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AMERICAN ZIONIST COUNCIL 
342 MADISON AVENUE • TELEPHONE MURRAY HILL 2-1160 • NEW YORK 17, N. Y. 

Cable Addreu: AMZIONIST 

Dr. Abba Hillel SilTer 
The !ample 
CleTeland, Ohio 

Dear Dr. SilTer: 

September 14, 1951 

Attached is a cop7 of a letter which I h8.Te just 
sent to Dr. Marcus in Cincinnati. I haTe also sent simi
lar letters to the following: 

Dr. David de Sola Pool 
Dr. Joshua :Bloch 
Dr. Abr811l V. Goodman 
Dr. Abram L. Sachar 
Dr. Nelson Gl11eck: 
llabbi Bertram Korn 
Mr. Philip Goodman. 

I thought 7ou would be interested in th1• whole 
matter. M,q-be 7ou would eTen be interested in preparing 
an article for the Society if they agree to the euggestion 
which I uk Dr. Marcu1 and the other• to make. In. uq 
case, let me baTe your opinion on the whole business. 

JU:SR 
Enc 

With warm good wi1he1 for the New Year, I am 

Sincere}7 yours, 

CONSTITUENT ORGANIZATIONS 

- <.ux----
~--d 

llab erome Ungar 
Exe :T. Director 

Hadauah, Women'• Zion11t Or1anisation of America • Ha1bomer Hatuir • Labor Zionill Or1aniution of America-Poale Zion 
MisrachJ Or1anlsation of America • United Zlonht Labor Party (Aebdat AYOdah-Poale Zion) • Zlonllt Or1anisation of America 
It Zlonllb-Rmalonuta of America 
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• . - AMERICAN ZIONIST COUNCIL 

342 MADISON AVENUE • TELEPHONE MURRAY HILL 2-1160 • NEW YORK __ 17, N. Y. 

Cable Address: AMZIONIST 

AIR MAIL September 20, 1951 

Dr. Abba Hillel Silver 
The Temple 
Cleveland, Ohio 

Dear Dr. Silver: 

I felt that if you had not seen this attached 
clipping of William Zukerman1 s letter to the editor 
of the New York Herald-Tribune of September 19th, 
you would like to ha.Te it. 

Ae1de from tallcing to some of our friends over 
at the Tribune in an effort to make them understand 
the kind of person Zukerman is, which we are doing, 
bs.ve you any suggestions aa to what might be done 
with th1e7 

JU:SR 
Enc 

Again, vi th warm Ro!lh Hashonah greetings, I am 

Sincerely yours, 

Jero e Unger 
Execu ve Director 

CONSTITUENT ORGANIZATIONS 
Hada sah, Women's Zionist Organization of America • Hashomer Hatzair • Labor Zionist Organisation of America-Poale Zion 
Misrachi Organization of America • United Zionist Labor Party (Achdat Avodab-Poale Zion) • Zionill Organisation of America 

4iii..,.@'t Zioni1t•Reri1loniata of America 



Zion ism and Nationalism ·~ 
One Era Ends Another Begin at Congre s iri Jeru alem 

The author of this communica- are settled within the borders of the humanitarian and philan~hropie 
tion is editor of " Jewish Newslet- new tate can Israel be considered ovement to a.id those Jews m Eu
ter ,, a contributor to current pub- a :finished product. It follows from rope who were persecuted and had 
lic~tions and author of • Jews in this that the new principal aim of no home of their own, has gradually 
R zt ,, Zionism now that Israel has been adopted more a.nd more nationalistic 

evo ' established, is to "ingather the Jew- principles of Zionism during the 
To THE New York Herald Tribune: ish exiles" from the rest of the last decade under the stress of the 

It as s mptomatic that the world. Jewish tragedy in Gerniany. No one 
first Zionist Congress to meet in Unrea ntast ic as this mys- else is probably more reaponsible for 
Israel after the establishment of t' al t to the average the fanning of the present natlonal-
Ule state should have been domi- i;rso istic flames than Rabbl Silver with 
na ted b an American issue and P u Now th~se 
that American Zionists an~ Jews ~~ d with 
should ha.vc played the most 1mpor- do 
tant role in it. It is true, the role 
was ad, almost pathetic, one 
the role of a former admirer and 
friend who e affections ere pub 
licly repudiated and who was treate 
a a hated adversary. But whate 
the role, the fact that this c 
rial gathering which as to dee 
the future of the World Zio 
mo ement • as largely taken up 
an attack : n American Zionists 
with an ideological struggle on 
meaning and aim of Zioni m a 
the establishment of the state . 

• • • 
This fact 1s probably or gre 

importance than the congress it 
which, according to the best 
servers, wa one of the le t ins 
ing and success!ul gatherings of 
hJstorlc movement. For it bB,S 
closed that the generally acce 
theory that the emergence of 
state· of Israel would serve to u 
and cement the Jewish people 
turned out to be wrong. On the c 
trary, the Congress has dramatica 
demonstrated that the creation 
& Jewish political state after 2, 
year has introduced a new an 
potent distinction which Jews as 
group J-ave not known in centuries 
and that I srael is likely to eparate, 
rather than unite, Jews in the future .. 

The new eparation is between the 1 a ~s~ 
Jews who live in I ~l <Is~aeli "Kibutz Galuyot" and reminded the we nderm~n.mg the 
and thos who live outside it m the American Zionist delegates: present Israeli relief a,nci tund-ralSlni' pro
Diaspora) and the force which works that they had, in essence, welched gram in America. 
for separation i he new and strong on their promise and, therefore, were On the whole the Jerusalem con
feeling Of nationalism hich the practic Hy traitors to the cause of gress marked ~fflcially the end of 
emergence o! Israel has ~ aken~d nationalism, despite all the money the glory o! American Zionism and 
among Jews in Isre.el and in. cert&m they had given and efforts, they he,d the ushering in of a period ot Jntense 
European and Moslem countrie~. The made to establish Israel. 'This is Middle Eastern nationa.&m, a Zion
new nationalism, natural in itself, how a leading American Zionist, Dr. ism not modeled after the early 
has already crea~ed a ~umber of Samuel Margoshes, a member of the idealistic pioneers of Pa.lestlne, not 
political problems in the Middle Ea5t • Zionist executive committee and edl- after the liberal Weizmann, and not 
But it is also creating some psycho- tor of a Zionist daily newspaper in even after the militant Silver, but 
logica.l and ideological pro~lems New York, described the almost fashioned. after the pattern of the 
among Jews outside I rael, pnmar- weird situation ("Togu Aug. 30): late Revisionist Vladimir Jebotinsky, 
ily in the ·unlted States, which may Speaker after speaker rose to de- who dreamed of a big Jewish state 
be of greater importance than the nounce American Jewry in general on both sldes of the Jordan to ta,ke 
political and diplomatic ones •. One and American Zionists in parUcu- in all the Jews and to become the 
of he e prob~em was the ch~ef 1ssue lar. we are a bunch of no-gooders: largest mllltary power in the Near 
at the last Zionist Congress m Jeru- we talk a lot and do little; we East. Zion.l.5m has traveled a long 
salem. have reneged on ou~ promises a.nd way from the days of its first con-

• • • failed in our obligations. We have gress at Basie to its present and 
A fundamental nationalist theory con ributed money, but not enough. probably Ia.st) congress in Jerusalem. 

of early Zionism which has been The worst thing about us is our WILLIAM ZUKERMAN. 
accentuated ince the establish- complete f allure to send our chil- New York, Sept. 10, 19~1. 
ment of I rael, 1s that the Jewish dren a Chalutzin (pioneers to 
state is no an ordinary, secular, share in the hardships attending 
politic l s ate, like mos other tates the uphuilding of the Jewish 
which have ari en during the twen- homeland. Our Zionism is a lip 
tleth centw· • I is a, unique political service for most part. Our Jewi h• 
tructure unlike anything known be- ness is tenuous and disingenuous. 

fore-a st te which i the physical I n short, we are second-rate. 
home of 1,250.000 of i~ Jewish citi- Th post ion of the American dele
zen and at the am time the poten- ates wa a rr..o t painful one. They 
Ual home nd center of all t~e Jews ~·ere in a dilemma. on one hand, 
in \\ha ever countn they liv • 1:d th . could not ub. •ribe o l . prin
can their homcl nd. In :some mysti- cipl that J~w in the United States 
cal manner. I rael is uppo ed to consider thems lves as living in an 
have a, uniqu jurisdiction over t.he exile country like Poland, Rum nia 
10,000,000 to 12.000,000 Jews ·ho hve or Yemen, and that their ultima.te 
in every country of the ·o•·ld out- aim • to be redeemed by settling ln 
ide it. The mis ion of he ne\~- st~te Israel. To do o would have meant 

is thu not accompli hed ':1th its not only to have uttered a lie which 
es abli hment. It mus conh me to would hav been thunderously de
grow by bl'inging in Jews from all nied by million of American Jews, 
over the world, no matter how hap- but it would also have undermlned 
pily they live in their present l1omes, their own position and the position 
and ttle them in their ancien of the Jewish communi y in the 
homeland. The en ire pr~e has a un·ted States. 
kind of re igious-nationah • t c o,•er• • • 
tone which oes under he Hebrew th e 

or •·Kibutz-Galu •o ·• ingath- On he oth r hand, ese sam 
n~me f th e ilesi Jc • •ho ive American Zionists have for y~ars 
crmg o . e • . h ited S at been rep a ting th e nation all Uc 
and h!~e l{~-a~~~ tl\~d ~ her coun.' o"an a part of their program and 
Engla , t' on and centurie~. Yery angrily attacked every .Amer1-
trie for e~~; \o, this theory be can non-Zion· t and anti-~ioni. t Jew 
~ d t emc~~~ from '"e, ile" and brought who accu ed them of playing e, dtohu-t 
re e f m , ble-loy 1t game. The truth i a 

to I _rael l hro~gb_l~ ptrcoceth~ oExodu o a certain e. tent. the Israeli are 
imm111rat o» um • . · th · dem"nds · . ., . t tu tha larger 1is1 ten m eir pre~ent ... . . 
f~o ' Eg)pt. ·/ h ~nand the whole, American Zionism which began 'l 

~t~ti 1 ~~to~~~ jority, of a Je • career 1itty year ago as a, purely 



economic strength of the free na- H 
same time scrupulously ca:eful ~ot tions, individually and as a group. 
to exclude her from participation The objective i to create such an 
if she wishes: One of several means aggregate of str ngth that Com- C 
through w~1ch the n_e\ grouping munist Russia ill be reluctant to O ~ 
of free nations f~nctions as the commit aggression upon free na
meeting at Washington last ~eek tions. The hop is that \ ithin a c 
of M~nisters of the United Sta_tes, year from no th free nations OU 
Britain and France. That meetmg, will have reached this degree of 
in a comm~nique made P';lblic at strength. 
the conclus1on, made plain that The inherent apprehension is, Brook} ·11 ltorn ai d 
they will be willing to exchange ot course that Communist Rus- 0 I A I d t d I t 
views with the representatives of si may , strilce before the free t I r r n uc e n o 
Communist Russia in the United nations achieve th ir goal. To Of fie by linp lli teri 
Nations. make a rough map of the free na-

"The three Ministers • • • ex- tions and find a rough pattern in Denis M. H'.urley was sworn yes-
press the .hope that the forthcom- wha.t they are dn;..,,.. hope to terday as City corpo'ration Counsel 
tng meeting of the Gene~al A~- do, 1s easy ,. ·e can by Mayor Vincent R. Impellitten 
.sembly .of th~. United Nations m r. • f t~e at City Hall. He succeeds John P. 

