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LECTURER CONFIRMATION OF BOOKING 

JWB LECTURE BUREAU 
15 East 26th Street, New York, N. Y. 10010 Telephone: (212) 532-4949 

IMPORTANT NOTICE 

PLEASE FILL IN ALL OMITTED DETAILS AND RETURN BOTH COPIES TO THE BUREAU SIGNED. WE SHALL THEN SIGN 

ONE COPY ANO RETURN IT TO YOU. THIS CONFIRMATION IS NOT VALID UNTIL YOU RECEIVE OUR SIGNED COPY. 

LECTURER OR ARTIST 

TO APPEAR ON 

AUSPICES 

PERSON IN CHARGE 

INVOICE TO BE SENT TO • I 

PLACE OF MEETING 

ADDRESS 

NATURE OF MEETING 

SUBJECT OR PROGRAM 

TERMS • 

CONDITIONS: 

, 

r 

1 

DATE 

HOUR OF APPEARANCE 

AGE RANGE OF AUDIENCE 

(BUS. PHONE) 

(HOME PHONE) 

ESTIMATED 
SIZE OF-AUDIENCE 

PROGRAM SHARED WITH 

CITY 

LENGTH OF PRESENTATION 
REQUESTED 

15 PER CENT COMMISSION 
EXCLUSIVE OF TRAVEL EXPENSES 

, 

I 

1 • 

(1) AIR TRAVEL FOR TRIPS OF MORE THAN 200 MILES, SANCTIONED BY BU REAU UNLESS SPECIFICALLY 
PROHIBITED BY SPONSORING ORGANIZATION. 

(2) LECTURER OR ARTIST WILL NOTIFY THE ORGANIZATION OF THE EXPECTED HOUR OF HIS ARRIVAL 
AND DEPARTURE AT LEAST ONE WEEK IN' ADVANCE OF THE DATE OF THE ENGAGEMENT. HE WILL 
MAKE HIS OWN HOTEL RESERVATION OR HE MAY ASK TO HAVE RESERVATIONS MADE FOR HIM. 

(3) NO OTHER APPEARANCES IN THE COMMUNITY ARE TO BE SCHEDULED BY THE LECTURER OR 
ARTIST WITHOUT THE PRIOR PERMISSION OF THE ORGANIZATION WHICH IS SPONSORING THIS 
ENGAGEMENT. 

(4) ANY OTHER ENROUTE ENGAGEMENTS RELATED TO THIS DATE ARE TO BE CLEARED WITH THE 
BUREAU, SO THAT A SHARING OF TRAVEL EXPENSES CAN BE ARRANGED. 

(S) PAYMENT: CHECK FOR F~E AND EXPENSES PAYABLE TO THE JWB LECTURE BUREAU, IS TO BE 
HANDED TO THE LECTURER OR ARTIST ON THE DAY OF APPEARANCE. ON ALL CANADIAN 
ENGAGEMENTS, PAYMENT IS TO BE MADE IN AMERICAN DOLLARS WITHOUT ANY DEDUCTIONS. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

-

SIGHED------------------
( for JWB Lecture Bureau) 

SIGHED Q....,_.__. ~~~•;2 Arti;P' 



~Ytq,. (f)i CONGREGATION RODEF SHALOM 

RABBI BERNARD EISENMAN 

abbi Jeremy Silver 
The Temple 

STUDY: RODEF SHALOM 
322-01!50 388-3472 
4!50 S. KEARNEY 

RESIDENCE: ■ 
OENVER,COLORADO 
80222 
355-3472 
483 SO. NIAGARA 

August 21st , 1972 

University Circle at Silver Park 
Cleveland, Ohio 
44106 

Dear Rabbi Silver : 

Thank you for your kind letter . We are truly 
loo ting forward to mee ting you and hearing you a t the 
Convocation exercises of the Denver Institute of 
Adult Jewish Studies . The Institute is a coopera
tive communa l endeavor on the part of t he synagogues , 
Rabbinical Council of Denver and other communal agen
cies to fos t er Adult Jewish Study . There are approx
imately 400 students in the Institute of all ages and 
Judaic persuasions . 

