetings between the Anti-Defamation League and the Business 
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Roundtable have been constructive. A substantial meeting 

of minds by these representative groups on a set of principles 

on which legislation will be based will be a great help to 

us in our deliberations." 

The two groups had been meeting since January 28 

and, although the ADL's negotiators initiated some guarded 

discussions with representatives of the other two Jewish 

agencies, the Joint Statement of Principles released on 

March 2 represented for all intents and purposes the work 

of the ADL alone. The American Jewish Committee and the 

American Jewish Congress, however, supported the state­

ment, as they understood it, when their representatives 

testified in the House on March 8. 

The Joint Statement endorsed the "refraining from 

dealing" clauses and prohibitions on furnishing information 

embodied in S.92 and the companion House bill. In a number 

of respects, however, it departed from the legislative formu­

lations then before the Congress by providing an exception where 

a United States person did nothing more than comply with a 

unilateral selection by another party (including a United 

States person) of specific persons to be involved in dis-

tinct aspects of a transaction as subcontractor, supplier, 

insurer or the like. The example most frequently used to 

illustrate the point is that of a truck manufacturer who 

receives an order for a hundred trucks equipped with x 

company tires. Can the truck manufacturer comply if x 
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company's tires have been selected for boycott reasons. 

The Joint Statement said yes. The statement also sought 

to extricate from penalty a United States person who 

could not do business in a boycotting country without 

violating either United States law or the laws of the 

foreign country with respect to its activities within 

the host country. These two exceptions, "unilateral 

selection" and "compliance with host country law" and a 

general non-evasion provision designed to guard against 

the use of special tactics to avoid the strictures of the 

Act, became the focus of attention for the Congress, the 

Administration and interested groups. Other provisions of 

the Joint Statement such as how to deal with foreign sub­

sidiaries, the treatment of letters of credit, and preemption 

of state boycott laws, all of which seemed important at the 

time, proved less difficult to apply. 

The Joint Statement was formally presented to the 

Congress on March 8 as part of the House testimony of the 

three Jewish agencies. My prepared statement which led off 

the hearing was reviewed and edited in advance by the three 

agencies and reflected the ADL's understanding of the reach 

of the Joint statement. There were gratifying words of 

approbation from the twenty or so congressmen present, and 

after some two hours of testimony, the Committee conveniently 

adjourned in time for lunch without a discordant note. 
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Despite the enthusiastic reception accorded the 

Jewish agencies in the Senate and House, all was not well. 

The Administration was having difficulty getting its act 

together. The President, for his part, was committed to 

supporting legislation prohibiting compliance by American 

business with the so-called secondary and tertiary boycotts 

of Isreal -- i.e., Arab insistence that an American company: 

(i) not do business in Israel or with Israeli concerns 

(secondary) or, (ii) with American companies that do business 

in Israel or with Israeli concerns, etc., (tertiary). The 

three government departments most directly concerned with 

the boycott issue, State, Treasury and Commerce, had tradi­

tionally opposed legislative expansion in the boycott field, 

citing foreign policy and business considerations. The 

Commerce Department's stance had softened somewhat in Elliot 

Richardson's tenure as secretary in the last year and a half 

of the Ford administration. Richardson had counseled for 

support of legislation along the lines of the Stevenson bill 

in the 94th Congress, but was out-gunned by Simon at Treasury 

and Dr. Kissinger. The situation had not changed signifi­

cantly during the first sixty days of the Carter administra­

tion. Key positions in State and Commerce were still filled 

with Ford and Nixon appointees. On a matter this complex, a 

cabinet officer is forced to rely on deputy assistant secre­

taries and the like. The complexion of this influential 



11 -

cadre changes very slowly. Moreover, Commerce's natural 

constituency, business, very loudly proclaimed the dire 

consequences that would flow from passage of boycott legis­

lation and the Carter administration was not exactly insensi­

tive to predictions of heightened unemployment and the loss 

of export sales. 

The box in which the Administration found itself 

was made clear by the testimony of the first representative 

of the new administration to testify on this issue before 

the Congress. Secretary Vance, in his Senate appearance on 

February 28, coupled support for banning boycott-motivated 

discrimination and secondary and tertiary boycotts with an 

extended discussion of the difficulties involved in seeking 

to enforce such principles. He pointed out concessions 

already obtained through diplomatic means, such as persuading 

the Saudis to drop negative certificates of origin. Such 

words as "forthright diplomacy is another way to pursue our 

efforts, and we have found a forthcoming response" had a 

familiar ring to boycott watchers. The clear implication of 

Vance's statement was that if State had its "drothers," it 

would perfer diplomacy to legislation. When pressed by 

Senator Stevenson as to whether enactment of the proposed 

legislation would adversely affect chances for peace in the 

Middle East, Vance replied, "That would not be helpful, and 

indeed might be harmful." His answer to Stevenson's question 
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as to the effect on oil prices was similarly negative. He 

replied, "No one can predict for the future, but it would 

not be helpful." It was clear the Administration was not 

going to follow blindly the Congress' lead. That the 

Administration was not willing to endorse the bills then 

being considered by the Congress was made clear by Vance's 

concluding statement that he and other cabinet members would 

be happy to make available their experts to work with 

Congressional staff to formulate "new legislative language 

on which we can agree." 

The next day when Vance appeared before the House 

International Relations Committee, he was told by Chairman 

Zablocki that the Committee would welcome Administration 

suggestions for amendments to H.R.1561, but the committee 

was not about to scrap a bill it had worked on for more than 

a year. Vance had been told the same thing by concerned 

senators the day before and he readily agreed with 

Zablocki to follow the amendment route. When pressed by 

Congressman Rosenthal for specific amendments, Vance re­

sponded with a limited number of largely technical changes 

of no real import. What had started out as a bang the day 

before had ended as a whimper, if only for the moment. 

Leaders in the business community were not slow, 

however, to recognize a kindred spirit in Cyrus Vance and 

his advisors at State. Successive spokesmen for business 
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groups continually referred to Secretary Vance's testimony 

in support of contentions that the proposed legislation was 

either unnecessary or went too far. Mobil Oil Corp. went a 

step further. Although a member of the Roundtable's Policy 

Committee, Mobil refused to endorse the Joint Statement of 

Principles, suggesting instead that the Business Roundtable 

and the Anti-Defamation League jointly endorse the principles 

outlined by Vance in his statements to the Senate and House. 

The Roundtable proceeded to press home with the 

Administration its view as to how the principles in the 

Joint Statement should be applied. On March 10 Irving 

Shapiro, its chairman, wrote to Secretary Vance urging that 

the exception for host law compliance, recognized in the 

Joint Statement but not clearly delineated, should apply to 

U.S. companies' business directed "to or within" a boycotting 

country. In other words, the Congress should except from 

the prohibitions of the law, boycott-motivated activities by 

a U.S. company so long as they were required by a foreign 

country's laws and regulations. This would have covered all 

exports to Arab countries. Residence in the boycotting 

country, Shapiro urged, should not be required. This would 

have reduced the law to a pious exhortation against boycott 

practices and not much else. Shapiro also urged that the 

unilateral selection exception in the Joint Statement be 

applied to permit a U.S. company to make the final desig­

nation of a subcontractor, supplier or the like from a list 
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of acceptable candidates submitted by a boycotting country 

and that the U.S. company be permitted to prepare the list 

from which the boycotting country could make the unilateral 

selection. This would have put U.S. companies in the active 

boycott stream. Neither condition we were told was acceptable 

to the ADL, and certainly neither was acceptable to the 

American Jewish Committee and the American Jewish Congress. 

In the preface to his letter, Shapiro referred to 

my testimony before the House on March 8, and implied that 

as I had not negotiated the Joint Statement, I was not 

qualified to comment on its meaning. He conveniently omitted 

mentioning that neither had he, the statement having been 

negotiated by a battery of lawyers on each side. Mr. Shapiro 

repeated his criticism a few days later in his testimony 

before the Senate, which prompted me to write to Shapiro 

reminding him that my views were the same as those expressed 

by the ADL's negotiators. Shapiro wrote back, curiously 

enough, that he had no quarrel with me (although I was the 

only one he singled out publicly for criticism), only with 

the ADL negotiators who had an obligation, in his view, to 

avoid what had happened. 

Unfortunately, what had happened was that the 

Joint statement of Principles, which each side believed it 

had negotiated in good faith, proved difficult to apply in 

statutory language. It is one thing to agree on principles, 
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another to write legislation, and here is where the agree­

ment foundered, causing Shapiro, as the person who had 

originally proposed and subsequently championed the cause of 

the Joint Statement, some anguish. He was obviously in a 

fighting mood and he made his views known in unvarnished 

words to the press and others. In accusing the ADL of bad 

faith in not siding with his interpretation of the Joint 

Statement, Shapiro did little to advance the spirit of 

mutual trust needed to work out the problems that remained. 

Later, when the three Jewish agencies returned to the nego­

tiating table with the Roundtable, one of the conditions of 

the agencies was that Shapiro stop going public and confine 

his remarks to negotiating channels. 

It was inevitable that the White House would be 

drawn into the act. Things came to a head the weekend of 

March 12. The Administration was being pressed by Shapiro 

and other business spokesmen to endorse the Business Roundtable's 

interpretation of the Joint Statement. Secretary Kreps was 

due to testify before the House the following Monday. 

Commerce had responsibility for administering the Export 

Administration Act and her testimony was crucial. The 

Secretary was away for the weekend and a high level decision 

would have to be made largely in her absence. The testimony 

which her staff had prepared was unmistakably tilted toward 

business. When word of this reached Paul Berger on March 12, 
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he asked the American Jewish Committee's Washington repre­

sentative, Hyman Bookbinder, to try to arrange a hurried 

meeting with Stuart Eizenstat, the President's Assistant for 

Domestic Affaris. Berger and I joined "Bookie," as he is 

known to all, at the White House that afternoon. Saturday, 

March 12, was a busy day for Eizenstat. He had already met 

with Secretary Blumenthal of Treasury before seeing us. An 

unanswered telephone message from Shapiro was awaiting him 

when we arrived. 