Paris will aff ssia. McGra th, recently resigned, to the 
for the $25,000 post. 

"S· Mr. Hurley's wife. the former 
Alvina Arnold, and their three 
sons and three • daunhters were 

resent as the Brooklyn lawyer 
'Ok the oath. The Hurleys live 

1215 E. 28th St., Brooklyn. 'Ir. 
rley, fifty-three, , as backed by 

Brook! n Democratic organi
ion. He has been senior member 
the la-v firm of Hurley, Gray 
Kearney, 32 Court St., Brook

which serves as counsel for 
Brooklyn Roman Catholic 

ndiocese. 
·1e Mayor also inducted three 
r men into office, all sponsored 

Oemocra tic leaders. 
eorge E. Ostermann, fifty
m, of 21 Furman A e., Brook
. was named a Deputy Commis
.er of Healt hat $9,500, succeed
Matthew A. Byrne, deceased . 

. areer man in the department 
:e 1910, he " a promoted from 
ctor of the bureau of personnel 
budget. 

harles D. Gilbert, fifty-three, of 
t-01 Alley Pond Parkway, Doug-
3ton, Queens, was named Deputy 
Jmmissioner of Commerce to 
ike the place of Micha l C. 

Jrotty, killed in an automobile 

VISION 
16:===============By JOHN CROSBY ====================:=111 

We Don t Want o Trouble? 
''The big story about TV oday is no longer one 

of irresistible power. It lies rathe • in the unex
pectedly strong bargai~ing position of TV's 
competitors hereto! ore given up 
for lost, and in the equally 
unexpected weakness .o~ t~e 
new medium. For telev1 10n m 
1951 is an amorphous mass given 
over to fantastic complication 
and vulnerable only as the very 
young (of whatever size can 
be," says the mo t trenchant 
passage in an article on tele
vision in the August issue of 
''Fortune." 

In "Variety,' Darryl Zanuck 
boasts that television is no men
ace either to films or radio, that 
television is Iosi its impact due 

uality of rograms. In John ro b 
what is hardly 
ure busine s is 
simi tic asser
·as murdering 

" i actually 

e suspic1 
at the en 
ram i 
i reachi 

which could 

little si ns to 
Ii ten it he 

any one who 
"I n ver turn 
t for ports_ ' 
met the man 
the block who 
tion of getting 

other folks· 

ino--or may 
upport of the 
n community, 
inion in the 
oo man tired 
fl e year TV 
tempt which 

it took radio t" enty 
ord !or it. 

• • • 
Inside the industry th mutterings of complaint 

from the actors, the writers, the producers are 
getting louder and louder. Television is breaking 
the hearts of its own most able and imaginative 
creators-those ho got into TV earl , those who 
saw it as the greatest mas communications 
medium ever devised. It's only ve years old, this 
greatest of mass communica ions m diums: but 
already a new idea is treated with the utmost a 
suspicion. ~ 

It has to have a immick. It has to i-esemble, 
in the closest pos ible de ree, "This Is Show Bus_i- , 
nes ." It ha to have Eddie Cant~r. It needs . artm 1 
Kane, private e e, or an aporox1mation of him. It 
must he\ to the "Suspense" formula. Are there 
any other alternatives? A fc, •. but not many. P 
Those are the big ones. The freeze in idea is even w 
more paralyzing than the F. C. C. freeze on the a 
building of n w stations. This doesn't mean there . 
aren't an new idea . Every agency, the _progr~m b' 
departments of very n work are bulgm" with 
them. their v r newnes and trangeness auto- d 
matically excluding them. T 

w ll known T en r ain r walking p 
him elf. ch, nee arr T 

• , ,o t e y boy . T c cl 
box of 1ixo wa cut off th creen three second bi 
oo arly and head , ere rollin all ov r , dison n 

Avenue. The minute i:;reoccupa ions o.. the ad 
agency people have been thrus on the actor , ·ho M 
hould be more properly concerned with how to c 

handle their line . ta 
• • 

I has been thru t ven mor vehem n ly on he 
wri ers. Broadca tin has always been more afflicted 
with taboos than any other medium. Toda the 
timidi y has reached an all-tim high. Virtually 
everythino- from pregnancy to fr dom of reli 0 ion 
i con idered a con rover ial ubjec . leavinu 
almost nothing except homicid a a fl ooic o 
en er our homes. You c n ' hir a contro\·er ial 
figure, either. m aninr.r an" on who e uame has 
app ared in Red Channel . o one in broadc ing 
from the net rnrk head to the lerntor op rators 
, ·m defend the taboo ; all scrupulou Iy ob erve 
them. 

The motto of 
ju t don' wan no trouble around h re .' ' If i 
continues that way, they ·on't h ve n audience 
left excep children. 

Cop : ht, 195 \ 'e Yo iC. Hera. Tr b ne Inc. 



• 

QQNFIDENTIAL NO. 46 

AMERICAN ZIONIST COUNCIL 

Minutes of Meeting of Executive Committee 

January 15, 1952 

A meeting of the Executive Coumdttee of the American Zionist Council was 
held on Tuesday, January 15, 1952 at 3:00 P.1-1. at 342 Hadison Avenue. New York 
City. 

fRESENT: 

Urs. Hoses P. Epstein {presiding). Charles Bick. Pinchas Cruso • Beinesh 
Epstein, Paul Goldman, Mrs. Dnvid B. Greenberg, Dr. Zvi Neuman, Abraham A. 
Redelheim, Urs. Samuel J. Rosensohn, Avra.ham Schenker, Louis Segal, Mrs. Chaya 
Surchin, Harry Torczyner. 

Dr. Nahum Goldmann. 

Rabbi Jerome Unger. 

GERMAN REP.A.RATIONS 

- ... - -

Urs. Epstein recalled that at the last meeting of the Executive Committee, 
it had been decided to postpone consideration of the Council's ratification of 
its sponsorship of the Conference on Jewish Claims Against Germany until after 
the Knesseth vote had taken place. 

Presentation by Dr, Goldmann (See Appendix for Te~t) 

Discussion (Full Details on File) 

Ur. Torczyner was of the opinion that, in view of the parties' failure to 
consult their membership, the Council should not participate in the Conference 
end thereby avoid the necessity of taldng a stand on the actual question of 
direct negotiations with Germany on which the .. rties were divided, and its 
concomitant recognition of Adenauer as the Chancellor of a sovereign state. 
However, he would not look with disfavor on negotiations by a third party. 

1-Ir. Torczyner made it clear that Hr. Browdy, whom he was representing, 
favors direct negotiations; therefore, in view of his own opposition, he would 
abstain from voting. 

Nr. Segal felt that failing to participate in the Conference would be a 
direct negative action. Therefore, in his judgment the Oouncil should 1) r tify 
its sponsorship of the Conference; and 2) vote there in favor of direct negotia
tions. 



• 

Dr. Neuman stated that Mizrachi had not consulted its membership but he 
was a rare of a division of opinion within his orge.nization. He believed that 
the Council should refrain from attending the Conference on the grounds that 
it could not commit its constituents which ha,d not consulted their membership. 
However, if attendance were voted by the majority, he would favor a vot~ there 
by the Council against negotiations. 

Itrs. Rosensohn felt that negotiations by a third party. rather than direct 
negotiations, would not be successful because no onewould zealously pursue our 
cause for us. Uoreover, she believed that direct negotiations do not necessarily 
mean giving absolution for the Germans' sins. She was in favor of attending the 
Conference end carrying on direct negotiations with Germany. 

14r. Goldman was of the opinion that it would be wrong to abstain from attend
ing the Conference. Rather, he felt we should attand and register our opposition 
to direct negotiations~ 1Ioreover , ~ r. Goldman expressed the belief that this 
was an issue of great enou~h moral value to have justified the convening of the 
Actions Committee. 

l-Ir. Epstein regretted that this moral question was being treated, he felt, 
in an 11 immoral 11 manner. He cited in this connection the press reports of the 
distur1>ances in the Knesseth during the Israel vote, which he felt had been 
censored by the Israel Government. Negotiating for reparations, he remarked, 
involves the establishment of official relations with Germany. Since the American 
Zionist iiovement had not been consulted on this issue, he felt that the Council 
had no right to take a decision. Ur. Epstein was opposed to attending the 
Conference, and stated that his party would not consider itself bound by a 
decision. Thereupon, lir~ Epstein moved that t he Council should not send a repre
sentative to the Conference ., 

At this point some suppleme!ltary remarks were made by Dr. Goldmann. 
(For text, see Appendix). 

lir. Cruse observed that since Council delegates were sent to the :first 
Conference in October, there hai oeen ample time for each part7 to consult its 
membership in anticipation of th~ necessity to take a position on the matter 
sooner or later.. The Labor Z:t~ntst l!ovement was in fo;-.,or of attending the 
Conference and supporting the proposal for direct negotia tions wi ·th Germany, 
particularly in vie,., of the ass1.rrances by the jew:i.sh .Agency and the tiove:.:-nment 
of Israel that negotiations wou:La. not necessa::-::.::i.l · en';a i l recognitiun of Germany. 

lir. Bick favored attendan~e at the Conference, but opposed direct negotia
tions. He felt that a ~ethod could be devised for w1nning our case against 
Germany short of direct negotiations. 

dr. Schenker also favored participation at the Conference while opposing 
direct negotiations. 

Attention was called by l-Irs. Greenberg to the fact that before consideration 
could be given to ?Ir. Epstein I s motion, the question laid over from the previous 
Executive Committee meeting had to be acted upon. Accordingly, she moved, and 
it was seconded,that a vote be taken on the question of ratification of our 
sponsorship of the Conference. 
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(8 in favor: 

3 opposed: 
2 abstaining: 

?tmes. Epstein, Greenberg, Rosensohn and Surchin; 
ltessrs. Redelheim, Cruso, Segal and Bick. 
Dr. Newnan, Messrs. Epstein and Schenker. 
Messrs,. Torczyn.er and Goldman). 

lir. Goldman moved, and it was seconded, that our delegate be instructed 

to vote against direct negotiations. 

(5 in favor: 
6 opposed: 

2 abstaining: 

Dr. Meuman, Uessrs, !ick, Epstein, Goldman and Schenker. 
Mmes. Epstein, Greenberg, Rosensohn and Surchin; 
Messrs. Cruso and Segal. 
Hessrs. Redelheim and Torczyner). 

It was suggested by Hrs. Epstein, and unanimously agreed thereto, that 

Ur. Cruso act as the Council's representative at the Conference on January 20. 

With regard to the expression of opposition to direct negotiations with 

Germany, Hrs. Epstein observed that there had been picketing of the Consulate 

by Betar, as well as rumors of an advertisement by the Revisionists to appear 

in the metropolitan press shortly. The Chairman stated that such opposition -

involving readers of the general press in an internal matter - should not be 

permitted in the Zionist 1-tovement. 

Ur. Epstein replied that the opposition is free to express its opinion 

wherever it wishes. 

Upon the motion of Ur. Goldman, the meeting adjourned at 5: 30 P .E. 

J.U. 
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APPENl>IX 

Gist of Presentation by Dr. Goldmann 

It took about four years before the Jewish organizations reached this 
point. ~1hen the Conference took place, we invited the Americ?n Zionist Council 
only out of respect for American Zionism; there was no necessity to invite you 
because the World Zionist Congress represents you and we invited no other Zionist 
organization. Because of our invitation to you we had some trou'!:>le -- protests 
from the Canadian Z:lonist Organization, etc. We to] d them that num'hers mean 
something in life. 'l'he Uni t-3d States is the largest territorial community; 
furthermore, the Oon.feren~e took place here in this country. So far as the 
position of the World Zionist Hovement is concerned!' overy party and individual 
has the right to take another po~ition. :But its position, in a formal way, is 
fixed by the Jewish Agency Execu'liive. 