The Convocation to be held at Temple Emanuel 
on Oc t. 4th a t 7: 30 P . M. opens the academic semester . 
The topic of discourse is usually left to the speak
er . Generally issues that affect t he Jew in American 
milieu and the dilemas of assimilation are of course 
interesting . The ques t ion of a viable meaningful 
Judaism or lay issues of controversy to studies of 
his tori c philosophic lectures have been undertaken by 
former Convocation speaker s . 

If you have a number of topics to propose , I'd 
be glad to hear from you . 

Loo~ing forward to hearing from you and 1 eet
ing you soon . 

BE : ebd 

Very truly your~ 

~''P ~1r,(.U41., ~ 
B]r nard Eisen1ran 
:/_abbi 

(
iuean - Denver Institute of 

Adult Jewish Studies 

DBNVBR'S CONSSRVATIVB SYNAGOGUE 

A/f,1iattd w,il,: THE UNITED SYNAGOGUE OP AMBlllCA 



Auguet 11, 1972 

Rabbl Bernard l!;iaenman 
Congregation Rodef Shelom 
450 South Kearney 
Denver, Colorado 80222 

Dear Rabbi Ei1enman: 

I am looklng forward to my vlelt wlth you in Denver. 

I wonder if yoa would drop me a line lndlcatlng some
thing about tbe evenlng and the kind of lecture you 
would want from me. 

With all good wlshee 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jenmy Silver 

DJS:mp 



CONGREGATION RODEF 

■ABBI BERNARD EISENMAN 

SHALOM 

STUDY : RODEF SHALOM 
322-0190 388-3472 
4!50 S. KEARNEY 

RESIDENCE: ■ 
DENVER.COLORADO 
80222 
359-3472 
4 83 SO. N IAGARA 

u ust , 24 , 1972 

abbi Jeremy Silver 
The Temple 
University Circle at Silver Par~ 
Cleveland , Ohio 
44106 

Dear abbi Silver : 

I would appreciate so very 1uc1 if you would send to me 

a glossy photo and a biography of yourself . Our public 

relations people would lie to begin advertising your 

lecture . If at all possible , please send these just as 

soon as humanly possible , our brochure for the Institute 

will be released on September 6th . 

Best wishes for a very Happy New Year , I remain 

Fait fully , 

abbi 

Dean , DI JS 

B t : ebd 

DBNVBll'S COOSBRVATIVB SYNAGOGUE 

A/fi/illted w,il,: THB UNITED SYNAGOGUS OP AMERICA 



STANTON D. ROSENBAUM 
1518 UNrr&D BANK CBNTD. 

DENVER, COLORADO 80202 

September 12, 1972 

Rabbi Daniel Silver 
The Temple 
University Circle and Silver Park 
Cleveland, Ohio 44106 

Dear Rabbi Silver: 

I was delighted to learn that you have 
accepted the invitation to be the keynote speaker 
at the Denver Adult Jewish Institute in October. 
I will look forward to meeting you and trust and 
hope that you will bring Adele with you so that 
at long last she can see that r was right when 
I told her this was no longer full of cowboys and 
Indians. 

Seriously, I do hope Adele will accompany 
you and that both of you would do us the favor 
of saving an evening, if possible, when we could 
have dinner and show you Denver. 

Looking forward to meeting you and best 
wishes for the New Year. 

Rosenbaum 

SDR:ed 

/)~ -1j _(l)A /~ ~ 
r- - - h/4 ~~/4,d--.---

ald~-



s r 19, 197 

r. Stanton D. Rosenbaum 
1518 Unlted Bank Center 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

Dear Stan: 

Ad l and I wer delig 1t 

of fact, we hope to gr b a 
fore the n1.eetlng Thursday, 
ing in Dcnve r on aturday, 

nltcd Flight 11717 and w 

witn yoa that evening. 

to ear from you. att r 
day in t e ountains be -

cto 6. will b a rrlv-
t O at 6: 10 . , 

ould lov to spend so time 
l av a rly t 1 next morning 

for .A a pen. If thl s is no 
thin out when we co 

o sible I ho w can ork som -

ac down on ,hursd 

Ad l · as delighted to h.-ar rrom you and look or ard 

to belng together. it1 all good i es or th r 

I remain 

ince rely. 