Dispensing with the usual introductory niceties, 

Eizenstat put before us Shapiro's March 10 letter and asked 

for our response. Eizenstat's question did not come as a 

surprise. Knowledge of the letter and its contents was one 

of the reasons we had requested the meeting. Our group had 

conferred before the meeting and concluded that we should 

stick by the unilateral selecti on exception, so long as 

there was no pre-selection complicity by the U.S. company to 

which the selection was addressed . We also determined to 

support the exception for compliance with host country laws 

provided it was clear the exception would be limited to U.S. 

persons resident in a boycotting country. 

Eizenstat focused on the same two points and, 

after a half hour's discussion spaced around a private five 

minute boycott meeting with Secretary Vance, he was pre-

pared to say that in his view our position was reasonable and 
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would be supported by the Administration. He was careful 

to point out, however, that he could not speak for Secretary 

Kreps, only the President could direct the Secretary, but 

that he would confer with the Secretary's staff and, if 

necessary, talk with the Secretary before she testified 

Monday morning. 

In the weeks that followed, the Administration 

remained faithful to the assurances given by Eizenstat. 

Secretary Kreps in her testimony on March 14 did not go 

beyond the limited recommendations made by Secretary Vance 

in responding to Rosenthal's prodding some two weeks earlier. 

Later both Vance and Kreps filed additional amendments with 

the House committee covering unilateral selection and com­

pliance with host country laws. Although somewhat lacking 

in specificity the amendments did not do violence to the 

understanding reached with Eizenstat. 

The House and Senate committees were now moving 

rapidly toward agreement on committee mark-ups. In the 

House, Congressmen Hamilton and Whalen produced a compromise 

between the principal sponsors of the legislation, Congressmen 

Bingham, Rosenthal and Solarz and the Administration. This 

package was approved by the committee on March 31. On 

April 6 the Senate committee approved somewhat similar 

amendments to S.69, but not without four days of often 

acrimonious debate followed by 8 to 7 votes on key amend­

ments. Some committee members acknowledged they had been 
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persuaded to take a more "moderate" view of the need for 

legislation at a breakfast meeting conveniently hosted for 

16 key senators during the committee's deliberations by 

Saudi Arabia's Oil Minister ____ Yamani. Supporters of 

tougher legislation vowed to take the battle to the Senate 

floor. 

Although it was generally felt that the House bill 

was stronger than the Senate version, the differences were 

not as great as many perceived. Although they dealt with 

the issues somewhat differently, both bills provided excep­

tions for unilateral selection and compliance with host 

country laws. For example, the House measure on unilateral 

selection prohibited a United States person from complying 

with such a selection "if the United States person has 

actual knowledge that the sole purpose of the designation 1s 

to implement the boycott." There was no such purpose or 

knowledge test in the Senate version but the Senate Bill 

provided that the exception did not apply if a U.S. person 

did the selecting. The host country laws exception was 

somewhat tighter in the Senate version than in the House 

bill, but both bills gave the President leeway to grant 

limited exceptions for U.S. persons caught between our law 

and the laws of a boycotting country. 

The Congress adjourned for the Easter recess on 

April , but interested groups were already making plans 
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for resuming the battle when the Congress reconvened. Oil 

company lobbyists were circulating a nine point list entitled 

"Minimum Changes Required to Permit Continued U.S.-Arab 

Trade Relations." The National Jewish Community Relations 

Advisory Council (NJCRAC) was urging its member agencies to 

support amendments to the Senate bill to bar unilateral 

selections if it were known that the "primary" purpose of 

the selection was to implement the boycott. 

The Chamber of Commerce, the National Association 

of Manufacturers and the Emergency Committee for American 

Trade scheduled a joint meeting in Washington for April 18 

at which it would urge some 300 members to lobby against 

passage of the boycott legislation and at least, water-down 

the Senate bill. The next day the American Israel Public 

Affairs Committee (AIPAC) would begin its annual meeting 

with some 600 delegates from across the country who could be 

counted upon to work to strengthen the Senate bill. Emotions 

ran high. The divisiveness in prospect was something neither 

side wanted. 

Some weeks before, the Business Roundtable and the 

ADL had failed in a second attempt to reconcile their differ­

ences. Lawyers for the two groups had met in Washington but 

were unable to reach agreement on the key issue of unilateral 

selection. Both sides went away shaking their heads in dis­

couragement. 
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Wiser heads in the business community knew by 

mid-April that they could not win politically. The House 

bill had been reported out of committee 33 to O and there 

was no likelihood under the House's rules that amendments 

would be accepted on the floor. The situation in the Senate 

was different. It was expected that floor amendments would 

be offered on both sides. The Administration let it be 

known that it would not support any amendments, but the 

business community was understandably concerned that liberal 

leanings in the Senate would carry the day for stronger 

legislation. After all, the boycott could hardly be defended 

on moral grounds and business' scare tactics and foreign 

policy arguments were not winning many converts. Realizing 

this, Irving Shapiro, on April 13, sought the help of Max 

Kampelman, one of the three ADL representatives who negotiated 

the Joint Statement. Mr. Shapiro's good judgment in his 

choice of Kampelman was confirmed by subsequent events. 

Kampelman, a Washington attorney who had been an assistant 

to Senator Humphrey when he arrived in the Senate in 1949, 

had made it clear throughout the negotiations that he favored 

a compromise in the interest of achieving boycott legislation 

(which he considered important but largely symbolic) with a 

minimum of rancor and divisiveness. After Shapiro's call, 

Kampelman sought out Bookbinder, his friend of thirty years, 

for help in finding out if a compromise was still possible. 
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Bookie was enthusiastic about the idea. As he saw it, the 

issues separating the two sides were not so vital they could 

not be compromised. Bookbinder was leaving for Israel the 

next day and that left it up to Berger and me to work with 

Kampelman to see what could be done. 

Shapiro's timing was excellent. Burton Joseph, 

president of the ADL, had scheduled a meeting for April 15 

in New York with representatives of the principal Jewish 

agencies. Twenty or so persons gathered in a room in the 

Harmonie Club to hear Joseph report on the consequences to 

the Jewish community of increased Arab influence in the 

United States. Boycott legislation per se was not on the 

agenda. But within an hour or two boycott legislation 

became the focus of discussion, with the three Washington 

lawyers, Kampelman, Berger and myself, urging that the time 

had come to put differences with the Roundtable on the Joint 

Statement behind us and seek agreement on specific language 

amending the Senate bill. This, we argued, would avoid a 

floor fight and put an end to the confrontational posture 

building up between Jewish groups and the business community. 

The argument carried the day and, at Joseph's suggestion, 

the lawyers in the group met separately at lunch to consider 

possible amendments. Agreement came quickly, and the larger 

group, which consisted of the presidents and top staff of 

the major national agencies working on the boycott, sent us 
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back to Washington to begin negotiations. Four days later, 

Kampelman, Berger and I sat down in Washington with the 

Business Roundtable's lawyers to begin negotiations. 

The Roundtable brought to the table four lawyers 

headed by Hans Angermueller, the highly-regarded General 

Counsel of Citibank. Both sides knew they had to move 

quickly. While representatives of the two groups were 

meeting, the House bill passed by a vote of 364 to 43. 

Senate action was due to follow early in May. The Roundtable's 

opening salvo called for choosing the Senate bill over the 

House version, deleting from the unilateral selection exception 

the restriction on U.S. persons making the selection and 

adding a clarifying amendment or two to other sections of 

the bill. For our part, the narrowing of the exception for 

compliance with host country laws and the strengthening of 

the bill's non-evasion provision were seen as essential 

objectives. The way the bill worked, the only U.S. person 

who could make a boycott-related unilateral selection was a 

resident of a boycotting country. If the host country laws 

exception was made sufficiently narrow, the unilateral 

selection exception would not be so troublesome. Indeed, 

the unilateral selection exception as it then stood in the 

Senate bill would have required the Aramco's and the like, 

resident in the Arab world, to take their business away from 

U.S. companies. This did not seem to us to be either necessary 
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or desirable and we agreed to delete the U.S. person restric­

tion in the unilateral selection exception. In return, the 

Roundtable's representatives agreed to strengthening amend­

ments to the compliance with host country laws exception, 

and the non-evasion provision, and to add language to make 

it clearer that the unilateral selection exception only 

applied in certain restricted circumstances, such as trans­

actions in the normal course of business and to specified 

suppliers of services performed only within a boycotting 

country. The negotiations consumed the better part of a 

week chocked full of boycott activity both at and away 

from the negotiating table. 

Before meeting with the Roundtable's respresenta­

tives, our group decided to go back to Eizenstat to let the 

Administration know we were ready to try again for agreement 

with the Roundtable, this time on amendments to the Senate 

bill, but to do so, we needed to know where the Administration 

stood. Eizenstat gave such assurances as he could subject 

to seeing the final agreement. The Administration had 

favored such an approach from the beginning. The spectre of 

the President's having to make a decision on issues dividing 

proponents of the legislation and the business community 

haunted the President's aides. This became even clearer a 

week or so later. The Roundtable's leadership was apparently 

not content to rely on the ability of its negotiators to 
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work out a compromise. While the negotiations were in 

progress, a telegram was sent to the President requesting 

that he meet with the signers, Shapiro, Reginald H. Jones, 

Chairman of General Electric, Walter B. Wriston, Chairman of 

Citicorp, Clifton C. Garvin, Jr., Chairman of Exxon, and 

George Shultz, President of Bechtel. Shapiro and the 

others argued that the pending legislation would make U.S. 

trade with Arab countries so difficult as to be impossible. 

The President's advisors were urging him not to get in the 

middle of the controversy. If the President met with the 

Roundtable's leaders, he would have to meet with proponents 

of the legislation and this would result in his having to 

choose between two sides each of which had merit. The 

telegram remained unanswered. 

The next stop for our group was Congress. The 

real heroes of the boycott struggle were not those of us 

now tinkering with language refinements, but members of 

Congress such as Bingham, Proxmire, Rosenthal, Stevenson, 

Sarbanes and others who with great skill and dedication had 

persuaded their colleagues that the Arab boycott of Israel 

had become an American issue involving the freedom of American 

companies to do business where and with whom they wanted 

without being required to certify to a long list of obnoxious 

conditions. our proposal for renewing talks with the Round­

table was embraced by most congressional proponents of the 
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legislation, although one or two felt matters of principle 

were involved that should not be compromised. The general 

reaction, however, was favorable and we felt free to proceed 

with the negotiations. 