We have had at the Conference and successive meetings long discussions, 
and authorized the chairman -to sound out German willingness to pay because 
both Israel and we, as the Executive of the Conference, felt that it wouldn't 
be 1tJOrthwhile to have a controversy in Jewish life for only a few million marks. 
This decision was voted by the Ex€cut1ve Committee of the Conference ~dth only 
two votes against, and then was confirmed by a decision of the Government of 
Israel. You may remember that in November I flew to Israel because I told the 
Government I would not do enything unleas at every step there was full formal 
agreement with the Government of Isra.el - because we naturally want to be in 
accord with them. All kinds of soundings took place, which I am not at liberty 
to discuss. 

The result of this sounding out was a formal declaration, conveyed to the 
Government of Israel on behalf of the Chancellor of Western Germany&: first, the.t 
they want to negotiate; second, that they invite the Israel Government and the 
Conference 011 Je,zish Claims (the t)]() recognized partners); and third, that they 
will accept the claims of Israel as the basis for negotiation. That means 
.1,000,000,000. Once the Government of Israel received this information they 
~ecided that the matter could now be considered as serious and thus brought it 
to the Knesseth. You know the result in the ~esseth; and the Conference, on 
January 20, will decide. formally whether to accept or reject the decision to 
be party to the negotiations. 

I foresee a very large majority accepting a decision similar to the 
Knesseth I s. Uaybe one or tw organizations will abst c1in but all the le~tding 
Jewish organizations in this country are definitely in favor of negotiations. 
especially in view of Israel's decision. If the Knes3eth had decided against 
negotiations, I would have convened the Conference and asked it to dissolve. 
Therefore, we postponed the calling of the Folicy Committee to January 20. 

Now I want to raise some points which you as a participating organization 
should know. Once there will be a decision on negotiating, the negotiating 
will be in a neutral country. Neither the Israelis nor we will go to Bonn. 
The Germans t-'ill refuse to go to an .A.llied capital because their main purpose 
is to show that they are not acting under Al.lied pressure. That has a certain 
advantage, of course. 
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The idea that Americans should negotiate for the Je,s is naive. The 
American Government, which will formally support us, if they are worried at 
all are worried that the Germans shouldn't pay too much. They are pouring 
hundreds of millions of dollars into Germany; they feel that whatever Germaey 
gives Israel comes indirectly from the Amerioan taxpayer. Therefore, the 
theory that Americans should be the intermediary is naive. 

The negotiations will probably begin in March in a neutral country. The 
Israel demand is very cleor. They will send a delegation and ask for a billion 
dollars. For us it is much more complicated because we are not a State. 

The first question will be: Shall we send a special delegation or will 
it be one delegation? It ,1ill have to be two delegations formally. The Germans 
would prefer one because for them it is one picture and they are interested in 
what their totcl. cost will be. l3ut for various reasons one delegation is 
impractical. Israel would be very reluctant as a sovereign state to sit in 
one delegation with private organizations. So formally it will be tt·ro delega
tions but after a while, I am convinced they will merge de facto. 

The second question will be: What do we claim, as Jews• separate from 
Israel? I don't want to go into this matter in detail here becnuse it requires 
expert .opinion. Legally we could cle.im more than Israel, which has only a moral 
but no legal basis. Israel didn't even exist at the time. Furthermore, Isre.el 
was never authorized by the Jews to speak on their behalf. Therefore, legally, 
we could claim much more than Israel because if there is some compensation for 
the destroyed Jewish property in all occupied Europe, then there are billions 
involved. Adenauer's statement was in those terms. !ut I don't take that 
seriously. It is a colossal amount. If the Jewish organizations asked for 
payment of lo%, it might be more than the entire Israel claim. 

Israel's claim is on the basis of their rehabilitation of the survivors, 
and it is a simple mathematical problem. On that basis the Joint Distribution 
Committee might say, "We have spent so much for rehabilitation. Pay us that 
back. 11 All the others could sey the same. Even local Jewish communities could 
say that they took in so many Jews. Every organization will have a claim. 

Israel 1 s position is that the Jews, as represented by the Conference, should 
not claim anything like what Israel claims. They want a priority in figures left 
to Israel. They say that the money must go to Israel aiiyw~ because Germany would 
not pey in currency, but in goods, ,,,hich could not be given to the Conference, of 
course, unless the latter were to become an agent to sell German goods all over 
the world. But Israel CPn use the g,ods. Therefore, Israel says: "What is the 
point of your making up such bills?" and would prefer us to ask for something much 
less than Israel is asking -- two or three hundred million dollars possibly. 

I will move on Sunday that the Conference should not decide that. It is too 
complicated for 40 people to decide. Furthermore, an agreement can be reached 
only after consultation with Israel officials. Uy proposal to Israel was two
fold: the Conference should tell the Germans that we demand that the legal situa
tion existing in the German states be extended with regard to the German Reich. 
In the states there is legislation, imposed by the Americans when they were in a 
position to do so, that all identifiable Jewish property be given to the Je,-,ish 
Restitution Successor Organization. 
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A year and a half a~o we found ourselves suddenly as proprietors in the 
American sone of many buildings and factories, so I wentto High Conmiissioner McCloy 
and asked him to get the three otates in the American zone to bey this from 
us. What would we have out of it if we have to stay in Germany for 20 years and 
operate the real estate, get interest from it, etc.? 

He agreed so we will already get about 50 million marks - some in notes, 
eto. What will we do w1 th 1 t T Should we become a big investor in German 
industry? Therefore, I asked dcCloy for permission to buy goods and transfer 
them to Israel, to which he agreed. It then took six months for the State 
Department to agree to transfer these marks to Israel, even with UcCloy' s support. 
After that it took still more time for the British Government to agree. Only 
in September was the matter cleared. 

In this respect it will now be eaa1er because Germany will become a sovereign 
state and their export will be free. 

So my proposal to the Israel Government was: The Conference will claim the 
identifiable property of which the Reich was the beneficiary, amounting to two 
or three hundred million dollars. Then we might tell Germany that we could claim 
much more but we would be satisfied with that if Germany would reach a satis
factory agreement with Israel. Israel agrees that of what it gets, two-thirds 
will be for the Government and one-third for the Jewish organizations, but for 
use in Israel, which means that the Agency end the JDC will have up to one-third 
of what the Israel Government will have, thereby making it easier for the organi
zations to reduce their claims, These two proposals a.re aeceptable to Israel. 

A last word as to the dharaoter of the delegation: I am not in favor of 
the Conference sending a top level delegation to negotiate, such as chairmen of 
organizations. It would be undignified. Secondly, if the negotiations were in 
Bonn, Adenauer himself would be there, but they will be in some neutral spot and 
therefore, the Germans will send officials. The sessions will last for weeks 
and the chairmen of our organizations will not have time. Therefore, we should 
send an expert delegation with one or two people of high standing. If you send 
only officials you diminish the value of the negotiations in the eyes of the 
Germans. I was thinking of someone like Judge Rifkind to be engaged in a 
professional capacity as head of the delegation, as well as a great economist. 
But I don 1t think the responsible leaders of the organizations should be in the 
Negotieting Committee. On the other hand, there will probably be a proposal to 
appoint a small committee to direct the negotiations. 

On Sundey I don't expect a long discussion on the question of whether or 
not we should negotiate, but rather on the problems of the character of the 
delegationJ the si1e of our claims in relation to Israel 1s; and handing over 
the authority to a small committee to pick out the negotiators, etc. 

Supplementacy Remarks by Dr. Goldmann 

(Dr. Goldmann here referred to a comment about a meeting of the Executive 
Committee on October 24, 151.-Jd.) I nevertold Mr. Lipsky that there would be no 
negotiations. When Mr. Lipsky telephoned me and told me the difficulties at 
your meeting, I replied that you could decide what you want. If you decide 
not to go, the Conference will nevertheless take place but I think the matter 
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is so important that the Council of American Zionist organizations should be 

in it. In answer to Ur. Lipsky1s question whether there would be a vote on 

direct negotiations at the October 25-26 Conference, I said, Bot yet. 

The Council was invited because it represents the strongest Zionist liovement 

in the world and also because I felt that it could play an active role in this 

matter. A great public relations program and political activity will be needed, 

which work the Jewish Agency does not engage in here. I personally believe that 

Adenauer, Reuss, etc. have a feeling of guilt and want to do something about it 

but, nevertheless, it will not be an easy job; much influencing of public opinion 

in Washington will be required. On Sundey a :public relations machinery will be 

decided upon. Thus, from a practical point of view it would ~e· very desirable 

to have the Zionist Uovement cooperate in this work. 

The question arose of why the Zionist Movement was not consulted. The 

Jewish Agency Executive represents all the :parties except Heruth, so they all 

knew what was going on. Is the Agency supposed to see that the parties are 

all called together! This issue was thrashed out in Israel public opinion as 

no other issue has been thrashed out. As for the Actions Committee, we know 
that it will decide exactly the same thing. So what was not thrashed outT 

The minority did not even ask for a meeting of the Actions Committee. Therefore, 

Is~ that our Executive acted within its natural prerogatives. The debates was 

a public debate If there had been an upsurge in Hadassah or in the ZOA., it 

would have made itself felt. It wasn't our duty to call in your parties for an 

expression of their opinion. That was your concern. 

With reference to the remarks made about doing away with the di st inc ti on 

between the moral and financial problems, there is a great difference. If the 

Germans would say in negotiations: 11 We are ready to pay a bill but Israel must 

establish diplomatic relations and the Conference must make a statement that 

the historical account is settled," then I would advocate immediately breaking 

off negotiations. I would even say that we first make sure that this problem 

will not be on the agenda before we go. Adenauer knew about my statement in 

London in which I deplored the American policy of rearmament of Germany. One, 

though, has nothing to do with the other. The World Jewish Congress and others 

will continue to protest against that rearmament. Other organizations may be 

in favor of it. but it makes no difference as far as negotiations are concerned. 

Therefore, Is~ that there is still a disctinction. One should not say this 

is moral forgiveness for Germany. What is true is that these negotiations 
require permanent de facto contact with the German Government. Suppose the 

International Court at the Hague decides the issue and the Germans agree. Who 

will decide what to do with the goods, what goods to choose. etc.? It meens 

that an Israel trade delegation will have to sit in Germany. Who also will 
do this! 

If you don't want contact with the Germans, don't ask tor anything. 
Furthermore, we have been negotiating with the Germans for four years. Where 
have you been all these yearsT Did we not negotiate with the German States 

for the Jewish Restitution Successor Organization? Has Israel not a Consulate 

de facto in liunichl A Jewish A&ency representativ.e has been sitting there for 

years and dealing w1 th them on prefabricated houses., In quality and character 

it is the aame thing, even if they don I t deal with Adenauar ,_ If that ls a. lo.(la 

ot dignit7. we lost it 'f"1t.,.. veara 9&0. 
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Up until now the stakes have been insignificant compared to what they are 
now. Therefore, I say that we would be derelict in our duty. It would have 
been an immoral act of the Government of Israel if it had had a chance to get 
hundreds of millions and had not done it only because they would have had to 
sit ,-ri th the Germans. That is not morality. It is very uncomfortable to sit 
with the Germans. :But in public life you very often have to do things that you 
would not do as a private individual. It is no pleasure to sit with the Germans 
but it is our duty not to leave in Germany what belongs to us. A year ago they 
were not ready to negotiate; now they are. I see no violation of Jewish dignity 
to get back what is rightfully ours. It does not include a general pardon for 
Germany. Iara.el can continue, as it does now, voting against Germany in every 
meeting of the United Nations. This agreement rill not necessitate any political 
agreemt:,nt between Israel or Germany, or the Je-,s and Germany. If it does, I 
will be the first to say No. 