Daniel Jeremy ilv r 

DJS:mp 



LECTURER'S BOOKING REMINDER AND REPORT 
7453 

15 East 26th Street, New York, N. Y. 10010 Telephonea (212) LExlngton 2-4949 
ro Daniel Silver DATE September 20, 1972 

To APPEAR oN Wednesday, October 4, 1972 

AusP1cEs Congregation Rodef Sho 1 an 
Rabbi Bernard .Eisenman 

PE1soN 1N cHARGE KHMJXKX1x11MixM~•111N 

INVOICE TO BE SENT TO same, c/o Congregation 

PLACE OF MEETING Congregation 

ADDREss 450 South Kearney 

CITY Denver 

NATURE OF MEETING 

SUBJECT OR PROGRAM PLEASE ADV I SE 

TERMS $400.00 p1 us expenses 

. . 
HOUR OF APPEARANCE PLEASE ADVISE 

AGE RANGE OF AUDIENCE 

(Bus. Phone) 322•0) 50 Or 388-)472 
(Home Phone) 

ESTIMATED 
SIZE OF AUDIENCE 

STATE 
ZIP CODE 

PROGRAM SHARED WITH 

LENGTH OF PRESENTATION 
REQUESTED 

Colo. 
80222 

Hotel Reservations at ---------,--------,---,----,-- -,----- =-=-:-,,__- --'--- Double _ ____ Single_· _ __ _ 

TRANSPORTATION TO MEETING TRANSPORTATION FROM MEETING 

Leave Leave 

Arrive Arrive 

AIR TRAVEL FOR TRIPS OF MORE THAN 200 MILES, SANCTIONED BY BUREAU UNLESS SPECIFICALLY 
PROHIBITED BY SPONSORING ORGANIZATION. 

Other Remarks 

PLEASE FILL OUT THE FOLLOWING REPORT AND RETURN THIS MEMORANDUM TO THE BUREAU. 

Number present at meeting ____________ _ 

Evaluation of Community Reaction ------------------------------------

Recommendations for improvement of arrangements - ------~------------------------

PLEASE CHECK & RETURN 
Payment received in full ...... .... ...... ... .. ....... ............ □ 
Received fee only ................... ............................... □ 
Received expenses only ........................................ □ 
No payment received ........ .............. ...................... □ 



Octob r 10, 1972 

Mr•. Loul• Halpern 
Th Denver Hilton 
1550 Court Place 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

Dear Mr•. Halpern: 

I want to thank you again for your doable header concern 
for ua, the fruit and the chee1e and your graceful hos-
pitality. e will remember th Denver llton with 
warmth and you in fri ndahip. Thank a aln. 

Since rely, 

Daniel Jeremy Sllv r 

DJS:mp 
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October 11, 1972 

. and r . 
ill oad 

ills, 

rank Griesinger 

hio J. 040 

D a Bobby and Frank: 

er m t ln Colorado by your v ry warm and h l fut 
an g rs and by so b autiful th r. he as ens 

out in full lory and tr kk d th mountainsides. 
T d ye did everyt incr for you h t o d. e came 
back refreshed and I arr extrem ly r teful to you for 
lending u.1 your a rtment. any m ny thanks. Adele 
and I look forward to seelng you soon. 

inc rely, 

DJ ~:mp 



c o r 11, I 97Z 

Mr. Stanton D. Roaenbawn 
1118 United Bank Center 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

De r ... tan: 

Jonat 1 n L ivingston Seagull i.• namber one on my bed•lde llet. 
Please thank Jeannle for lt. It wae truly a pleaaure to meet 
you both and a delight to be ln yoar debt. xcellent meal• and 
warm hoapitallty await you ln Cleveland. 

Stan, ow ould you lik i s ion? I told you I m real-
dent o th ration l ◄ owidation for 1e isb Cultare. Denver baa 
mad minlmam contri t ions o th o dation and none to the 
various national cultur l agencies h ic h e have brought to
gethe r at Jolnt Cultural Appeal. 