Both sides had their critics. Even within the 

three Jewish agencies there were those who felt strongly 

more could be gained by leaving the issues to be resolved in 

the normal political channels than by attempting to work 

things out in advance with the Roundtable. One Jewish 

organization which plays hardball on the Hill with the 

best found it particularly difficult to think in terms of 

a compromise. Its representative made it clear, in a 

meeting on the Hill with a key senator, that he agreed 

with the senator's preference for fighting it out on the 

floor. He was prepared then and there to help whip up 

support for a floor fight. A stormy corridor session 

outside the senator's office followed and produced a 

tacit agreement there would be no interference with 

efforts to work out a compromise as long as things did not 

drag out to the point where proponents of stronger legisla­

tion would be unable to rally their forces in time for an 

effective campaign on the Senate floor. 

The Roundtable was having its troubles, too. 

Mobil Oil was stirring up trouble with its stridency, putting 

pressure on the other major oil companies to follow suit in 
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demonstrating support for "improved U.S.-Arab relations." 

Rawleigh Warner, Mobil's chairman, was still hard at it when 

I ran into him by chance at the White House. He was quick 

to tell me that the Joint Statement was a big mistake. 

Others shared his view. Dresser Industries ran a double 

page ad in the Wall Street Journal claiming the boycott 

legislation would mean the soup kitchen for 500,000 American 

workers. And as late as April 25, at a Cabinet meeting 

Treasury's Blumenthal and State's respresentative (Vance was 

absent), reported urgent messages of concern from top busi­

ness leaders. At that time, agreement with the Roundtable 

was only a day away. 

Negotiators for the two groups assembled at the 

White House on April 26 to deliver the signed agreement to 

the Administration. Each group, after obtaining concurrence 

from its policy-makers, was committed to urge adoption of 

the amendments in the Senate, and thereafter take no action 

inconsistent with such amendments as they wended their way 

through the conference committee. Eizenstat, David Rubinstein, 

his principal assistant on boycott matters, Robert Lipschultz, 

counsel to the President, and Warren M. Christopher, Under­

secretary of State, crowded into the room with the remaining 

space filled by the negotiators for the two sides. A sigh 

of relief could be heard from the Administration as the 

agreement was read even though formalities required the 
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White House to poll State, Commerce and Treasury for their 

views. The next day we had the official word that the 

Administration was on board. Indeed, we are told that if 

the two groups for some reason found they could not support 

the agreement, the Administration would adopt it as its own 

proposal, to which we demurred. If the Roundtable was not 

going to support the agreement, we did not want to be committed 

to compromises which the business community would be free to 

disregard. 

This was not an idle threat. The Roundtable's 

policy committee had yet to bless the agreement. Shapiro, 

as its chairman, refused to poll its members until he was 

certain of overwhelming approval. This depended largely on 

Exxon's vote. For without Exxon, the other oil companies 

could be tempted to follow Mobil's lead and shy away from an 

agreement with Jewish groups that was sure to be cricicized 

in the Arab world. For more than 24 hours Exxon's vote 

remained in doubt. Garvin, its chairman, was on vacation 

and there was no one at Exxon who would approve the agreement 

in his absence. Finally, on the night of April 27, Vance 

and Eizenstat reached Garvin by telephone to tell him of the 

President's interest in seeing the agreement approved. 

Garvin was sympathetic but stated that approval by Exxon's 

Board of Directors was required. All he could promise was 

that he would recommend approval to the Board. The next day 
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the Board met and approved the agreement. That clinched it. 

Telegrams were immediately dispatched to the Roundtable's 

policy committee signed by Shapiro, Garvin, Wriston, Shultz 

and John D. deButts, Chairman of AT&T. Only two companies 

dissented. On Tuesday, May 3, the President was able to 

announce publicly that agreement had been reached by the two 

groups. 

Things moved quickly. The President, in a 

public announcement, urged the Senate and the Congress to 

adopt the agreed upon amendments. Senator Stevenson simul­

taneously announced that he would support the amendments on 

the Senate floor. The Senate leadership lost no ·time in 

bringing the matter to a vote. The agreed upon amendments 

were introduced by Senator Heinz and adopted without dissent. 

In conference, the House acceeded to the Senate version and 

the battle was over. 

In a little more than two weeks the Jewish organi­

zations and the Roundtable had achieved something unique 

-- agreement on legislative language enacted without 

change by the Congress -- an effort lauded by most, though 

criticized in part by some, such as Senator Javits, who 

correctly, but needlessly, pointed out that "none of the 

Jewish organizations or the representatives of the Roundtable 

were elected to the United States Senate." He and other 

members of the Congress objected to some of the specific 
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compromises required to reach agreement, but nevertheless 

applauded the result. So did everyone else, the Adminis­

tration, the business community and the Jewish community. 

Israel, the object of the boycott, had stayed out of the 

congressional fray, viewing the matter largely as a domestic 

issue, but it, too, joined in the celebration with congratu­

latory telegrams to the three Jewish organizations. 

The outcome furnished important lessons for both 

groups. The business community learned once again that the 

Congress will not put purely business considerations above 

matters of principle. But if business is well led, compro­

mises can be effected that preserve ·essential business con­

siderations without violating matters of principle. The 

Jewish community learned that the business community was 

neither monolithic nor omnipotent. It was primarily the 

large international banks, the oil companies, and petroleum­

engineering and related services organizations that felt 

threatened by the boycott. General Mills, on the other hand, 

testified in favor of the boycott legislation while other 

business representatives made it known that their principal 

concern was that the law be both clear in its application and 

impose a minimum of reporting for business, already overwhelmed 

by Government reporting requirements. 

The legislation did not accomplish everything 

sought by either side, but the result kept faith with the 



- 30 -

important principles involved without unduly handcuffing 

American business in its efforts to compete in the Arab 

world. It is hoped that the good will which emerged from the 

process will carry through the difficult period to follow as 

the Department of Commerce wrestles with the issues left by 

the legislation to be resolved by regulation. 

Most important for the Jewish community is the 

knowledge that on this issue which involved American principles, 

but affected directly and singly the Jewish community, the 

Congress and the American people stood firmly by us. Our 

opponents and the cynical may attribute the result to the 

"Jewish lobby". However strongly the Jewish community felt 

about the legislation, there was no professional effort in 

support of the legislation in any way comparable to the 

scores of lawyers and other professional lobbyists opposing 

the legislation on behalf of business interests. Congres­

sional support for the legislation came from members of the 

Congress who were incensed by Arab intrusions into United 

States business practices and by the real or potential 

discrimination which flowed from Arab demands that American 

business certify to "Israelrein" practices. Predictions of 

profit and job losses, even where believable, were not 

enough to sanction our country's knuckling under to the Arab 

boycott. Perhaps this is the lasting message to be told by 

those of us who were privileged to participate in the effort 

which led to passage of the anti-boycott legislation. 
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Mrs. Ilana Glanz 
17 B, Haschachar Street 
Herzliya, Israel 

Dear Mrs. Glanz: 

December 15, 1977 

Your letter seeking my asssistance in regard to your aunt and uncle 
in Bucharest has reached me eesk. I hasten to advise that I have 
written to Rabbi Rosen and have ask d him to do his utmost to per­
form a mitzvah in behalf of Eli2abetha and Joseph Pulver. It is 
my fond hope that he will reconsider your requ st and arrange to 
have warm food sent to them from the community kitchen. 

Should I hear from him I will be in contact with you. In turn, 
I would ask that you let me know if Rabbi Rosen contacts you 
directly. I would very much wish to know wh t transpires. 

With every good wish, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 



t 

I 

Rabbi Moshe Rosen 
Jewish Federation 
Bucharest, Romania 

Dear Rabbi Rosen: 

December 15, 1977 

Mrs. Ilana Glanz of Herzliya, Israel, has written to seek my interven­
tion and assistance in regard to the most difficult personal plight of 
her aunt and uncle, Elizabetha and Joseph Pulver of 51, Theophile St., 
Bucharest. In an effort to perform what I believe to be a mitzvah, 
take the liberty of writing directly to you in behalf of the Pulver 
family. 

Mrs. Pulver Is 78 years of age and completely paralyzed. Mr. Pulver 
is 80 and does not work. He attends to the constant needs of his 
wife. A bachelor son supports them, giving over half of his income 
to his parents, and he also resides at home with his parents. He 
attends to his mother 1s needs during the evening hours. 

Due to these circumstances, no member of the family Js able to get to 
the community kitchen run by the Jewish community and there Is no one 
to see that they receive warm meals. The son cannot leave his place 
of employment to obtain the food and bring it to his parents. The 
father cannot leave Mrs. Pulver alone at any time. 

Mrs. Glanz advises that she discussed the possibility of having warm 
food sent to her aunt and uncle, If not daily, at least several times 
during the week. She also offered to reimburse the Jewish community 
for this act of kindness. Evidently it was felt that since there is 
a son to look after this aged couple it would not be possible to 
have food sent to them. 

It is my fond hope that some arrangements can be made to provide warm 
meals for the Pulvers. Such a simple act of concern and caring would 
serve to ease their plight and sustain them during this most diffi­
cult time of their lives. Please do give special consideration to 
what appears to me to be a most needy and worthy family. Should you 
wish to contact Mrs. Glanz, she resiees at 17 B, Hashachar Street, 
Herzl iya, Israel. 

With warmest personal regards, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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Rabbi A. Schindler 
Conf. of Presidents of Major 
American Jewish Organizations 
515 Park Avenue, New York 
N.Y. 10022 U S A 

Dear Rabbi Schindler, 

Ilana Glanz 
17B, Hashachar St. 
Herzliya, ISRAEL 

During a brief visit to Rumania with my husband, we visited my 
aunt & uncle, Elizabetha & Joseph Pulver of 51, Theophile St., 
Bucharest, Rumania. 