It is up to you to decide now. I am ready to be the "Shabbas Goy" without 
your being in it but it is your duty to take a position and not evade the issue. 
You have the right to agitate against it and call for a meeting of the Actions 
Committee, etc. But as long as we negotiate, ,.,e do so for the whole Uovement. 

You are perfectly in order to go to the Conference and vote against negotia
tions but it is incorrect to say that I gave assurance that at no stage would 
there be negotiations. 
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CONFIDEHTIAL NO, 47 

Al-tERICAN ZIONIST OOUMCIL 

t-anutes of Meeting of Executive Committee 

January 17, 1952 

A meeting of the Executive Committee of the Americnn Zionist Council was 

held on Thursday, January 17, 1952 e.t 8:15 P.L. at the home of Mr. Louis Lipsky, 

302 West 86 Street, New York City. 

PRESEl!T: 

Urs. Hoses P. Epstein (pre$iding) • Chnrles :Bick, Pinchas Cruso, ?-~rs. 

Benjamin Gottesman, Ro,bbi rax Kirshblum, Urs. Siegfried Kramarsky, Louis Lipsky, 

Dr. Zvi Neum:m, Abraham A. Redelheim, Avraham Schenker, Louis Segal, i!rs. Chaya 

Surchin. 

Rabbi Jerome Unger. 

- - .. - -
The following telegram from r-r. 13einesh Epstein to Ur. Louis Lipsky was 

re2.d by 4irs. Epstein: 

"PROFOUNDLY RECRE'i' ffidOTIVATED REFUSAL OUR JUSTIFIED REQ.UEST 13RIEF 

POSTPO :iEl~MT tIEETili3' CALLED SIX HOURS UOTICE PBEVErTil GOUR 

PRESENCE. ANY DECISIOll IN OUR Al35El'f0E IN DISREGARD OF OUR 

ELDIEMTARY RIGHT TO BE HEARD IS UNFAIR AH'D INAD?IISSIBLE. 11 

Ers. ~"'pstein explained that the meeting had boen convened on very short 

notice as a result of Rn advertisement by the Zionists-Revisionists of America 

in the New York Times on January 16. 1952, containing an attack on the State of 

Israel. There wns a feeling among the parties that this statement must be 
answered in the :press lest it appear e.s though the Zionist Hovement accepted it. 

Therefore, a decision must be reached a,s to the form of the answer and \>.½lat 

measures should be token respecting a party that breaches the discipline of the 

Council. 

I-Ir. Redelheim stated that he and Ur. Browdy were in complete accord that 

the Council should issue a statement disavowing associn.tion with the Revisionists 1 

statement. 

Rabbi Kirshblum agreed that there should be a disavowal of association 

and stated moreover that they be condemned for their irresponsibility. 

llr. 0ruso felt that a statement of disavowal was insufficient. Not only 

should they be condemned for their z.ction, b\l.t their statement should be 
challenged and its falsity exposed. In addition, he felt, euspensio~ £rom thA 

Council was indicated. 
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It was feared by Mr. Schenker that going into details of the text of the 
advertisement would only serve to provide an issue upon which they could plav. 
Although dissociation would be too weak an expression, neither should the 
Council talk in terms of suspension. Mr. Schenker hoped tba t the Zionist organi
zations could still expresa their feelings on any issue, whether their opinion 
was in agreement with the majority of the Council or not. He suggested that 
our statement should emphasize the basica.lly democratic nature of the State of 

Israel. 

·~r. Sege.l observed that the American Zionist Council is a voluntary com
bination of various Zionist organizations for the purpose of cult ivati:ng public 
opinion in this country in favor of Israel. By theiraction. the Revisionists 
have destroyed the purposes for which they have joined this organization. 
They should decide to remove themselves but if they do not, then they must be 
suspended, having first been given an opportunity to rectify their behavior. 

1-ir. Lipsky agreed that a voluntary withdrawal from the Council by the 
Revisionists was called for. Our entire public relations front is being thrown 
into confusion and our effectiveness destroyed as a result of their act. As a 
be.sis for action. Ur. Lipsky proposed that 1) the Executive Committee dissociate 
itself from, and condemn the action of the Revisionists; 2) regard their action 
as a breach of the articles of agreement under which the Council was formed for 
purposes of public relations; and 3) vote to suspend the Revisionists from 
representation on the Couacil, pending further action by the Plenum in February. 

Rabbi Kirshblum ceutionod ugainst suspension. He believed that our purpose 
could be achieved by a stctement of condemnation, with an explanation that no 
single party in either AniP-rica or Israel is united on the issue of German repara
tions. What the Revisionists did wa.s what we try to prevent hostile groups from 
doing; ~hen the latter do things like this, we condemn them. Secondly, a state
ment should be prepared requiring the signature of each party to a pledge of 
adherence to discipline. 

iirs. Epstein suggested that the next meeting of the Executive Committee 
comern i~self with recoIIml~nd~tions to the Plenum on the whole question of 
discipline in the Zionist l-.ovemeut.. .h.S for the statement, ehe agreed that 
condeDDlation rather than dissociation be emphasized. 

Hr. Bick stated that the division within each party on the question of 
German reparations should be stressed; that it was not a case of one party 
standing up agaimt others. He further S\16gested that the entire Revisionists• 
statement could be discredited by citing three basic facts: 1) the statement 
by the mayor of Jerusalem; 2) that of Rabbi ?Iaimon who strongly opposed German 
negotiations, but much more strongly condemned the action of Beigin end the 
Heruth; and 3) Beigin1s statement that he would not hesitate to urge his followers 
to use force and fight· it out. Insofar as suspension is concerned, he suggested 
rather that the Revisionists be informed of our statement and the fact that their 
action destroys the possibility of our mutual cooperation. 

ilrs. Gottesman believed that concrete action should be taken at this meeting, 
and suggested t!1S.t unless a public apology were forthcoming, stepa shouln be 
taken for their suspension. 

A vote was taken and it was unanimously agreed that an appropriate state
ment of condemnation should be issued. 
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With regard to the contemplated letter to the Revisionists, lirs. Epstein 
suggested that they be informed of the necessity for a reconsideration of their 
continuance as part of the Council, their having destroyed the accord with which 
we have worked. 

l-!r. Lipsky proposed that they merely be informed that the whole question of 
discipline in the Zionist Movement will be raised at the next meeting of the 
Executive Committee and the Plenum. 

It was Rabbi Kirshblum' s opinion that they could be placed in a position 
whereby they would have to expel themselves. At the next meeting of the Executive 
Committee the Chairman could req~est each party to sign a pledge of cooperation, 
with which the Revisionists would have to comply or automatically rule themselves 
out of the Council. 

1:r. Segal felt that a moral issue wa.s involved and that we could not continue 
to sit around the table wi tn them and accord them fair and comradely treatment, 
as before. Therefore, he believed that notice should be given that the question 
of their further representation 1:rould be placed before the Plenum for consideration. 

Hr. Schenker a.greed with Rebbi Kirshblum that threats of expulsion should be 
omitted from the letter an~ that Rnbbi Kirshblum 1s suggestion be followed instead 
to the end that they rule t:tcmsr.lves out. 

If the Revisionists we-re :p:resent at this meetine, IIr. 0ruso stated he would 
move for immediate sus:pen~i ori.; however, lest he afford them the pretext of acting 
as martyrs, he would ±'av0.r ) ') s tponing such action unt i l the next meeting of the 
Executive Committee. 

Hr. Bick made a motion ~ and it was seconded, that a letter be written advising 
the Revisionists that thej.r st atement was false; that their action was treasonable; 
and that it destroyed the possibility of their continuing to work in the American 
Zionist Council which is a voluntary public relations organization to further the 
cause of the State of Israel and the .American Zionist Movement. 

There ,-,as unanimous agreement that such a letter be sent to the Revisionists. 

IIr. Lipsky suggested that in the future before action in the general press is 
contemplated by a constituent of the Council, the proposed action be submitted to 
the officers for consideration, and withheld until the Council permits release. 

l1lrs. Epstein expressed the Committee's pleasure at lir. Lipsky' s speedy con-
valescence from his recent illness. 

It was decided to hold the next meeting of the Executive Committee, Tuesday, 
January 29, 1952 at 3: 00 P .;r. 

The meeting adjourned at 10r05 P.a. 

J.U. 



CONFIDESTIAL NO. 48 

AMERICAN ZIONIST COUNCIL 

Minutes of Meeting of Executive Committee 

J enuary 29, 1952 

A meeting of the Executive Committee of the .American Zionist Council was 
held on Tuesday, January 29, 1952 at 3:00 P.M. at 342 Uadison· Avenue, New York 
Oity. 

PRESENT: 

Louis Lipsky (presiding), Benjamin G. Browdy, Pinchas Cruao, ~einesh Epstein, 
Paul Goldman, Hrs. David B. Greenberg, Rabbi Max Kirshblum, Dr. Zvi Neuman, 
Abraham A. Redelheim, Avraham Schenker, Louis Segal. 

Dr. Berl Frymer, Mrs. Elliot F. Glassberg, Rabbi Isaac B. Bose, Rrs. Samuel J. 
Rosensohn. 

Rabbi Jerome Unger. 

--.. -
1INANOE OOUi LI TTEE REPORT 

Rabbi Unger reported for the Finance Committee that it had been recommended 
that the Council make a contribution of $250 to the Blanche J. Shepard Memorial 
Fund to establish a scholarship for a deserving Christian student to attend the 
Technion or Hebrew University for a year. There was unanimous approval. 

In the case of Hiss Sulamith Schwartz, it was recommended that, although not 
offioially entitled to severance because she left voluntarily, the Council award 
her a grant of $3,000. This proposal was adopted with one abstention and one 
opposing vote. 

Rabbi Unger reported outlining the state of negotiations between the staff 
and management. The position ta.ken by the 1inance CoDD11ittee with regard to the 
various requests of the Union for adjustments in the contract were confirmed. 
Mr. Cruso introduced a minority report asking that the proposed wage increase 
for the clerical staff be not extended to the members of the Executive staff. 
This minority report was rejected. 

The Finance Committee atated that it was unable to reach a decision concern• .. 
ing the renewal of arrangements with Mr. Elihu D. Stone, expiring on January 31, 
because it felt that this matter was one rightly of policy rather than of finance, 
and was, therefore, within the province of the Executive Committee primarily. 

t.tr. Lipsky pointed out that in the coming year Ur. Stone• s service• would 
not be required except for po11ibly four or five months. It would be an extrava
gance on our part, he averred, to continue the present arrangement which is on a 
yearly basi1. Hr. !einesh Epstein pointed out that there was need for e. permanent 
representative in Waahington to carry on our work. Hr. Goldman asked Mr. Lipalq 



what he has in mind for Washington, stating that this would be a prerequisite for 
consideration. Mr. Lipsky, in reply, stated that the Embassy would probably ask 
us to continue the same arrangement with Mr. Kenen as last year, but that they 
had not yet made that request • 

.After discussion, in which there was general participation and several 
proposals made, it was finally decided to offer Mr. Stone the following pro
positions Ta.kiD.€ into consideration all the present circumstances, he is to 
continue cooperation in our work with a retainer of $?.500 pqable at $1,250 
per month, beginning February 1, 1952. In return for this retainer, the Council 
is to be free to call upon his services and advice for a period of six months, 
it being understood that the situation will be reviewed at the end of that 
period. The previous arrangement with regard to expenses is to be continued 
and this new arrangement is to come into effect on February l, 1952. 