Would you be wlllln to come on our Board and work with us? 
The meeting• are at moat twic year. T oun atlon is a 
child of the Fede rations of our coantry. It has all the proper 
credential• and yoar interest in our be alf will also allow you 

to mix in actively ln all the educational and cultural concerns 
of D nv r. You will be bearing the national message. Ther is 
obviously a aelfieh reason for making this requeet. It will give 
aa a chance to meet more than once every ten to fifteen years. 
We hold 011r annul meetlng ln conjanctlon wlth the General 
J\eeembly of the Coancil of Federatlon■ and lfare F wids 
and ueually one otber meeting in New York or Cleveland. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Slncerely, 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 
DJS:mp 



Octob r 11, 197 

Rabbi B rnard isen an 
Cong r gation od f n lo 
450 South a rn y 
Denv r, Colol9ado 80222 

Dear rnie: 

It was a leasure visiting wit you and s aking at t 
Adult In titute. 

My ns s ere 186. 00 fo t air r , 30. 00 for 
hotel and ·zs. 00 for incidentals, tr sportation, parking 
etc. 

I enjoyed our brief visit and good luck witn your kadusnin 
re islon. 

inc r ly, 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 

DJS:mp 



... 

CONGREGATION RODEF SHALOM 

RABBI BERNARD EISENMAN 
STUDY: RO DEF SHALOM 

October 15 1972 

Dear Rabbi Silver; 

322-01 !50 388-3472 
4!50 S. KEARNEY 

RESIDENCE: ■■r■ ■■ 
DENVER.COLORADO 
80222 
3!5!5-3472 
483 SO. NIAGARA 

Thank you for the wonderful convocation lecture 

which opened the Denver Institute of Jewish 

Studies. 

Enclosed please find checks far your lecture 

and travel expenses. 

~u, 

Bernard Eisenman 
Rabbi 
Dean Denver Institute 
of Jewish Stu4ies. 

DBNVBll'S CONSBllVATIVB SYNAGOGUE 

A/fi/illted w,il,: THB UNITED SYNAGOGUE OP AMBR.ICA 
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Cctobe r 20, 1972 

bbl Bernard ,laeoman 
Congregation R.odef Shalom 
450 S. Kearney 
Denver, Colorado 

D r Berni : 

This will acknowledg receipt of tb check for the 
honorarium for my vislt to De n r. It was a pleasure 
b ing with you and I wish your program 11 •ucceaa. 

I hope our paths will agalao:roaa in the not-too-di1tant 

future. 

Since rely, 

Danlel Jeremy Silver 

DJS:mp 



DENVER 

Background Summar of 
Relationship to NFJC 

After much prodding by CJFWF leaders to 
provide $7,500 over a three-year period 
to help NFJC get started, Denver made a 
single grant of $1,000 in 1960 and then 

made no further allocation until 1968 when it allocated $200. This 
amount was repeated in 1969. When the Lump Sum program was inaugu
rated, Denver did not respond but it did increase its allocation 
to the NFJC to $500 in 1970 and has repeated this amount in 1971 
and 1972.(We usually receive the allocation in January of the year 
following the campaign from which the funds are distributed.) 
Denver makes no allocation to any national cultural agency other 
than NFJC. In response to persistent urging, the Executive sug
gested that we nominate Moses M, Katz to the NFJC Board. Mr. Katz 
never replied to our communications, never attended an NFJC meeting, 
and since 1971 all mail to him has been returned by the Post Office. 

Community Leaders Since the death of Adolph Kiesler in the early 
1960s there has been no one from Denver who 
participates on a sustained basis in national 

Jewish affairs. Mandel Berenbaum, an attorney, has been on the 
CJF Board for several years but rarely puts in an appearance. The 
Executive, Nthan Rosenberg, now close to retirement, does not par
ticipate much in CJF meetings or in professional conferences. He 
has failed to develop lay leaders who develop contacts with Jewish 
communal leaders in . other cities and discover what other Jewish 
communities are doing. There is a general feeling in the Jewish 
community organization field that Denver is a "closed", provincial, 
unenlightened community. It has no local CRC but is served by a 
regional ADL office. B'nai B'rith is the dominant national Jewish 
organization. 

Fund Raising In 1969 the Denver Fund raised approximately $1,500,000. 
By 1971 this had increased to $2,J84,ooo. It is 
estimated that the 1972 campaign will raise $4,717,000, 

It has been reported that there have been two •windfall" gifts this 
year of $1 million each. 