To our dismay we discovered, that my aunt who is an old lady of flt~ 
78, is completely paralyzed. Her husband, is an old man of BO. / 1 J)JfV-
They have a son who is a bachelor, who supports them, lives with \J"_. A~/V' 
them and gives them half of his income (incidentally, owing to his /)... ()'-
attention and care, this young man in his mid-thirties is unable to 'U 
get married and start a family of his own). 

In Bucharest there is a community kitchen run by the Jewish community 
headed by Rabbi Rosen. Since my nephew is at work all day, and my 
uncle is so old, there is nobody who can cook a warm meal for the 
old couple. Needless to point out, that a paralyzed old lady requires 
constant attention and nursing, which she gets from her son and her 
husband. However, she does not get any warm food at all. 

We approached Rabbi Rosen and asked that warm food be sent to this old 
couple - if not daily, then at least several times a week. We pointed 
out that we would be more than willing to pay for it from Israel (as 
we are already helping my aunt and uncle financially). Rabbi Rosen's 
reply was negative. He refused to have food sent from the centre since 
he claimed that they have a son who can look after them. 

Having pointed out the unhappy circumstances of this old couple and 
their devoted son, we would be most obliged if you could contact Rabbi 
Rosen personally, and try to use your influence on him and persuade him 
that food should be sent to this couple, under these circumstances, 
when, as I wish to point out again, expense would be fully covered by us. 

This is a cry from our heart - all we ask for is traditional Jewish help 
for the aged and the infirm - as we say in Hebrew - n;pr nv; 7J~,;~n ;N. 

Thanking you for your attention and future assistance, and hoping your 
intervention will bear fruit, I remain, 

Yours gratefully, 

Ilana Glanz 



December 12, 1977 

Mr. and Mrs. Julian Lackner 
Mercaz Klita 
Rehov Hashomer 47/28)3 
Tiberfas, Israel 

Dear Rodlca and liultan: 

Rhea and I were thrilled to receive your Hanukah greetingi. 
Having you write in Joy and freedom from Israel means much 
to us. We pray that all goes well with you and the entire 
family. 

May the beauty and light of the festival of Hanukah continue 
to enrtch and enhance your lives in the days and years ahead. 

With warmest regards from house to house, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 

The Union 0£ American Hebrew Congregations 

838 Fifth Ave. 

New York N.Y. 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler, 

12/0CT/77 

For the last couple 0£ months I have been waiting good news 

regarding my family's case, but nothing has happened up to now. 

That is why I decided to write you again. 

I would like to make sure that my previous letter has reached 

you personally. I hope it would not bother you if I am enclosing 

a copy of my previous letter, mailed to you at the end of 

J'Wle •77. 

Perhaps, I am acting a little bit childishly, but I have to 

point out , once more, that I do trust your kindness and your 

authority. 

With my best regards 

Andrei Mannheim 
( 



Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 

8J8 Fifth Ave New York 

Dear Rabbi Schindler, 

Andrei :.::.::....7...'""2:hciu 

J4JO Ellendale # 117 

Hontreal Que HJS 1W9 

I am allowing myself to draw your attention and to -steal 

part of your precious time, because your help could possibly 

be the only chance in solving my prob1e·m. 

That is why I shall try to describe, as briefly as I can, 

the reason that made me ca11 on your help. 

Ny name is Andrei Mannheim, I am landed immigrant in Canada, 

(since Febr. 1977) native of Romania. I was able to leave 

legally Romania after my marriage with a foreign citizen. 

I ,~ould like to draw your attention on the tragic situation 

that my family (father, mother, sister, still in Romania) is 

living, without the opportunity to leave the country and join 

me. 

Facts are as follows: 

My father, George Mannheim, had the bad luck to work, a long 

time ago, for a Romanian state foreign trade company, called 

"Romano-Export". During the years 1962-1964, a whole chain 

of political trials took place, framed against the Jews working 

within all foreign trade companies. They ended with sentencing 

for different prison terms without any real charge.("enemies of 

the country") MY father, like his other colleagues, was 

sentenced as a political prisonier, charged completely groundless 

for"undermining the national economy". 



.. 
-2-

.!md, believe me Sir, anybody knew ,-,i thout a..."1.y doubt that the 

trial was an abusive frame-up and its aim was "to clean" these 

trade conpanies of' Jews. Only one year and a half' after my father 

was arrested and kept imprisoned, without any proof, the "so-cal.led" 

trial took place. The charge against these defendants was that 

10-12 years before (195D-1952) they had signed economic contracts 

unfavorable to the Romanian state, deliberately to sap the 

communist regime. At the end of' the trial (which finally took 

place ;in mid-summer 1974) my father was sentenced to 5 years 

of' jail. He had the lightest sentence of' all the people who 

were involved in this purge. He refused to plee guilty and was 

immprisoned as an innocent man. 

But our ~amily's calvary had not ended even af'ter his release. 

My family was and is living ceaselessly under the harrasment 

of' the police and security; our f'urn~ture, household appliances, 

most of' the personal belonging have been confiscated by the 

security f'or paying of'f' part of' the "damage" claimed by the state. 

What really hurts, is the f'act that everybody knows the whole 

trial was an antisemitic set-up, (under the reign of' the f'ormer 

Romanian Minister of' security) but innocent people is continuing, 

even today, to endure its consequences. 

From his actual salary, the state is taki.ng _·a major part (one third) 

for repaying something of' the claimed "damage". My father is on 

parol, and he is not allowed to leave the country. 

During the trial, the state claimed an imaginary "damage" of' 

100,000 $ , brought about by my f'ather and 5 other colleagues, 

all together. Beeing 53 years old, my f'ather could pay back one 

third of' his salary, only until his retirement. That is why, 

all the amount of money the state could recover means approx. 

100000 romanian Lei (5000 SO 
1lhat I real.ly would like, is to see my family released, beeing 

allm·rnd to leave the country. They can no longer endure the 

results of' such a shameful frame-up. The~r phone is tappe¢, 
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their mail is censored, their moral is very lm•:, their nerves 

are reaching a dangerous deadline. They are in a very bad shape, 

they have to fear any word, they have to lower their heads. 

I am calling on your help, to try µitercede in my family's 

favour, by different diplomatic ways. I hope the Romanian 

authorities will take into consideration your appeal; they 

must set to rights a barbaric deed. Perhaps you can meet my 

strongest wish, to have my family released without bearing 

any longer such an injust burden. 

I wrote you, beeing deeply concerned about the unfortunate 

plight they are faceing. I Im.ow your human rights defence role, 

and I am relying on your influence and authority to persuede 

the Romanian authorities to let my family leave. 

My father has no right to apply himself for a passport because 

of his "debt". That is why I hope that .a strong appeal from 

abroad, could determine them to allow my father to leave, 

disregarding his debt. I am faithful that you will take into 

consideration my letterJ if you need some more information, 

please feel free to call upon me. I must confess ~hat your 

likely help is the only chance left to save the almost wrecked 

existence of my family. 

Andrei Mannheim 

P.s. I think it's meaningless to ask you that any possible 

attempts to be discret and out of publicity. I fear, 

in case you can not help them, the possible persecution 

of the security. 
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Data about my family: 

Father: Gh. Hannheim born the 9/sept/1924 at Poeni-Cluj (Romania) 

Mather: Ernesta Mannheim, Born the 7/march/1927 at Bucharest (Romania) 

Sister: Anne-Marie Mannheim, born the 5/aug/1954 at .Bucharest 

Their address; A1eea Podul Giurgiului No.1 

Bloc 14 Apt 213 sector 5 
Bucharest Romania -



EMBASSY OF ISRAEL 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mrs. Edith J. Miller 

a 

The Union Of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 

Dear Mrs. Miller, 

', Xil:)., .nii"i.lW 
,,~ll~w, 

July 15, 1977 

Thank you for your note conveying Mr. Mannheim's letter to 
Rabbi Sehindler and your reply of July 7, 1977. 

I am making inquiries as to how we can help, and will let 
you know as soon as I have something. 
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Mr. Andrei Mannheim 
343 Ellen ale #117 
Montr aJ H3S 1 19 
C nada 

Dear Mr. Mannh lm: 

July 7, 1977 

Your r cent lett r Jn re rd to your ·amity In Ro .. ania 
reac ed our offic urin abbl Schlndl r's a senc from 
th country. H I ov r eas ad not due to return until 
late July. 

c ssur d your lett r wl11 
nd I am confident h wll 1 do 

you and your f mily In your 

With kin est gr tings, I am 

br ug t to hi ttention 
is tmost to be of aid o 

sfr, to be r united. 

S nc r 1 y, 

Edith J. Miller 
Assistant to th Prest ent 

bee: Mr. Eli Gavt ele 
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September 19, 1977 

Dear Rodi ca & Jul tan: 

Shalom( What a wond rful and special Joy It Is for 
me to be writing o you In lsra t. I hope you are 
well settled by now and that 1 is well with you 
and your family. 

Rhea Joins me in expres Ing our fond god wishes to 
you and 11 your loved ones for the ~ew Year. May 
it be a year blessed with ood health, h ppln ss and 
much fltff llment as you begin your 1 Ives n w In 
Israel. 

With fondest regards fro house to house, I am 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 

Mr. and Mrs. Jul fan Lackner 
Mercaz Kl lta 
Rehov Hashomer 47/283 
Tlberfas, Israel 

• 
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Hr. Raymond Vlanu 
c/o Hrs. Ana Cogan 
Rehov Haprachlm 11/22 
Romema 
Haifa, Israel 

Dear Raymond: 

September 7, 1977 

What a Joy It wa to receive your letter fro■ Israel I Hy 
heart Is filled to ov rflowlng to know that y,u, Irene and 
your sons have been reunited Ith your family and loved ones. 
My efforts In your behalf were a servlc of the heart and I 
thank God that all our prayers w re nswered and I rejoice 
with you. 

As we approach the New Yer I want to express my warm good 
wishes to you and your faml1y. May the New Year and the 
new beginning for the Vlanu faMlly be blessed with good, 
health, happiness, fulfillment and much Joy. 

Sincerely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 
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Ana Cogan 
Rh.Haprachim 11/22, Romema, 

Haifa, Israel. 

Ms.Edith J.Miller, 
Assistant to the President, 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations, 
838 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y.10021 
U. S. A. 