This proposal was adopted with one abstention and one opposing vote. 

RESOLUTION ON DISC!iLINE 

Mr. Lipsky read a proposed resolution on the question of Zionist discipline. 
After a lengthy discussion, two revisions of the original resolution emerged. 
It was agreed to refer these revisions to the members of the Council for con
sideration pending the next meeting of the Executive Committee. 

(ln view of the fact that the complete texts of both resolutions were 
circulated to the members of the Executive Committee and are on file in the 
full record of the ?-Iinutes, they are not included a.t this point.) 

§UPPLE?tENT TO MINU11ES 

Mr. Lipsky reported that Mr. Torczyner had objected to the Minutes of the 
Executive Committee meeting of January 15, 1952 because they contained Dr. 
Goldroann•s remarks on the question of German reparations, but not the opposing 
remarks. llr. Lipsky, therefore, s~ested that the latter be included in the 
next Hinutes and circulated. There was unanimous agreement. 

QEIJIBRA'l!tOpT OF 300 'YEARS or .(\MERI CAN-JEWISH Lil'E 

lir. Segal felt that the Council should interest itself in the question of 
forthcoming celebrations of 300 years of Jewish life in the United States, with a 
view to emphasizing the place of Zionism in the history of the Jewish people of 
the United States, and suggested that the matter be placed on the agenda of the 
next Executive Committee meeting. 

The meeting adJourned at 5:30 P.H. 

J.U. 
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AMERICAN ZIONIST COUNCIL 

3 -42 MADISON A VENUE 

Cable Address: AMZIONIST 

• TELEPHONE MURRAY HILL 2-1160 • NEW YORK 17, N. Y . 

AIR .-!AIL February 19, 1952 

Dr. Abb Hillel ilver 
The Temple 
Cleveland, Ohio 

Dear Dr. Silver: 

The attached 11 tenta--lve proposal on disci. line" 
rows out of the controversy which Arose over the ad

verti ement which the Revi ionists placed in the New 
York Times ome weeks a ~o• The meetin of our Execu
tive on larch 4th is likely to be the final one on this 
ubject prior to the meetin of a plenary ses ~ion so e 

time in arch (as soon as those members of ours who 
re also members of the Je :•Tish ency .:1xecutive ~ill 

have returned from t .1eir meet in in Jerusalem.). 

We are prep rln0 to be in activities in con
nection with the new rant-in-aid camp i _n v ry so on. 
Of course some thin s have alr~ dy been done . Kenen 
will a~a.in be down in i shin ton, as will Stone. 

I hone .ou can make the next meetin ... four 
Executive Comnittee on . rch 4th. 

JU:SR 
Encs 

With kindest personal re ;> rds, I am 

0 TIT "E T ORGANIZATIO 

Sincerely yours, 

Rabbi ol!le TJn er 
Ex c ive Director 

Boda ab, Women'• Zioni t Organization of America • Hapoel Bamizracbi • Labor Zioni t Organisation of America-Poale Zion 
• Mizracbi Organization of America • Progre ive Zioniet League- Ha homer Batzair • United Zioni t Labor Party (Achdut 

0 A vodah-Poale Zion) • Zioni t Organisation of America • Zioniete-Revieioni te of America 



AMERICAN ZIONIST COUNCIL 

3 42 MADISON A VENUE 

Cable Address: AMZIONIST 

• TELEPHONE MURRAY Hn.L 2-1160 

Mr. A bra.baa A. Redel.he\■ 
Ztont I Organts ton of A eric 
Ul Ea•\ h2 Street 
Bew York 17, •• T. 

Dear Abe: 

• NEW YORK 17, N. Y. 

I am enclostng the propo al on disotpltne vhtob 
was ad0pted at t.be ••\lac ot ,he ExeouttTe Co11mt It • 
on 1ebraa17 18 wt.th the 1mdentan41nc \ t 1.t be 
aulatt,ed to ,he ~rtou r\le■ tor tv.r\ber conelder tton 
a\ our nex\ Heltna. J aa alao enoloalnc the Minute, ot 
ov ■eeltnc on Janu.a17 29. 

!he next ■N,tnc ot our xecut1 n Ooamt lie• Vil 
take "Dlaoe on Taer1H, He,rgh 4 at, 1100 P ,M, in \he offtoe, 
ot lhe 0 no 1. You are vcecl to atten4 lhl• Metlnc wt. '11 
fUll \natruc\lona tro 70ur orpnisa\i on tor the final 
YO,e on the proposal conoerntnc dt otpltne. 

Wt\h Ztont I creellDC•• l ua 

Babbt Jerome Ung r 
xeoutl•• Dtreolor 

CONSTITUENT ORGANIZATIONS 

Hada11a~ Women'• Zionilt Organization of America • Ba1homer Bataair • Labor Ziom1t Or1aniaation of America-Poale Zion 

Misrachl Or1anisation of America • United Zioni1t Labor Party (Acbdut A•odah-Poale Zion) • Zionill Or1aniution of America 

~ 0 Zionbt1-Ren1ionJ111 of America 



TENTATIVE PBOPOSAL QN DISCIPLINE 

Whereas. the American Zionist Council is a voluntary 

association of American Zionist groups dedicated to the taak 

of cooperative action in the field of public relations in the 

United States on behalf of the Zionist 1:ovement and the State 

of Israel; 

It is~ therefore, agreed that the member organizations 

of the Council will give it their loyal cooperation by refrain

ing from public actions which~ be detrimental to the welfare 

of the State of Israel and have the effect of ,eakening the 

Zionist position vis-a-vis the general public; 

And it is further agreed, in the event of a breach of such 

agreement, the Executive of the Council mey-1 1) suspend from 

membership any member guilty of such a breach by a 2/3 vote of 

its membership; or 2) recommend to the Plenum its expulsion from 

the Cowicil by a 2/3 vote of the Plenum; or 3) take any other 

suitable action in the circumstances. 

2/19/52 



CONFIDENTIAL NO. 51 

.AMERICAN ZIONIST COUNCIL 

Minutes of Meeting of Executive Committee 

Aprill, 1952 

A meeting of the Executive Committee of the American Zionist Council was 
held on Tuesday, April 1, 1952 at 3:00 P.M. at 342 Madiso1:t Avenue, New York City. 

PRESENT: 

Louis Lipsky (~esiding), Charles l3ick, Benjamin G. Browdy, I rs. Moses P. 
Epstein, Paui '}old.man• Mrs. David B. Greenberg, Dr. Zvi Neuman, Mrs. Samuel J. 
Rosensohn, A.vraham Schenker, Louis Segal, Hrs. Chaya Surchin. 

Dr. Berl Frymer, Dr. Judith Lieberman. 

Mrs. Benjamin Gottesman, Mrs. Raphael Tourover (guests). 

tirs. Golda Heyerson. 

Rabbi Jerome Unger. 

-- - - ..... 
REPORT OF ACTIVITIES - RABBI JmGER 

A report of the activities of the American Zionist Council for the period 
March 4 - 31 was submitted by the Executive Director and has already been 
circulated. 

GRANT-Ur-AID 

Progress Report No. 2 (Me.rch 17, 1952) dee.ling with the grant-in-aid 
campaign, previously circulated, is offici-uly part of these Minutes. 

Progress Report No. 3 (April 1, 1952) dealing with the grant-in-aid campaign, 
also part of these ltinutes, has already been circulated. 

INTRODUCTION BY MR. LIPSKY 

Mr, Lipsky: We want to express our grati tu.de to Mrs. Heyerson for having 
so readily accepted our invitation, knowing as we do that she is very busily 
eng8(';ed on all fronts in the United States. This meeting is representative of 
all the recognized Zionist parties in the United States. Hapoel Hamizrachi and 
the Revisionists are absent but~ arrive later. 

The ma.tter under discussion arose in our Committee because many of the 
members feel that we went to take notice of the difficulties that are arising 
in many of the communities between the campaigns that are being held for the 
UJA and for Bonds. Those difficulties reflect themselves in the work of the 
various Zionist organizations throughout the country. First we thought it was 
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none of our business because there is a Jewish Agency; there is the Government 
of Israel here; the Bonds have an organization, the UJA has an organization. 
However, we ere engaged in public relations and some of the things th~t are 
happening affect our relations in a direct way because we have the support in 
wat we are doing not only among Zionists but non-Zionists. 

Before undertaking any discussion of the matter, it was felt that it would 
be desirable to have you, Hrs. Meyerson, explain what is the situation and to 
answer such relevant questions as may be asked. 

MRS. GOLDA ltEYERSO!;I 

(Summarized text of remarks appended). 

DISCUSSION 

!1rs. Epstein felt that Mrs. Meyerson was oversimplifying the problem. 
First, no one was asking the bond machinery to fold up for three to six months 
while the welfare fund drive is on, but there is a vast difference between work
ing in low and in high gear. The many pressures in small communities ca.nnot be 
ignored. 

Second, the problem of dictation from a national organization is deeply 
resented by the communities. 

Third, a method must be folllld to work so thc~t the timing of campaigns is 
accepted by all concerned. 

Hrs. Rosensohn stated that if she felt that the means employed in 
Indianapolis would achieve our objective ot getting the most money for Israel 
she would be in -favor of them. However, she believed that Indianapolis repre
sented only a pyrrhic victory. If there is ill will in a community the Bonds 
won•t gain in the long run. Everyone realizes that there must be Bonds as well 
as gift dollars; therefore, the leadership must get together and work out the 
problem, which mea~s that the Bond people will have to make sacrifices that up 
until now they have been unwilling to make. 

Hrs. Rosensohn stressed that never before in history has a community been 
as generous as the Amerio an Jewish community. 

~.:r. -SegeJ. expressed the opinion that there is no competition whatsoever 
between Bonds and gift dollars, e.nd that his theory had been tested and proven 
true in a community where he had ma.de appeals for both in one evening suoceas
fully. 

\ 

Like Hrs. lleyerson, ltr. Segru. believed that whenever a. community would talce 
responsibility for both drives it should be permitted to work out its own plans 
and operations. However, he feared that vested interests for local community 
needs in the various communities he had visited throughout the country would 
undermine the success of the :Bond drive. Perhaps a solution could be arrived 
at, he suggested. by the Zionist Movement sitting down with Henry l-Iontor, dis
cussing matters and possibly thereby controlling some of his methods. 

l,Ir. Bick remarked that the man on the street now is very much aware of the 
conflict between the Bond drive and the WA - a situation which hurts both 
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causes. The feeling is that in the entire conflict the Government of Isrnel has always backed Henry Montor in the effort to coordinate the UJA and Bonds. and that fact accounts for Hr. llontor' s intransigence. 

He suggested that a small body of people who have the confidence of both groups be set up by the Zionist ltovement to sit down and iron out the problems of timing. etc. 

?tr, Goldman stated that although he is not a defender of the Jewish communities, nevertheless he felt that a monster ha.d been created in Jewish life. The man in the street knows that the Bond drive is the aggressor - an agency of professionals with tremendous power - and that the UJA is the victim. Unless a Coordinating Committee of both drives is established, Mr. Gold.man averred. there could be no solution of the problem. 

Dr. Frymer believed that Zionists have lost influence in the UJA and are beginning to lose influence in the Bond drive because they are beginning to take sides. He also stated that an important element in the situation was the question of whether Israel and the forces supporting it are free in America or restricted. He would not want to permit a situation where the communities should be consulted as to whether a representative of the Gover~ent of Israel could come into a city. Dr. Frymer added that i-trs. l•Ieyerson should call lier Government I s attention to the necessity of a National Coordinating Committee. 