Dear Ms.Miller, 

Haifa, 20.7. ~ 7~~ 

if"'°" 

~r 
I was deeply touched by your warm letter in which you told us the good news 

about the Vianu family. Indeed, the fact that they will be shortly arriving 

to Israel was confirmed to us by the Vianus themselves, who called us, infor­

ming us that they have received their passports. We are eagerly awaiting 
their arrival here, in Israel, during the next . few weeks. 

After their struggle of 9 years, the Vianus, as well as ourselves, are in such 

a turmoil now, that it is difficult to sort out where does the happiness begin, 

and where begins the fear that something may happen to stop them during the 

very last minutes. We pray to see them already in Israel, in the midst of the 

family. 

Dear Ms.Miller, on our behalf and on the behalf of the Vianu, would you, please, 

convey our deepest thanks to Rabbi Alexander Schindler for his help. We are 

profoundly indebted to him also for making us feel that we were not alone in 

need and sorrow: his kind attention made us feel that we were heard and being 

cared for. 

Thank you. And may our Lord bless you in all your noble efforts to help people 

in need, as you did with us. 

Sincerelv yours, 
/ ~ )" 

Ana l'. 

0 
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Mrs. Ana Cogan 
Rehov Haprachim 11/22 
Romema 
Haifa, Israel 

Dear Mrs. Cogan: 

July 11, 1977 

Your recent letter to Rabbi Schindler has Just been received, 
during his absence from the country. I am, therefore, taking 
the 1 iberty of r spon Ing in his behalf. 

Rabbi Schindler was in contact wit the Romanian authorities 
in June in regard to a few families in Romania seeking to be 
reunited with dear ones in Israel or the United States. Among 
the families about whom he made Inquiry was the Vianu family. 
Just a few days ago a res onse was received from the Romanian 
Embassy in Washington and they advised Rabbi Schindler that 
''Raymond Vianu with his wife and two children were permitted 
to ?eave for Israel . 11 I pray that this is so and that by this 
time the Vianu's are indeed already in Israel. Please do let 
us know by return mail if you have heard from them and just 
what their status is at this time. Rabbi Schindler will be 
very eager to hear from you. 

With every good wish and kindest greetings, I am 

Sincerely, 

Edith J. Miller 
Assistant to the President 



( 

Ana Cogan, 
Rh.Haprachim 11/22, Romema, 

Haifa, Israel. 
Tel.04 - 25-40-47. 

To the Conference of Presidents of Major 
Jewish Organizations, 

515 Park Avenue, N.Y.10022 
For the Attention of Rabbi Alexander Schindler 

Dear Rabbi Schindler, 

I am writing to you on behalf of my sister, Dr.Sophie Wilheim, 75 years old~ 

Her only daughter, Irene Vianu and her family are for eight years fighting to 

get out of Romania. I am enclosing a copy of the letter Raymond Vianu, the son­

in-law of my sister asked me to send to the USA Congress; the original of this 

letter was srrruggled from Romania at great risks. It is a long letter, but please, 

do reed it. It is worth while. 

Thank you very much for your attention, and if you think that you could help 

the Vianu family - and I am sure you will be deeply touched by their tragedy, 

please do help them! 

GOD BIESS YOU; 

Ana Cogan.' ., 

y/ 
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The Honorable Dante Fascell, 
Chairman, Congress Commitee on Security 
and Co-operation in Europe, United States Congress, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Sir: 

Bucharest, May 29., 1977 

Having heard of your active concern in the question of human rights and of your work 
in monitoring the implementation of the provisions of Basket III of the Helsinki 
Agreement., I submit to you my case and that of my family in the hope that you may 
help us. 
My name is Raymond Vianu., I am a Romanian citizen and I live with my wife., Irene., and 
our two sons., Victor Dan and Alexandru., in Bucharest., Romania .. For a number of years 
I was a member of the Romanian diplomatic service; between 1951 and 1957 I served as 
First secretary to the Romanian legation in London., where our sons were born., and from 1957 to early 1960 in the same capacity to the Romanian Permanent Mission to the United 
Nations in New York. In January 1961 I was separated from the diplomatic service., the 
reason I was given being that I had relatives abroad. Since then I have held several 
minor jobs and now I do translation work for a building research institute in Bucharest. 
By the end of 1969 my wife and I had come to feel that we wished to spend the rest of 
our lives in Israel and thus., in December 1969 we applied for passports for us and the 
boys. A little later my wife's mother., Dr.Sophie Wilheim-Calmanovici., also applied for 
a passport. She filed her application later than us because of some red-tape difficult 
with her birth certificate. Towards the end of 1970 she was issued the passport and lef 
for Israel., confident th~t we would follow her soon. However., this was not to be. 
Months went by and our application remained unanswered despite our repeated inquiries. 
It took the authorities no less than 15 months to reach a decision and on March 25.,1971 
we received a slip of paper with one sentence only: "We inform you that your applicatio' 
for permission to leave for Israel has been submitted to the Commission for Passports 
and Visas which decided to reject it". Just these cold, impersonal words. No explanati 
no attempt to Justify a denial of a family's basic right to decide freely where they 
wanted to live. 

However, having once made up our minds, we did not accept this refusal as final and 
other petitions and interviews at the Passport Office followed. The only result was 
another slip of paper, dated July 25, 1972, which said: 11With reference to your petitio: 
of 21 April, 1972 addressed to the Commission for Passports and Visas we inform you 
that your case is definitely filed and disposed of." 
Then we were told that only a new application, i.e. new forms to be filed., a new set of 

birth certificates and marriage certificates, etc. would be taken into consideration, 
So., in April 1974 we did apply again. Only., this time the procedure had been "improved' 
in contrast with 1969, we had to produce an attestation from our respective places of 
work confirming that during the preceding three years we had had no contact with., or 
knowledge of., classified documents. We got the attestations., but to do so we had to 
inform our employers of our intention to emigrate. As a result my wife., who was then 
working as a journalist for an economic review, lost her Job. The press being held to 
be an important component of the "ideological front"., a person who whishes to leave the 

coullrtry for whatever reason is deemed unfit to be trusted any longer. So, when my wife 
asked for that attestation she was refused at first and was told that as she had access 
to western newspapers, which were not normally available to ordinary citizens., she was 
deemed to do classified work!! However., they told her., if she would tender her resig­
nation., they would give her the attestation. Having no choice, she did so and was 
duly handed the document stating that she hadn't worked with classified materials.,which 
of course had been the case all along. 

I ... 
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.i'he loss of her job., the impossibility of finding another one - since her training and 
experience made her suited for Jobs that entailed contact with English-speaking and French­
speaking foreigners., and since a would-be emigrant is once and for all barred from such 
contacts-, and the long sepa:cation from her mother, whom she dearly loves., caused my wife 
to suffer a nervous breakdown, as a result of which she was forced to retire on a small 
disability pension. 

Another reason for her anxiety, and mine no less., is the lack of prospects for our children 
here and their understandable feeling of frustration. Indeed, a third of their lives to 
bis day - they were 14 and 12 respectively when we made our application in 1969, and are 
22 and 20 now - was spent in nerve-racking disappointment at seeing their parents and tehm­
selves prevented., year after year, from settling in the country of their choice and from 
Joining relatives and close friends there. Also., having applied for permission to leave 
Romania, they are for ever branded and their prospects of getting a Job according to their 
real abilities are bleak., to say the least. 
our second application met with the same stubborn refusal. On Oct. 31, 1974 we received 
the rejection slip., and on January 3., 1975., after several appeals and interviews we got 
this: "With reference to your petition of November 29, 1974 addressed to the Commission 
for passports and visas we inform you that your appeal has not been approved. Your case has 
been filed and may not be reconsidered." 
Countless further appeals and aggravating interviews with officials of the Passport Office 
were of no avail and elicited no explanation for these repeated refusals on the part of the 
Romanian authorities. Separate appeals addressed to the country's President and to his wife 
by myself and by my mother-in-law from Israel proved as futile as our other attempts and 
were not even acknowledged. 

In 1976 we decided to make a third attempt. In the meantime the procedure had been 
perfected further with a view of making passport applications even more difficult and 
disagreeable. 

One cannot anylonger apply directly for permission to leave the country by filling the 
application form and handling it to the Passport Office. Now one had to ~ill in a prelimin­
ary form with a few basic data and stating the desire to leave the countI1[ for good. This 
is not a proper application., but just an application to receive the proper application form! 
This done, one begins a first period of waiting., of waiting to be summoned before a panel 
of "inquisitors" at the District People's Council in order to be put on the carpet for 
wishing to leave. Not before is this formality complied with and the panel's affirmative 
point of view received at the Passport Office is one entitled to receive the application 
form proper. 
This first period of waiting may last as long as the authorities wish it to last. They may 
even tell one that the panel at the People's Council has advised against one's applying and 
then one just cannot file an application; such a case does not count as an unsolved case. 
It is a non~case. 

In our case we had to wait from July 27 to October 26., 1976 before being allowed to apply 
for the third time. Another 6 months followed and inAApril.1977 we were informed by word 

of mouth (they wouldn't give it in writing) that our application had onee again been rejected 
This time the official deigned to explain that the reason for this decision was that my wife 
and myself and our sons constitute a family so that our plea for family reunification does 

mt hold water and we have no valid reason for leaving Romania. If., however, my mother-in-la 
wished to be near us, she ought to be the one to join us here. In other words she should 
part with her sister., her nephews and her other relatives in Israel and leave the country 
she considers to be hers. It took really deep thinking for the Romanian authorities to come 
up with this after almost eight years. 

I . .. 
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~n a letter recently sent to a ftiend in Blcharest and not meant for her daughter's eyes, 
my wife's mother, now 75, wrote these sad words: 

'~feel very old •.. My health is ruined and I am very down-hearted. I am very tired but 
I go on working, how else could I live? I must confess that loneliness drives me to 
despair ••• True, I have good neighbours. When they go shopping they sometimes buy things 
for me too. They also help me put drops in my eyes as I cannot do it myself •.. 
The only thing that keeps me going are my patlents, There are not many, but I am glad 
when somebody enters my house ... I would so much like to have my children with me here ••. 
What a stupid fate! Why whould they not be permitted to come to their mother and grand­
mother, not even for a visit? Is this to be my life, or rather the end of my life, far 
from my family? I do wish they would come ... " 

"I wish you would come" she keeps repeating in all her letters to us, although she well 
knows that no one is paying heed to her and we cannot do a.nything for her, and my wife is 
not even allowed to visit her. Incredible as it may sound, when my wife applied in March 
1975 for a tourist visa so that she might visit her mother, even this was turned down, 
although both our sons and myself were to have stayed behind in Romania, hostage-like. 