1-Ir. Schenker noted that on many of the points raised he was in agreement with Hrs. Meyerson. Ho~-,ever, the question in his mind was how the Zionist Movement could be utilized to solve these diverse problems. Insofar as the rejection of the New York proposal, referred to by 1. rs. i-Ieyerson. was concerned, \-:hat is the next step of the Government of Israel and how will it affect the situation. he 2,Sked. 

Dr, Lieberman stated that if. from the beginning, the Bond drive was intended to appeal to the individual and not just to the business man, a conflict between that drive and the UJA was inherent in that very situation. 

Hr, Lipsky recalled that at the Jerusalem conference in 1950. when the four-point program was promulgated, the feeling was prevalent that the Bond drive would have to acquire a different technique from that of the UJA. There seemed to be no contradiction between the two. The simple idea was that if giving money was a hardship. it could be loaned. Everyone promised to support that idea. However, now the Bonds have assumed an aspect of competition. not only with respect to the method of selling them, but even with regard to the very spirit of the Bonds and gifts -- as if the Bonds ere worthier than the WA. The UJA was created by the Zionist lovement and C8llll0t be brought into disrepute now, as the Bond people seem to be attempting. 

It was the business of the Government of Israel. Ir. Lipsky felt, to see to it that peace and harmony provail in the United States communities over this question because otherwise it would be impossible to get the money needed. 
He added that Bond sales seem to be controlled or influenced not by the community, but by an agent of the Government of Israel. The Government of Israel has no right to try to reform the American~ ewi sh community. It must take that community as it is and leave it to the Zionists to influence the community in 
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any given direction. Representatives of the Government of Israel should not 
become involved in u. s. community controversies. 

-.... --
Following the discussion above, Mrs. Ueyerson made some supplementary remarks 

which are smnmar1 zed in the Appendix. 

!t'he American Zionist Council, grieved over the death ot Elihu D. Stone, 
who had been associated with the American Zionist Council ~,hen 1 t was the 
lmergency Council and during the past two years served as legal counsel in 
Washington on political matters, adopted the following resolution: 

"l·te sorrowfully record the death of a beloved colleague, Elihu David Stone, 
and express to !lis family our deepest sympathy. His whole career was one of 
devoted end consecrated service to his people, marked by an indefatigable 
enthusiasm for Zion." 

The meeting adjourned at 6: 15 :P.H. 

J.u. 
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APPENDIX 

A - SUHMARY OF ZtARKS :BY MRS. MEYERSON 

I am grateful for having been asked to come and naturally I avail myself of 
the opportunity to participate in any discussion on a problem which is very 
poignant to all of us -- you Americans and to us e.t home. Maybe because my wa;, 
of thinking is primitive it is difficult for me to understand why a thing that 
is simple in nature should become complicated. But I know from experience that 
it is the simple things, when complicated, that can cause the greatest trouble. 

In 1950 when the conference was called in Jerusalem, I was talking end saying 
to friends that Bonds hold nothing holy for me and that if we could get sufficient 
dollars any other way I would be perfectly willing to accept it because the vital 
matter is to get ,-mat we need; Ben-Gurion however did not agree. He did not want 
to accept dollars as a gift. He wanted our people to be burdened ~dth a loan, to 
ha.ve to produce and repay. But I said often, we were never put to the test of 
whether we should get it all in free dollars or as a loan! If the question had 
been presented to us seriously -- which~ do we want the $500,000,000 ~,e need, 
there would be discussions at home and differences of opinion. 

:But ,-,e are talking here in a small group. To a very fine degree we have 
become shleq,.azalim that we do not succeed in telling our nearest friends what 
the situation is. 

The fact remains that the State of Israel is here; it can also not be here! 
The State of Israel is full of faults but besides the faults there is something 
else. Governments can be changed like everything else but no one has ever thought 
of how we can produce dollars in Israel and without dollars we can't make it. 
In 1949 when I was sent here I asked permission of the Cabinet to try to sound 
out possibilities of a loan. I thought the Jewish banks here would help finance 
it. I was sent to liaurice Wertheim who said there would be a great deal of senti
ment for a loan and he could probably pick up $10,000,000. I told him I am talk
ing finances and he ia talking sentiment and therefore nothing would come of it. 
I had conferences with the Jewish Agency and others. A veey small minority was 
with me. The greatest optimists here said that we could have the same dollars 
but instead of getting them free we would have to repq them. When the people 
at home decided to go ahead with the Bond Drive it became evident that without 
additional sums of large amounts of dollars we could not do it. The vast majority 
thoU&ht we could go on with both drives and were convinced that the UJA would not 
hurt the Bond Drive. Now we have had a year of experience. I am prepared to 
aq more than the reaponaible people in the WA said - suppose we lost $5,000,000. 
Through the :Bond Drive to the end of 1951 we got about $50,000,000 from the Bonda 
and $37,000,000 in loans on the streDgth of the Bond Drive. 

I imagine that our financial ai tuation at home i a not all a secret to you 
here. Can you imagine what would have happened in 1951 without this money-, if 
in 1952 with thie money we are in such a position. 

Joseph Schwartz augge1ted something that made a lot of sense to me. I wish 
we had accepted hi• suggeetion. He said, one body at one and the same time. 
He would say to a Jew, thia money is tax exempt and this money is from capital. 
But we did not accept hia advice. A year paased and the UJA was not hurt, aztd 
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we got the extra money. I am not giving into an analysis of why it developed as 
it did. That, after all, is only a matter of my opinion. 

But you cannot have an organization alive and effective working a few months 
a year, folding up the rest of the year and then starting all over again~ I have been to various cities and said: Wherever the welfare board rlll say: We of the Welfare Boa.rd make ourselves responsible for UJA and Bonds. We will do it. 
It is our responsibility." On their promise no one will interfere as to how and where they will carry on their business. It is only when a Welfare wills~: 
"You cannot do Bonds" that I feel we cannot accept 1 t. 

I am convinced 1 t brings no harm whatsoever to the UJA. I have been to three communities here -two that were good and one where the big battle took place, 
Pittsburgh. There they finally came to an arrangement where both Falk and 
Rosenblum chaired the meeting. Falk had a dinner meeting at his home with 40-50 leading members of the communities where I explained what Bonds are. There was a public meeting later where I spoke on UJA and Bonds, chaired by both Falk and 
Rosenblum. Falk promised that there will be a dinner meeting for bond sales at 
the end of April. No blood was shed in Pittsburgh and the community is peaceful and happy. In Cleveland the meeting was sponsored by the Welfare Board. No 
money \·JaS asked for either. But it was under the sponsorship of the Welfare Board that I was to explain both drives to the audience. 

The United States Government has a W'A and a Bond Drive as far as Israel is 
concerned. They realize that there are two kinds of money that Israel needs: 
an export-import loan and a grant-in-aid. And everyone here understands it. 
Why Jews cannot understand the same thing I do not kno w. 

In Indianapolis last year when the big drive for bonds was going on all they could do was call in 22 people with Eliezer Kaplan. After that I saw many letters 
why in A1Jril they cannot do anything; why in Hay they cannot; in August and November, etc., etc. they cannot do anything. There are good results in Indianapolis 
although very little was done. Despite little activity, a lot was done. The cash payments in Indianapolis are terrible. We got Sund.ti' night in ce.sh more than in the last six months. J'rom January to last Sunday cash pa_yment came up to less than $5,000 and we got Sunday night in cash $6,500 a.nd we sold $165,000 in bonds. 
When I came in February aJld Ua.rch, I heard the situation a.bout Indiana.polis. The most miserable meeting I had in 1949 was in Indianapolis. Instead of calling 
together a meeting that would mean something for UJA they called together a lunchean meeting that meant nothing; and it wes so planned. I asked that a meeting be called in Indianapolis for bonds. I take all the responsibility. I said that I want to 
go to that meetill8• 

The Welfare Board in Indianapolis reports that they wanted me to come for a Welfare meeting. The first I heard of their wanting me was a week or ten dq1 
ago. !ut a week before that I vae in North Carolina and Eben called me and said: Would you consent that I suggest to Ind.ianapolie that the eame thing be done in 
Indianapolis as in PittsburghT I said "Absolutely." Freeman sent a wire to Eben saying that if I insist on going into Indianapolis, he \oJOuld not be responsible tor the consequences. Rabbi Greenfield called me. I told him Golda Ueyerson 11 not the right pereon to be afraid. I told Rabbi Greenfield that the Pittsburgh arrangement still stands, if you want to accept it. The answer of the spiritual leader of Indianapolis was: Do you think it would be right that we should have to go to the Governor and Uayor and tell them not to go to this meeting! I said, if you think that is in the best interests of Israel and the Jewish community,do 10. 



They did this twice. They approached the Governor end the U£ey"or and a Professor 
of the University and the editor of the paper and asked them to remove their 
names as sponsors. !ut the Governor came. However, the pressure of these people 
on the gentile community was not to come. 

Until that meeting it was a fight of opinion. The minute that goyim were 
brought into this picture, as far as I was concerned, I was through. But Eben 
still carried on and asked them to accept a collq)romise proposal; but they would 
not accept. 

Only those in the community knew what a reign of terror was conducted in 
Indianapolis in the last few weeks, so as to keep them away from the meeting. 
But I told Rabbi Green&ld that I had a visa from the State Department to go 
into every city in the United States and any Jew who wanted to listen to me could 
do so. There were 750 Jews at that meeting and all the important goyim. {I ha;ppen 
to be one of those who do not like the idea of a &QX speaking to a Jewish audience, 
but that is tl::epattern in the United States). We sold a lot of bonds. It was one 
of the finest meetings I have had in this country. What will happen afterwards 
I do not know. I don1t say that the Indianapolis business gives me a lot of joy. 
But I think it was wonderful for the country and for Israel that we went through 
with this thing. Indianapolis mieht have become a pattern for the entire United 
States: that someone would say: You cannot come in here and talk to our Jews 
here. 

I have had the experience before that pressure had been brought on someone 
not to have me speak before a group of Jews in a businessman's home. In that 
community we have not been able to sell bonds. This is an impossible situation. 
In Indiana-polis, in Chicago last night. and in other places I had no conflict 
w1 th my conscience when I tell the people why WA and :Bonds, and why they should 
work for both. I think Je,s understand. 

I don't see this as a struggle between the UJA and Bonds although I don 1t 
want to make believe that there is no tension. The struggle is welfare funds 
and bonds - hospitals, homes for the aged, centers, etc. and Israel. Very 
important institutions have been carried on the back of Palestine, and now Israel, 
in the communities. We have all spoken for the W'A. Who ever became enthusiastic 
about a hospital T 

The Welfare people know it. And them I understand. It is legitimate. I am 
prepared to fight against it but I understand it. But I do not understand the 
conflict between UJA and Bonds. 

The liew York situation is probably the most serious situation. It is serioue 
because it is New York. Ben-Gurion called in Schwartz, Henry Bernstein and Henry 
Mon tor and said: 11 If liew York would find some pattern it will hold for the whole 
country. Bonds are supposed to be the Government of Israel. I am preparing a list 
of men that you will make up now. We will make this committee reeponaible for tJiA 
and Bonds in liew York. Let them d~s:1whftlever is right. We the Government in Israel 
are pre-pared to forego our rights a.i]Bonds are concerned if this group will say: 
'We are responsible for UJA and Bonda. 11 The Bond Drive approved this but the 
New York UJA did not accept it. What else can we do? 