This then is the case of the Vianu family who for almost eight years are denied permission 
to leave Romania in order to be reunited with their relatives in Israel. 

When~ the International Past for civil and political rights was ratified by the Romanian 
state and when the President of the country put his signature on the Helsinki Agreement 
our hopes soared. But we were just being naive, though we should have known better, as 
we found out only too soon straight from the horse's mouth: when we mentioned the provisio 
of these documents concerning the free movement of persons, the stony-faced official at th 
Passport Of:fice looked bored, shrugged and replied disdainfully that for "them" they meant 
nothing at all, which as you can see was and is only too true. 

Along these long years of insuccessful struggle we have exhausted all possible avenues of 
lawful action available to Romanian citizens wishing to secure permission to emigrate. 
We have appealed to every level of authority, beginning eith the local militia section and 
ending with the President of the country, all to no avail. Judging from other similar 
cases, it appears that our only hope lies in securing the assistance of some influential 
persons or organizations from abroad. This is why I have turned to you, aware of your 
broad-mindedness and militancy on issues ~f human rights, and wondering whether you may 
find it possible to help us in our plight. 

However, for reasons of self-preservation, please do not mention this letter as having 
oome from me, since the Romanian authorities would get nasty about it. Actually, any 
of a number of relatives and friends of ours in the u.s., Canada, England, Switzerland, to 
say nothing of Israel, might have gotten in touch with you on our behalf. 

Please accept the expression of our gratitude for whatever you will feel inclined to do 
for us. 

Raymond Vianu:_ Respectfully yours, 

P.S. Should the Romanian authorities inform you, through whatever channel, that they have 
granted us exit visas and passports., please to NOT take their word for it unless 
you hear from us directly from Israel. I know of more than one case when Romanian 
embassies have given false assurances that passports had been issued to persons 
whoinevertheless continued to wait for months if not years. 

PERSONAL DATA , 
I.Raymond Vianu, b.Jan. 25., 1925,Bucharest. Address :3, Boteanu St. ,Bucharest,Romania' 
2.Irene Vianu, b.May 4, 1928, Bucharest. 3. Victor Dan, b. 24 April,1955,London,)rd year 
~.Alexandru, b. 20 Aug.,1957, London. student of informatics. 

5.Sophie Wilheim-Calmanovici,75, gynecologist,Address:7 Si mtat Hatzipornim,Bat-Iam,Israel, 
c/o Ana Cogan(her sister) Rh.Haprachim 11/22,Romema,Haifa,Israel. 



fr. Cyrus Gilb rt Abbe 
14 W st 90th Street 

York, N.Y. 10024 

De r Mr. Abbe: 

~ rch 21, 1977 

l-lany tha t or le ting me know tha a lett r fr ca 
L ckner. I ove jo o 1 11d h fami 
spared th 1r e. Po sio an rep aced and while it 1 
sad that ome r d st d, God thn f 
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ith ppr ci tion o you fork fo d nd with ind t 
g~ ting, I am 

Sine r ly, 

Al nd 
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Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
Union of American Hebrew 

Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

14 West 90th Street 
New York, New York 10024 
March 14, 1977 

I just received a brief letter from Rodica Lackner. 
Although her home and her parents' home were damaged 
and many of their possessions destroyed by the earth­
quake, they are all alive. Rodica advises that there 
is nothing new regarding her case. Her husband just 
lost his job, and she continues working in order to 
support him and their child. Rodica sends regards to 
you and your family and requests any help you can 
give her. 

Home telephone: 

sz;:a~ 
Cyrus Gilbert Abbe 

(212) 362-0560 

Office telephone: (212) 644-7000 



, 

,,, 

cyrus abbe, friend of lackner's called .... 

he heard from a usually reliable source who has 
family in romania that people who have 
been turned down for visas in the oast have 
been called in and are getting exit permits ... 
they need the apartments -- also supposedly the 
jewish agency is paying romania to get these 
jews out -- so money and apartments are being 
provided ..... hope you can check this out and 
if indeed true perhaps can get lackners on the 
list ... 



February 10, 1977 

His Excellency, T!le Romanian Ambassador 
to the United States, Nicolae M. Nicolae 
E assy O- the Socialist Republic of Romania 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Ambas,ador Ntcolae: 

Itve just ,returned froui an extended trip to the west coast and found 
quite a bit' of correspOndence awaiting me which deals with some of 
the people we discussed at our laat meeting. I would lik$ to bring 

\ 
you up-to-date. 

A brotheit' of !1arcel Struminger indicated that :Marcel had applied for 
an exit ~isa as late as September, 1976. You will rocall you advised 
me that he was considered a ~n-case" because a recent request was not 
in his file. I am assured that he in most eager to be reunited with 
his brothers here in the United States. I would appreciate your check­
ing 1:nto this matter. 

I was also advised that es of l ast week Rodica and Julian Lackner aud 
theu- child had not received e>:it visas. ile I can appreciate that 
the,e things do take time, I would Le grateful if you could let me 
know the status of their request. You had ooted they were being 
granted permission to cmigrete to Israel, I do hope th:f.s has not 
cll.llnged in any way. 

' Wfth appreciation for your uJJual kind consider~tior. and with warmost 
regards, I am 

I 

Sincerely, 
I 

,I 
\ 

Alexander M. Schindler 

\ ! 

\ 



I 

I 



from the desk of Edith]. Miller 

2/7 /77 

Mr. Stunninger of N,J. called - a se~ond 
brother of the Romanian Sturrninger 
his brother applied in September for an 
exit visa - he has not renounced his wish 
to emigrate ..... The caller had occasion 
to be with Amb. Nicolae Friday and spoke, 
Nicolae told him you had discussed brother 
and that his people thought he had changed 
his mind ... Mr. S . . assured him he had not, 
that he wishes to be reunited with his family 
in U.S. - also notes difficult to re-apply, 
and perhaps a word from you to Nicola~ will 
be of help in getting brother here ... 

h) 201- 545-9082 

o) 201-828-0230 

Q)I-



~~ /, ,. 

L 



Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
Union of American Hebrew 

Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

14 West 90th Street 
New York, N.Y. 10024 
January 31, 1977 

As I mentioned to Mrs . Schindler last week on the tele­
phone, I called Mrs. Rodica Lackner in Bucharest after Mr. 
Nash Au.ssenberg had informed me your secretary told him the 
Lackners were free to leave Rumania. Rodica told me over 
the phone that there was no change in her status . She 
asked me if I had spoken with Andrei Gal (215-332- 0872) to 
whom she had given a letter about six weeks ago to deliver 
to me. She also expressed her thanks to you for the letter 
she had received from you. I have enclosed a copy of the 
letter Rodica gave Andrei Gal to give me. 

I met Rodica and her husband when I was in Bucharest in 
September and have written on her behalf to numerous Senators 
and Congressmen, as well as to the State Department and 
others, in an attempt to assist her in receiving permission 
to leave Ru.mania. In September Rodica gave me a letter, a 
copy of which both in the original handwriting and in a 
typed version is also enclosed. At the bottom of the typed 
version is Rodica's telephone number. If you have any ques­
tions, you may want to phone her at her home in Bucharest 
(311760). I suggest calling her about 11:00 p.m. New York 
time. 

If I can give you any additional information or be of 
any assistance, please do not hesitate to call me at my 
office (644- 7000) during the day or at my home in the even­
ing (362-0560). I hope we can help Rodica and her family 
to leave Rumania . 

Sincerely yours, 

/' ~ '2/t,,, 
~~ilber~~ . 





To __ ij_[1_ 
Date /VJ Time /J... A . 

P.».. 

WHILE YOU WERE OUT 

M _ ____,,__:llJ~ ... ~~---
of _________________ _ 

t~c~:::e_ ...... 25_],__,_[{_-~{)~J____,_3~( ....... ~~ 
TRE~ED 

'b'~ECAU iV 
CAllB> ro SEE YOU 

=-=i-= -
WA TS !O SEE YOU 
--

I RETURNED OUR CALL I I 

TM2-Olympic Office Su pply Corp., 505 Broodwoy, N.Y.C.-WO 6-2900 

W Senn, - ~ e/~ ~ d#d P • 



/ 
/ 

Yir. and 1 rs . Julian Lackner 
Str. Schitul Ma1cilor 14 
Sector 6 
Bucharest, Romania 

Dear Rodica and Julian; 

February 28 , ~ 1977 

I was, of course, deeply distr sscd to le rn that th information I had received about your exit visas w s incorrec and that a further delay has been !~posed upon you. Even befor I received your recent letter to m this informs,tion was shared with me by l·'r. Cyrus Abbe and I want you to know that I immediately made further inquiry in your behalf. 

As of this date I have ot had a .urt err spons but I want to as ure yo~ that I shall continue to do my tmost in your behalf. 

Rhea joins1 me in ending warmest reg ~d tu you both. 

Sincerely, 

Alexnder . Schindler 

f 



' . . 



• 



Rabbi Alexander Schindler 
Union of American Hebrew 

Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Rabbi Schindler: 

14 West 90th Street 
New York, N.Y. 10024 
February 7, 1977 

Since my letter to you dated January 31, 1977, I have 
received a letter from Rodica Lackner, a copy of which is 
enclosed . Although she thanks us very much for our con­
cern and efforts on her behalf, she says, "Unfortunately, 
the results are not to be seen." 

If I can be of any help, please do not hesitate to 
call me at my office (644-7000) during the day or at my 
home in the evening (362-0560). As mentioned in my 
previous letter, if you want, you can phone Rodica in 
Bucharest at her home (311760). I suggest calling her 
about 11:00 p.m. New York time . 

Sincerely yours , 

Enclosure 

:;e /&,,n:1//v 
f rus Gi. bert Abbe 

j 





. ' 



. ' 

- - - ·------.;._::...__-=- - -------



I 

Mr. and Hrs. Mil ton Roth 
82-10 Penclepe Avenue 
Middle Village, N.Y. 11379 

January 27 1 1977 

As you kuo-:,• yt1ttr p l~t". i~ 'hchal ': of Rodi.ca and .Juli.:1.11 !.-ac1<. .. i~r ,.ras i;r01..13ht to ny nttc.nt:1.on 1 y ltllbM. Zlotnw:ttr:.:. I hav(;: been purouing th.?ir ··-~•est for ::-.r. ~:lt •:1:'3: f::,..-, n_ • .,~.,,;:.nia m1J h,.•\"C' ;L:Ot be.en 
t..dvi e.d t &t t to!~ vi~~s hnvc '-c.e ::-~, •. cd. I! ':h 'Y ~ ·a c 21.ot al· re!tdy ~ep~rted , th~j,"' t•"i.1.1 \"".-r:· rtoon c 0 :1 their ,-,ay ~ o ~ rLe.,., li~e in Icrnc.l . 

I ff.now tht'.t yo1.t ~;f.11 be a,:, h~-.,~y ~-~ I m1r. to lenrn O'" th!:z mmder·· ful c.'evfl'l~~t. 

Al~r..nder M. Schi.ndler 

I 
I 

' ' 

' I 
II 



I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

Mr. and Mn. Julian Lackner 
Str. Schitul Mahc1lor 14 
Secto~ 6 
Bucbaru t, Romania 

Dear Rodica and Julian: 

January 26, 1977 

While I have not been in contact with you for aoma tu., I have not forgotten your plea for ualatance in obtaintug exit vt.au ao you might emigrate to Israel with you chalt. I have been punuiug your request and at a 111Nting with the Bomanian Alllbuaador to the UDited Stat .. today I had the encouragiug newa that viau are to be granted. I wu delighted with tbia development, u I know you 
muat be. 

I want to viah you well. May you fiud great bappineaa and fulfill­ment in Iarul. A lovely family auch u youn will be a great uaet to Israel. May you be blessed with a beautiful life there. 

With every good wtah and warmest regarda, in lfhich Mra. Schindler 
joim •, I am 

/ 

I 
I 

Sincerely, 

A,examel" M. Schindler 



. •". .. 

l • • ~- .. -
: .. • ► ... 

I 
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ne·ar Sir, 

My name is Rodica Lackner and my husband's name is Iulian 

Lackner. I am a teacher of English and my husband is a 

mechanical engineer. We have a daughter of two years and 

6 months. 
~ 

Last September, we decided to leave Romania for Israel 

together with my parents. 

We deposed our acts and in three months we received a 

positive answer that we were permitted to go. So that we 

finished with our jobs, we sold the majority of things in 

our house and we prepared the necessary acts to get our 

passports. Just on the day, when we went to ta_~e them out~ 

the res~9ctive authorities announced to us that our passports 

were stopped. 

The reasons were absurd and full of anti-Semitism 

because up to God the angels eat you. 

My husband was very humiliated, insulted and for nine 

months we are waiting our case to be solved. 

For six months both I amd my husband were completely 

jobless because nobody engaged us in our situation. Now, 

we are working temporarily for the Federation. 

We are young people who want to establish in Israel. 

It's a pity that we shall reach there so disgusted and 

with all our powers lost during this period of real 

miseries. 



1- · ' 

The Romanian authorities proved a total disinterest 

concerning the solving of our case. For example, my 

husband was accused from cruelty that he had a false 

diploma. As a matter of fact he has graduated Polytechnics 

in Bucharest, but to check his diploma it lasted one month 

and a half. 

All our memories remained without any answer. 

Please help us if it is possible. We'll be grateful 

to you. 

Thank you very much 

Rodica & Iulian 
Lackner 

Our address is: Rodica & Iulian Lackner 
Str. Schitul Maicilor 14 
Sector 6 
Bucharest, Rumania 

Tel. 311760 !Home) 
315732 Mother's) 
141924 Office) 



• 





Mr. Tidhar Joseph 
Zohar Detergent Factory 
Kibbutz Dalia, ISRAEL 

Dear Mr. Tidhar: 

June 6, 1977 

Mazal tov, Mazal tovl Your letter was a source of 
joy and gladness. I was thrilled to learn that 
Susana and Andrei hav bean reunited with the 
family in Israel. It ia news such aa this ~•ioh 
heartens and strengthens me in my work for the 
Jewish people. 

May your family be blessed with many, many happy 
years together in an Israel at peace. 

With every good wish, I am 

Sine rely, 

Alexander M. Schindler 



Tel -Av'rv Office : 
10 Carlebach St., 
P.O.Box 20213 
Phone 03.265705 
Cable Add :"DALIAZOHAR" 
Telex: 033. 557 "ZOHARDAL" 

ZOHAR DETERGENT FACTORY 

Kibbutz Dalia C Israel) Phone 04 . 993244 
1 a~gbbi Alexander M. Schindler 

I resident, 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue, 
New York 

Dear Rabbi Schindler, 

st'• -- ;a ,n, 

04 . 993244 :m ,il''rl '1KT ,i11'rl ~:Ji7 

18920 

We take pleasurQ in advising you tnat following a period of over two 
years of forcible separation, the Stoica family is finally reunited. 

• 

In our happin•ss we are grateful to all thos , who helped us through 
our ordeal. There is no doubt whatever in our minds as to the vital 
part of your intervention on our behalf with the Rumanian authorities. 

While seeing the child's hap iness of having a family again, we pray 
to God for your health and ha~piness. 

Thanking you again, we remain, 

Sincerely yours, 

1 1olltu-~ 1~c 
Tidhar Joseph, 

/!;ii 
Stoica Vladimir, 

~ 
Stoica Susana 

TEL AVIV 
lfay 14, 1977 



Tel -Aviv Office : 
10 Carlebach St., 
P.O.Box 20213 
Phone 03.265705 
Cable Add :"OALIAZOHAR" 
Telex : 033. 557 "ZOHAROAL" 

ZDHAR DETERGENT FACTORY 
Kibbutz Dalia ( lsra~) Phone O 4 • 9 9 1 2 1 6 
18920 

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler 
President 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fith Avenue 
New York 

Dear Rabbi S:hhindler, 

0 4 • 9 9 1 2 16 .'7D ,i11'71' 1X1 ,iP'n Yl::ti7 

18920 

We want to thank you very much for your efforts in freeing our nephew and wife 
from Rumania. We apologize for not writing to you up to now, but we fully realize 
the huge amount of activities you must be engaged in and did not want to add 
anything to it. 

However, we feel we have reached a point when we have to inform you of the 
developments. Immediately after your departure from Rumania, my wife was 
summoned by the Bucharest's People's Council and adviced that this body gives 
its approval for her emmigration to Israel. Shortly then after the Passport 
Department asked her to apply for a reexamination of her case and pay the respective 
fee. According to Rumanian system it seems to us all that the ball started to roll. 
However, few days ago my wife was summoned again to the same place (at the Bucharest 
People's Council) and the officials tried again to persuade her to renounce . 
Failing that they were anxious to know if she informed me about the developments. 

Needless to say that such harassments seriously affected my wife's shal ky 
health condition. On top of that, she was informed that she could no longer 
continue at the same place of employment, this further adding to the stress. 

Knowing the Rumanian system from inside, these events are obvious signs trying 
to see if the source of pressure applied up to now, is still interested in my 
wife's fate. 

In case of passivity, the whole process is to start all over again with 
doubtful results. 

Yours faithfully 

,..:Jt,.,,e fr' 7 r't:l/l£1./4. 

Joseph Tidhar Stoica Vladimir 



Dear Mr. Schindler, 

I, undersigned STOICA SUSANA,, born GERSON,, mother of a five 
years old boy - STOICA ANDREI, 

I beg you to be so kind to help us in solving our problem 
of bringing together our family, because my husband is living 
now in Israel. 

My husband ia gone to Israel a year and a half ago after a 
study trip of three months in England. Now all the necessary 
formalities related to his unusual way of leaving for Israel 
are ended, more then a half year ago, everything what was 
needed, after his trial, was payed, and in concordance with 
Decree no. 185/1976 his punishment with jail was pardoned. 
f I have also the Decree that certifies this thing. ) He payed 
his renunciation to Romanian citizenship on 3rd August 1975, 
and from October 1975 he has the Israeli:an citizenship. 

I am a jew, and I _asked to go to ~srael, making all the 
necessary formalities two times: on 8th August 1975 and on 
25th March 1976. For theese I have six negatives, and all the 
audiences (about thirty) and memoires (about twenty) are use­
less, because every time they are giving the same negative 
answer. 

Thank you very much for your help, and I hope that with 
your help it will come the day when my son won•t cry for his 
father. 

Please excuse me for my English. 

With many than~✓-aithful, 

Bucharest 15th November 1976 

• 



r. Jos ph Tidh r 
Kibbutz Dalia 
T l Yokl".e m 244 
I ael 
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A sistant to th President 



' /. 

O>\JJ;\1\J17 1"TT>J. 

ZOHA~ DETERGENT 

11 ui} 1r 
FACTORY 

KIBUTZ DALIA (ISRAEL) TEL. YOKNEAM 244 avJ 1;n ll!l'lv il7~1 7N1 ,iV~l l'l.1(7 

TEL-AVIV OFFICE: CARLEBACH STR. 10-P.O .B. 20213-TEL. 35705 Jl!:>?\7-202!,3 .1.n-10 l.J>?7p 'nl :.J>.JN-?n 17-Vf.l 

Rabbi Alex,""nder J.I . Schindle r 
President 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 

838 Fifth Avenue 
New York 

Dear Rabbi Schindler , 

October 3, 1976. 
Kibbutz Daliah 

I take the lib2rty~of writing t o you again in the case of my nice , 

Susana Stoica who is currently kept apart from her husband by the 

Ru□anian authorities. 

So me last minute developments prompted me to dist~rb you again with my 

troubles . 