As to the situation in Indianapoli•, concretel7 they said: Until the middle 
of June, no Bonds. Onl7 a person who lives on llars can believe that on June 15 
you can g_et yourself in line to work for Bonds. You don 1t do it in July or August. 
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Therefore you begin in September. Last November a very important man in the 
Welfare Board said ''November was Brandeis month." Somebody else said in a certain 
month it is Hadassah; that means no Bonds. Everybody complains and talks about 
the high expenses in Bonds. You cannot have an organization for six months of 
the year and then ~ell the people to go home and for four months do nothing. 
Therefore I think we will have no alternative .but to s~ to our friends that these 
activities must go on. If they come to an understanding that both activities must 
go on, then many things will be straightened out. 

If the Welfare Board is honestly interested, everything can be arr?.,nged. 
If not, the Government of Israel has no alternative but to fJJ out and get it because 
the failure of the Government of the State of Israel is more important even than 
peace in Indianapolis. Peace is an extremely importallt thing but life is more 
important and to the State of Israel, without any exaggeration, it is a question 
of life and death whether we get these enormous amounts of money or we don•t. 
We lr..now that UJA, Bonds, Grant-in-Aid don't begin to meet our needs. We have 
$45,000,000 outstanding in Bond pledges that people have signed and committed 
themselves. Instead of going out to collect this money we are going out and 
asking for a loan for six months, for a year, eto. 

Even this group is too large for me to tell you what the shortage of dollars 
means to us. It is too serious. If anyone has a suggestion for dollars, I would 
like to hear it. 

Anyone who tells me to go for Bonds or UJA, I will do it. l3ut when they 
say, Don't go, I won 1t accept that advice. By not going you don't get anyone 
to send you in checks. IIy locel hospital is the State of Israel. Before the 
people of Israel default we will put up a very stiff fight for the life and 
the ltate of Israel. 

One more point: A fight I can stand. At least it is clean. You fight 
against a person and it is a match of strength and arguments. But what worriea 
me more than anything else is that in connection with this there is so much 
bitterness. 

Until one week ei,o there was not one demand on me for UJA speaking engage
ments. About ten d~s 8€,0 Dr. and llrs. Uayer asked me to speak for UJA. I 
ha~en•t turned down one single speaking engagement for UJA. I just wasn't asked. 

l3 - SUMJ-tARY OF MRS. MEJERSON1S REPLY TO DISCUSSION 

We allow everything in Israel. You could to into any community in Israel. 
The Government of Israel has never and does not and will not sq that anybody 
or any organization must follow it. But you peoples~ the Government of Israel 
must make decisions so that there is peace in the communities. So I said to you: 
there is a concrete example in New York. No one listened to it. But the powers 
that be in Indianapolis did not accept the decision of the Government of Israel~ 
So todcV the Government of Israel has already made several decisions as far as 
UJA and :Bonds are concerned.that were not accepted. They will go on making them. 
The Government can use the militia to enforce its decision in Israel but not here. 

Bonds is an agency for Israel. It is impossible that the Government of Israel 
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would take any position on anything that has to do with Bonds and the Bond people here will say "We will not accept. 11 The WA 1 s not a Government of Israel agency. It is an American agency for Isre.el partly but not entirely. Uany organizations here are beneficiaries of the UJ.l.. No Welfare Board will accept the decision of the Government of Israel. If Hadassah says it will not accept the. decision, certainly a Welfare Fund will not. Welfare Boards have no loyalty to Israel as a body or to the Government of Israel. All the Government can do vis-a-vis the UJA is to suggest but towards the Bonds we can make decisions. We can stop Bonds 
whenever we wish. 

Something has been said about the ways and means and methods of Bonds. I 
am the last one to say that everything is perfect. ?tany things I don't like. I don•t like how the appeal is made. But we have sold up to date about $125 million worth of Bonds; so% of them are purchases of $1000 .. and below. It would have been much easier to sell $125 ,million in this country of Bonds of $1000 and above. There l10uld have been less expense a.nd no need to advertise. It has its positive end negative sides. This is the first time I think in the United States where a mass movement of direct contact with Israel is carried on on such a scale. I wanted mass meetings but they said 11you don 1t get anything at mass meetings. At a dinner meeting of 100, you can get more than at a mass meeting of 1000. 11 They had to go to the masses. We cannot learn from past experience of selling Bonds. Bo foreign government has sold Bonds like that. When I went to see Jewish banking houses and lir. Wertheim called in all the Jewish bankers to his home, they ,-,ouldn1t touch it. They didn 1 t believe we could sell more than $10 million. Before the Washington Planning Conference, 13 top economists in this country were called in with Ur. Kaplan. Only one believed we oould get it. 

about 1-Ir. Uontor: when I first met him in 1948 and went through the country I must confess I didn 1t hear very many complimentary remarks about him. He fought with 'lelfare Boards on pre-campaign budgeting. He makes life miserable for someone who gives only $25,000 who\ he thinks should give $50,000. 

Nobody has said a word about assuming I was 10~ wrong in Indianapolis. As long as it remained within the Jewish family, it was all right - but the minute the Governor was approached and asked 11Don1 t go to this meeting" --. That you are not outraged I can't understand. As far as the Governor of Indiana is concerned, there is no Bond, no WA. A member of the Governnent of Israel is coming to his state. He thought, if a member of a foreign government comes, he should receive her. To have Jews approach him and tell him to stay a-ray is disgre.ceful. 750 people were there. I have about 30 telegr?.ms protesting against my going. I would be the last to deny the generosity of the United States. But I am going to say something I have said before. 

The great aim of Israel is to reach the day when we a.re not in need ally nore of generosity. I can tell you on behalf of everybody in Israel: austerity for twenty years. With all the generosity, you feel differently and I feel differently. When you go to a UJA meeting, you go as Americans and you have ma.de your contributions and you ask others. I go as a recipient. 

lir. Lipsky:: That is one of your fallacies. The Jews of the United States have the responsibility. 

I;rs. Rosensohn: We resent that yous~ we give charity. 

ijrs, ~;ey:erson: Did I use the word 11 charity11 ? I used the word you used -generosity. If it is really sharing it would be a different story altogether. 
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On the part of some,yes. But not the majority. But despite.that I say there 1:12-s 
been no example in history of such giving., Without the American-Jewish community 
we c:ould not have ,.,'On the war. 

This is an agency which is working for Israel and on behalf of the Israel 
Government. There is a meeting of the Board of Governors. I would be very 
happy if at that meeting peo:9le will speak up• and changes will be made; nothing 
is holy. As to the aggression of the Bond organization, that is true. That is 
mainly because it is a. new organization; also because the undertaking ,.,as so 
immense that it could not have been done otherwise. We can •t say "Give us the 
maximum amount of money" and at the same time say 11Be gentle. 11 iirs. Rosensohn 
said logically ''this is not the last yea.r. 11 Please do not be angry with me. 

I don 1t know a more devoted group of men end women than in this room -
devoted to Israel. Yet not one of you is worrying today whether there were 
rations handed out {~rtt-Iarch. Pesach is coming. I must be shortsighted. I 
can 1t console mysel:C-/irev Pesach 1953 we will not need matzoths. We need them 
now. For many years I haven 1t seen the ZOA, the iiizrachi. the Labor Zionists 
so devoted and working so hard as in this business of Bonds. This has something 
tha.t attracts. If we bring out the masses, it helps the Zionist Organization. 
1·r. Lipsky, you fought a man whose stature is of no comparison to the stature 
of I-Ir. Freeman. You fought him and you were right. Freeman means nothing to me 
as I mean nothing to him. Why Indianapolis? I should have done it in Denver 
last year. Denver has done nothing - only $50,000. Why is Indianapolis so 
important this year? Because Indianapolis is not just Indianapolis. First in 
Indianapolis the President of the Welfare Board of Indianapolis is the President 
of the Welfare Federation. And I was afraid that Indianapolis would become the 
pattern everywhere here in the United States. I agree the Israel Government has 
no right in reforming or not reforming the Je,-,ish communities here. We don 1t 
intend to do it. lfe have enough to reform at home without taking upon ourselves 
this too but this is a fight for life and death for the State of Israel -- whether 
we will be afraid to talk to Jews the world over not only now when we need money. 
We are not going to become an isolated island in the Je~rish ~rld. The American 
Jewish community cannot say ''Don't think we are 1golah 1 • 11 To cut out our right 
to speak to Je\'is the world over, as Jew to Jew, is a terrible thing. How we need 
money. Suppose there are other Je\•rish problems. The last thing we want is to 
fight. We don't want to fight anybody -- the American Jewish community, Welfare 
Eoards. I have enough to do without that, but for the right of the State of 
Israel to be heard by Jews -- on that we have a right to fight. I don't think 
there was any difference of opinion bstween us on Zionism. This is a much more 
serious problem than a squabble in Indianapolis with IIr. Freeman. 

I;r, Lipsg: The wey you put it, it is; but it is not thew~ you put it. 

!~rs. ,:eyersont This is the ,-ray it is: i:r. Freeman said "Paid representati vea 
of the State of Israel cannot go into Indianapolis without the consent of the people 
of Indianapolis." i:r. Eban said "I am also a paid representative and I am going 
to Ind.iane:polis. 11 But he was called by the State Department and could not go. I 
decided because the President of the Council sits there, this will become a test 
question. I think I have done a great service for the community of Indianapolis, 
for the Ste~te of Israel and maybe for Zionism too. I will report to my Government 
and if I will be censured, I will let you know. 
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TOt Mr. Louis Lipsky, Chairman. and 
4embers of the ~xecutive committee, 
American Zionist Council 

FROM& I.L. Kenen 

L, THE.CU't IN THil SiNATID QOWITI'EE 

PROGRESS REPORT '#6 
April 30, 1952 

C0NFIDEN'l1IAL 

The Senate Foreign Relations Committee, on onday. April 28, voted 
to cut a billion dolls.rs from the Mutual Security Program. The Senate 
will begin its debate on Monday, May 6, and ill vote later in the week. 
The Senate itself is expected to cut further. It did last year. It has 
done so with every authorization and appropriation this year. Senator 
Bridges, Republican Floor leader 9 has already announced that his party 
will try to chop another 900 million from the Bill. 

The cut voted by the Sen~te Committee is across-the-board, 
amounting to about 12o6fo. 

ilitary aid for the Near i ast is cut to $529,614GOOO. Technical 
and economic assistance for the Near East is out from ~55,000,000 to 

48,038~0000 The new allocation for the Arab refugees is $66,772.000 
and the allocation for th~ refugees in Israel is 866,380 0 000. 

The Committee stressed that the Presi ent will have authority to 
transfer 10% of t he funds from any one area or use to another. 

Two questions divided the Foreign Relations Committeet (l) The 
amount of the cut and (2) How it should be appliedo 

1 1 The Amount of the Out. 

Senators McMahon and Green, Administration Democrats, were opposed 
to any cuts but ere in a hopeless minority~ Neithor ~as present at 
the meeting and their neeative votes were recorded by proxy (McMahon is 
ill). Senator Smit}:l favored a flat 10% cut. Senators George and 
Hickenlooper ere for a l ar ger cut. It is reported that Senator George 
argued that if t ha Co i.ttee limited itself to a 10% reduction, it 
would be certain to :)rovcke deeper cuts on the Floor. Ile ursod that the 
Committee compromise on A. billion and that it then unite on the Floor 
to defend tle Committee's report from further reduction. This view 
appealed to nine of the thirteen me~bers of the Committee, enators 
Connally, George, Sparkman, Gillette. iiley, Tobey, Smith, Hickenlooper 
and Bre star (by proxy). Fulbright voted against the billion dollar nat 
cut because he anted s~leotive cutting. The thirteenth member, Lodge. 
was absent and not recorded. 