As I mentioned to you, up to now , the Rumanian authorities turned 

down Susana's a pplications for an exit visa to Israel giving as an 

e x cus e t he fa ct that her husband has been convicted in absentia by a 

ili.l.□anian tribunal and 1--'ressed her to ask her husband to req_uest to be 

}Ja.rdoned as a condition of let ting her go . No"'.£ ,,ven few days 1,as s ed 

after the Rumanian authorities were in tbe possess ion of the s aid 

req_uest that my nice was summoned up and told that slie can not leave 

Ru mania u n less the pardon is favourably solved. Fortunately , from ot:be r 

reasons , the Rumanian State Council issue d a general de c:i:-Qe of pardon, 

favo u rably af.fecting Susana 's husband. Wi th ber husband pa:t>doned , Susana 

i:o_;;ed, as sb.e was .::-romissed , that she would be allowe2 Lv jo.Ln ho= 

husband in Israel. 

This time . the same peo:ple told her that h e r file was irrevocably 

closed, that she would better divorce he::- .b1u :oand as she is never 

going to leave Rumania unless ( the same rn l e ss ) he r husband 's 

citizenship situation shall not be favourably solved by the . . • 

. . Rumanian authorities . ( Her husband, Vladimir Stoica , renou!1ced 

his Rumanian citizenship more thcP a year a 5o ) . 

So that is how the Rumanian authorities l_;_ 1:ia rstand to close the vicious 

circle and destroy human beings. The Rurr:c: .. ::.an authorities apply as a 

.State policy the old hood.men practice of 0.0rturing the wife and children 

to uunish the husband. J,;:ost unfortunatel:0 ~ Susana 's heal th has seriously 

det;riorated during all her predicament re : I do not know how much he r 

,;eak heart would be able to take. 

Tha t is why I abuse of your understandin~ and beg you to apply the 

strongest possible pressure on the Rumaui ~n authorities to end this 

inhuman practice of taking hostages and s ave my niece. 



Dear Rabbi Schin~ler, 

I take the li b0rty of writing to you again in the case of my nice, 
Susana Stoica who is currently ke:pt apart from her husband by the 
Rumanian authorities . 

Some las t minute developments prompted me to disturb you again with my 
troubles. 

As I mentioned to you, up to now, the Rumanian authorities turned 
down Susana's applications for an exit visa to Israel giving as an 
excuse the fact that he r husband has been convicted in absentia by a 
Rumanian tribunal and _1.;resse d her to ask her husband to req_uest to be 
pardoned as a condition of letting her go. No.,J l; "ven few days passe d 
after the Rumanian authorities were in the possession of the said 
req_ues t that my nice was summone d up and told that sY;.e can not leave 
Rumanj_ a unless the r,ardon is favourably solved. Fortuna.tely, from other 
reasons , the Rumanian State Council issued a general de c:-r-~e of l-Jardon , 
favourably affecting Susana 's husband . With her husband 1:a:rdoned, Susana 
hoped , as she was .i:'romissed , that she would be allowe2. Lv jo.;..= ho r 
husband in Israel . 

This time. the same people told her that her file was irrevocably 
closed, that she would better divorce her hus-oand as she is neve r 
going to leave Rumania unless ( the same ur:less ) her husband's 
citizenship situation shall not be favourably solved by the •.• 
. . Rumani~n authorities . ( Her husband , Vladimir Stoica, renounced 
his Rumanian citizer1ship more~tha!la year ago). 

So that is how the Rumanian authorities understand to close the vicious 
circle and destroy human beings. The Rumanian authorities apply as a 
State policy the old hood@en practice of torturing the wife and children 
to punish the husband. J;fost unfortunately, Susana 's heal th has seriously 
deteriorated during all her predicament and I do not know how much he r 
weak heart would be able to take . 

That is why I abuse of your understanding and beg you to apply the 
strongest possible pressure on the Rumanian authorities to end this 
irilluman practice of taking hostages and save my niece. 

Kindly acceyt my apologies for this long letter. 

Sincerely yours, 
'\_, , 

. -Lt. ,....._..1 ~ -, ~C.1.,;..-4 ..... 

Joseph Tidhar 



D>VJl1V1'J 1"n>~ 

ZO~AR DETERGENT 

, ii7I 1i' 

FACTORY 

KIBUTZ DALIA (ISRAEL) TEL. YOKNEAM 244 DVJT,, 11!1~\1 iP~1 1N1 ,iP~1 l'lJ.f7 

TEL-AVIV OFFICE : CARLEBACH STR. 10-P.O.B. 20213-TEL.35705 Jlll71'-202I3 .,.n-ro1J>,1p •n, : J>JN-,n ,,vr.i 

Rabbi Alexa nde r . Schindler 
President 
Union of Ame r ican Hebrew Congregations 

838 Fifth Avenue 
Ne w York 

October 3, 1976 . 
Kibbutz Daliah 

Dear Rabbi Schindle r, 

I take the liberty of wri ting to you again in the case of my nice , 

Susana Stoica who is currently kept a par t from he r husband by the 

Rumanian authori ties . 

Some last minute develo pments prompted me to dist~rb you again with my 

t roubles . 

As I me ntioned to you , up to now, the Rumanian authorities turned 

down Susana ' s a pplications for an e xit vi a to Isr ae l giving as an 

ex.cuse t he fact that her husband has been convict ed in absentia by a 

Rumanian tribunal and pressed he r to ask her husband to request to be 

pardo ned a s a condition of letting her go . No~ --~ren few day s assed 

after the Rumanian authori t i es were in the posses~ion of the sa id 

request that my ni ce was summone d up and told that sne can not leave 

Rumania unless the pardon is favourably solved. Fortunate ly , from other 

reasons , the Rumanian State Council issued a general dec:r.e of pardon , 

favourably aff ecting Susana ' s husband. ii th her husband par doned , Susana 

hoped , as she was romissed , t hat she woulu u~ allowe t.n -;, · ,., h•­

husband in Israel . 

This time . the same peo le to l d he r that hr file was irrevo cably 

closed, that she would better divorce her hus·oand as she is never 

going to leave Rumania unless ( the same unless ) he r husband ' s 

citizenship situation shall not be favourably solved by the . .. 

Rumanian autho r i t ies . ( Her husband, Vla4imir Stoica, renoun ced 

his Rumanian citizenship more th;Jla year ago) . 

So that is how the Rumanian authorities und~ rstand to close the vicious 

circle and des troy huma n beings . The Rumanian aut horities apply as a 

State policy the old hoodme n practi ce of torturing the wife and children 

to punish the husband. 1ost unfortunately , Susana ' s health has seriously 

deteriorated during all he r pre dicament and I do not know how much he r 

weak heart would be able to take . 

Tha~ why I abuse of your understandi~ and beg ~o~ to a ppl y 

~est poss ible pressure on the Rumanian autho~ities to end 

inhuman pr actice of taking hostages and save my niece . 

Kindly accept my a polo gie s for t hi s long letter. 

Sincerely yours, 

tfa~ 9iU4t... 

J oseph Tid.har 
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Rabbi Alexa nder Schindler 
President, 
Union of Ameri can Hebrew Congregations 
838 Fifth Avenue 
New York 

Dear Rabbi Schindler, 

November 7, 1976. 

I feel I have to a ppologiza for abusing of your kindness by 
addressing to you once again in t he case of my niece, Susana Stoica. 

Apart from the disperation caused by a rapidly deteriorating 
psychological and health condition of my beloved Susana , a brief 
notice which appeared in Israeli press on the invitation passed 
to you by the Rumanian authoritie s for a second trip to Bucharest, 
mada me overcome my II rationally II imposed patience. 

I beg you to let me know if there is any hope of pressing the 
Rumanian authorities in observing their declared policy of free 
Jewish emigration to Israel . 

We are turning to you for help in a most cr1t1cal situation anQ 
beg you to pardon our disperation and disorientation. We would 
obey with gratitude any suggestion coming from you as to the 
course of action to be taken to reunite Susana ' s family in Israel 
( such as people or organizations to be contacted, etc. ) . 

Thanking you for your kind at tention , I remain, 

Sincerely yours, 

Joseph Tidhar . 
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Rav A. Schindler. 
President 
New York, 
U.S . A. 

Dear RabM Schindler, 

August 14, 1976. 

I, the undersigned JOSEPH TIDHAR, founding member of kibutS Dalia 
( 1935 ) have learned from a notice publ ished by the " Ha Aretz " that 
you are to head a delegation going to Ru.mania in order to support the 
aliya to Israel . 

Over one and a half years now , my nephew, SUSANA STOICA and her 5 years 
son ANDREI are suffering by being separated from her husband and 
father VLADIMIR STOICA who came to Israel directly from a scholarship 
in England. 

VLADI 4IR STOICA finished the ulpan, settled in Israel and is currently 
employed by an Israeli export otientated company. He is in touch with 
our a liya institutions but, up to now , all the efforts to reunite his 
family failed . 

Through our organizations we have learned of the difficul t situation 
of my nephew who se applications for an exit visa were turned down by 
the Rumanian authorities . 

On your trip to Rumania, kindly help us in this critical humanitarian 
situation. 

We pray that your blessed efforts prove successful. 

Sincerely yours , 

Joseph Tidhar. 

Personal data: 

Address, : SUSANA STOICA 
Sos. Colentina 8 , B5, Seara II, 
etaj 9, ap. 83 , 
Bucharest , 
RUMANIA 

Profession: Computer Enginee r. 



Mr. Joseph Tidhnr 
Zohar Detergent Factory 
Kibutz 1)(1.1 
Israel 

Dear i.r. Tidhar: 

I baste to infor 
away fro hiE.: o I· nnd t ill not c 
next weel.. Your ett r of A 
will be brought to t e ru bi' 
am ~ure he will be in contact 

With kind regards, I a 

August 17, 976 

Cor ly, 

ce 

• 
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Mr. Jpseph Tidhar 
Zob~r Detergent Factory 
Kil;,butz Dalia 
Israel 

Dear Mr. Tidhar: 

August 26; 1976 

Regretiully, your letter of August 14th reached my office while I 
was in Romania and thus I was unabl to e -.ny personal appeal 
in the case of Susana Stoica. I want to assure you. however, that 
I will do my utmost in this ca e to e k th reuniting of the Stoica 
family. 

With 'every good wish, I am 

Sine rely, 

Al xan r . Schindler 
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