After this cut v:as adopted, the Commi ttoe then reported out the 
bill 8-0. Hickenlooper dropped a ay from the nine because he offered a 
proposal to change all Point Four grants to loans but was defeated. 
He will try this a.gain on the Floor. It 1s also reported that he urged 



the Comnittee to cut the allocation for Israel and the Arab refugees 
another $10 million each. He received no support. He voted "present~ 
men the Bill was reported. 

I was told today by Hiekenlooper•s Legislative Assistant that the 
Senator's proposal, not yet drafted, applies to Point Four and not to the 
refugee programs. I urged that he not inadvertently cut the refugee 
programs since these are under TOA even though they may not be Point 
Four projects as such. He assured me that he did not believe the Senator 
was ai!Ding at Israel and that he would take 1 t up w1 th him. Hickenlooper 
is already receiving a number of inquiries about this proposal.. 

2, Selective Cutting. 

The practice of making across-the-board cuts has prevailed within 
Senate Committees. There was some hope that the Comnittee this year 
might be selective. Sparkman expressed this view to me just one week 
ago, and Gillette, two weeks ago• was pushing a proposal to cut Europe's 
military authorization by 161, Europe's economic a.id by 101 end the Near 
East and Far East by 6i. However, Gillette told me yesterday that he 
had abe.ndonod his proposal because 1 t ~as too complex. There were two 
other advocates of selective cutting inside the Committee. Fulbright and 
Hiekenlooper, and if they had prevailed, Israel ould have been hurt 
rather than helped. Thus, more than two weeks ago, we were arned by 
Senator Smith and a representative of Sen~tor Wiley that a flat across
the-board cut was in our interest rather than to our disadvantage; that 
it there was selection, Israel would be cut more than the everage. 

Senator Fulbright is a leading advocate of Point Four. Last week 
we received a disturbing report that he wanted to make a sharp cut in the 
amount for Israel. It was difficult to confirm this report and two of 
Fulbright's a.ides denied it to his constituents and to myself. They 
insisted that Fulbright's chief purpose was to cut the military appropri
ations and to transfer these sums to economic aid and to Point Four. 
Notwithstanding the denial, it was evident that he was perturbed about 
the amount given to Israel in the Near East program. e talked w1 th his 
constituents in Little Rock and one of them called to urge him not to 
~ake any discriminatory action against Israel. e have since learned 
that, on Monday, inside the Committee, Fulbright did express the view 
that a disproportionate amo\lllt of economic aid to the Near East as 
going for refugees. Ho~ever, he did not offer any motion, He stated 
that it was apparantly difficult for the Committee to depart from the 
"across-the-board" pos1 tion. 

II. OUR CAMPAIGN IN WASHINGTON 

l. Within the last two weeks the community leaders of the Zionist 
Council have carried on a strong campaign to urge the members of the 
Committee to support the full allocation for the Near B1ast. We ha.ve 
been informed that many letters are coming in to Senate offices from 
their home states. In Washington, during this period, we have sent our 
memorandum and personal letters to every member of the Senate. However, 
it was quite evident from the replies that there was virtually no support 
for the idea that Israel should be excluded from the economy drive. 



(See Appendix A). On the contrary, we were told that Israel had received pre
ferred tre&tment last year. One Senator told his constituents that Israel was 
favored last year when it maneuverod to escape a cut and that it must take its 
cut this year. 

a. To Senators who told us thnt a flat cut w~s inevitable, we made the 
plea that such a cut be limited to the totals for areas and that it not be 
applied to the two refugee items. 'I•his '\>!as not popular in the light of Fulbright's 
complaint that too much money was going for refugees and not enough for Point Four. 

3. Last week, when it became cle .r that a flat percentage cut became 
inescapable, we were concerned lest such a cut be automatically applied to all 
figures in the bill including the cumulative two-year totals for Israel and the 
~rab refugees. Obviously, the intention was not to cut these totals but mechani
cal application of the cut could result in a retroactive slash taking an addi
tional $5 million from Israel and the Arab refugees. I called this to Sparkman's 
attention, ,,ho urged me to take it up with Smith. Smith had not been at•!are of 
this possibility and his staff took steps to make certain that the Foreign 
Relations Committee would not make this blunder. I also CP.lled this to the 
attention of Senators Green, Gillette and Wiley, and lionday, after the Committee 
broke up, I wes assured by the Senate Foreign Relations Coumi ttee that the cut 
would not be retroactive. 

As the bill was reported out of Committee tode.y, the cut was applied only 
to the 1953 figures. The bill eliminates the carry-over from 1952 funds for 
both Isr,'3.el and the Areb refugees \'Thich means that if these funds are not com
mitted by June 30, they will lapse. The totals in t 1.e bill are no longer 
cumulative. I believe this amendment was drawn by Senator Fulbright. 

I I I • THE PROSPECTS FOR RESTORATI O ~ 

On the bRsis of the experience through ~ich we have passed, I believe that 
it ~uld be impossible to persu de the Senate to restore this cut for the Near 
East as was done 1 st year. Such a move would be damned as special plending and 
I question whether we could mobilize more then a small hr'ndful in favor of it. 
Certainly, the Senate Foreign Relations Committee membership 1ould react indig
nantly and I believe that any such move \''Ould provoke violent opposition from 
many people who are against ua in the Senate but rho aro disposed to remain 
passive at this time. 

Senator Green, who last ye~x led a last-ditch fight on the Floor of the 
Senate to restore ell the cuts and ,as joined by only a hnndful, decided tod~ 
to make no such effort this yea.r. His Legislative Assistant told me that he 
considered the fight hopeless and that they would expend all their efforts to 
prevent further cuts. 

The only chance of restoring any of this money might develop if the House 
cuts less than the Senate and presents an opportunity to compromise on a higher 
figure in a conference committee. I do not believe the House will cut less than 
the Senate. On the contrary. In the House they are talking of a cut to $6 billion. 
Further, since the House is expected to make selective cuts, there is a very strong 
possibility that the amount budgeted for Israel would be reduced to achieve parity 
with the amount for the Arab refugees. This is the real danger in the selective 
approach. 
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Attached is Appendix A t•hich recites some of the responses on the Near East 
from the members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee to their constituents. 
It dll be seen that the majority were friendly and apparently ready to defend 
Israel from attack but that no one t•!as prepared to leod a crusade on Isre.el' s 
behalf. 

IV. THE HOUSE 

The House Foreign Affairs Committee is expected to conclude this week and 
to start ,-rri ting the bill up at that time. We a re told that the testimoey has 
been friendly and favorable and that Israel 1 s milita.ry strength has been praised 
by high officials who have also testified to I srael's political reliability. 
Ho ever, t,-10 po int s have been raised against us. Some of the Con~>ressmen have 
8A'1)ressed criticism inside the Committee over the fact that no progress has 
been made to ,ards the release of blocked Arab account s . Congressmen Chathrun 
(N.C.), Chipcrfield (Ill.), :Burleson (Texas) and Smith (Wisc.) have all indicated 
antagonis • 170 one of these ~as friendly last yenr. Hrs. Kelly of Uew York 
responded to the criticism and pointed out that Iraq_ had frozen all Jet-,ish 
propert:i,- It will be recalled that ::rs. Kelly lo.st year urged that Israel do 
something about the blocked accounts and she asked me this ,-,eek to raise this 
question anew with the Israel Government. 

A second unfortuns.te development of the pettiest kind has been the anti
Israel propagenda carried on by Crawford .of liichi gan mo, it develops, had Israel 
pounds in his possession when he was in Israel laGt October. He has protested 
on the Floor of the House that Israel would not accept its own currency from him 
but insisted on payment in dollars, the impression being that Israel was in
terested only in American greenbacks. It has been reported that Congressmen 
Keating and 0 1Toole also had an unpleasant experience at the King David Hotel, 
although Keating todey dismissed it a.s of no consequence. The story is being 
peddled in the cloalt room and the Foreign Affairs Committee, and is d.Qing us 
no good. There seems little we can do about an issue so petty. 

V. HI SCELL.Al~OUS 

l. Our brief has been sent, with a covering letter, to the members of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee and to 160 other embers of the House who ere 
friendly last year. 

2. The ACPC has written to all Christian leaders who have visited Israel, 
requesting them to write to their Congressmen. 

3. We met with non-Zionist representatives in le• York last week. We will 
meet with their representat ives in Washington next weel-::. 

4. Congressman ·:u1ter ?r1·anged for a speci al order s nluting Israel's Fourth 
Anniverse.ry on the Floor of the House todey, and we have roe:uested Congressmen 
1-icCormack and Hartin, Jr., to make appropriate state ents. 
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APPENDIX A 

Reactions of members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee to their 
constituents: 

PEUOCBATS: 

Connallv (Texas): 

To a constituent: "I cannot forecast what the Committee will do, but I 
assure you that your views will receive earnest a.ttention. 11 

.. 
George (Georgia): 

To a Christian Iinister: 11 1 have supported the Mutual Aid Program. I am 
convinced that a course of reasoned modera.tion is clearly indicated at this time. 
We cannot wi thdra\-1 all foreign aid, but we must extend the helping hand with 
judgment clnd in moderation. Our own needs are great and probably will be much 
greater in the immediate future. st 

To a Jewish constituent: "I do not think we can withdraw from the world 
and you are assured that the program for the ltiddle East ,ill be carefully con~ 
sidered. 11 

Sparkman (Alabama) : 

In letter to Christian ?Iinister states that he is in complete agreement 
with every point he made. 

r:et me four times and was most cooperative throughout . 

• 
Gillette (Iowa): 

In letter to Christian ;anister, promises careful ttention to this aspect 
ot the ~·utual Security :Sill and assures him of his strong feeling that e cannot 
fail to do our part in preserving that strategic area from Communist conquest. 

Gillette and his staff were helpful. 

Green (Rhode Island): 

To a Jewish constituent: he is interested in continuance of the program, 
and to a Christian constituent: 11 thanks for your vie •rs which I share to a great 
extent." 

• 
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Mel Iaho,!'! ( Connect! cut) : 

In letter to Jewish constituent: 11 deeply concerned about many problems 
in this area and you may be sure I will do my best to see to it tha t sufficient 
funds are made available to fulfill our res:ponsibilities. 11 

Fulbright (Arkansas): 

Last ye ar wrote me that he thought this program was one of the most 
important in the foreign field. This year his letters were extremely non-com
mittal. 

• * • 

REPUBLIC.ANS: 

Wilev (Wisconsin): 

In letter to J e,-ri sh constituent promises careful consideration and says 
that he is a\·rare of the tremendous humanitarian needs for refugee : aid in the 
Near East and he appreciates various folks' interest in that particular pha se. 

In letter to Christian constituent says that the program will be cut 
and trusts it will be reasonable and modest. 

* 

Smith (Mew Jersey): 

Wrote many letters to constituents stating that he intended to support the 
Israel and Arab refugee programs, but that in the light of the fiscal situation, 
it may be necessary to make some cuts across the board. However, he would 
oppose any cuts that would not be uniformly applied to all the titles of the 
Uutual Security Act. 

However, in letter to Christian liinister, pointed out that he did not think 
that Arab states were getting consideration and he hoped that more could be done 
for them in the future. 

• 
Hickenlooper (Iowa): 

Mo reaction. 

• 
Tobey (New Hampshire): 

A Je,dsh constituent was assured by him over the telephone that he would 
support the full program. 

• 
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BrewsteA' (liaine) i 

ho letters. He met with us once but he was in • ine most of the time 

campaigning. 

• 
Lodge C-~ass~.chusetts): 

His Administrative Assistant wrote constituents and pointed out th t Lodge 
was a1.•1r'y, but recalled that Lodge ,,as a sponsor of the propose.l giving econo- ic 
assistpnce to the Hear E st last year and that he h~s publicly stated that he 

will support the measure this year. 