Contacts, Mandel Berenbaum, CJFWF Board Member, former President, 
Allied Jewish Community Council 

1700 Broadway. 825-7106 

Moses M. Katz, Former Board Member, NFJC 
1200 Humboldt 62J-o4J4 

Nathan Rosenberg, Exec. Vice Pres., Allied Jewish 88WPIB!ity 
400 Kittredge Bldg. 266-)107 
John Kamlet, President, Allied Jewish Community Council 
1150&:E. Colrax Unpublished telephone number 
Aurora, Colo. 88 010 

Amount Requested: $6,160. Communities of comparable population and fund raising: 
Milwaukee - $6,000 
Rochester - $10,000 
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The Lesson of Forest Hills 

Roger Starr 

T HE conflict trif!gcrcd by the attempt to 
build a low-income public-housing 

projc t in the Forest Hill~ section of ~ew York 
h~ s raised a great m=tny difficult and unpleas
Jllt issues. Underlying all of them, however, h 
tl~c· general question of ··~cauer-~ite housing"
_the policy, that is, of c!dihcrately placing low
in,- ,me housing in middle-income neighborhoods. 
Considering how much resistance this policy can 
!, :: n:1:itr, and how :.1u h bitterness follows each 
c:1..·monstration of resistance, there has been ·aston
ishinJ1) little effort co ex~n1ine the ideas behind 
it. On the contrary, the Yalue of scatter-site hous
ing h:t~ simply been r;a'~en as self-e,·ident .by n1any 
libcr.d , by n1any officia:i~ of the federal govern
:11t1H, ~ind by 1nany men1bers of Congress. So 
;1~u.:h has this been the cJse that one is hard-put 
to fi nd a cle:irly )~:itcd rationale for the policy 
t ·.at cln be ex:1r.1incd and considered on its mcr
ils. ~c::vcr~::e.~~s. it:c bsence of such a rationale 
has . 0: ~:· ... ··,c:1teci ~he Department of Housing 
;;.r.d L .-~~!,": Develop1nent fro1n placing the power 
cf ~::..: . ..:,~eral gon~rment behind scatter-site 
:10:, ·:.n~ i:,y effenive1y !orbidding the disburse
:ntr.t 0i ,4ny funher federal subsidies for housing 
in drc:1s ia wl~ich bla(k or poor people already 
li\'C. 

In general, the advoc:.tes of scatter-site housing 
seem t0 be!ieYe that sprinkling low-income fa1n
i!:~~ i:1 relatively expensive neighborhoods will 
m~kt .i ~ignific:int contribution to tht advance
me H oi ~:le: poor (~nd panicularly the non-white 
poor) ~:i .-\n-.ericJ.n cities. If, by definition, scatter
site h(.,u~inJ cannc,t be numerically significant, its 
)i~ ,ific-.1nce rr.t:H be ~ymbolic: it 1nust demon
!ltratc that higher-~ ncome families stand ready 
spontaneously to <:n1bracc these newcomers or . , 
that city oificials will force their acceptance. The 
wr;Hh of Forest Hills soured the symbol, and in 
the turbulent aftermath it should have become 
clear that the city's elected officials cannot paste 
smiles of welc~me on the faces of their belligerent 
constituents. ~or are they likely to try, easily 

kou:1t STAkR, " ·hose contrihutiom to CoMM£1'TARY include 
.. \\'hat's Leh?" (August 1971), "The Aristocrat in Local 
Politics" (J;inuar)' 1971), and "John V. Lindsay: A Political 
Portrait" (February J!,70), is cxccuth·c director of the 
.Citizens' Housing and Planning Council of New York, Inc. 

preferring to abort any similar proposal that 
mi~ht provoke a similarly surly response. 

But by no means do all proponents of scatter
site housing regard the difficulties over Forest 
Hills as conclusive. Some seek. to explain these 
difficulties by attributing them to the size of this 
particnlar project. Forest Hills, in\'olving three 
high-rise buildings and 840 familirs, n1ay indeed 
be too big, but there is little evidence that a 
smaller project would have engendered less vig
orous opposition. Thus a project approved for 
the Lindenwood area of Queens has now been 
killed by local opposition even though it was to 
hold little more than half the people of the 
Forest Hills project, in buildings only about one
third as high. 

Others have attributed the trouble in Forest 
Hills to bigotry which, they argue, deserves little 
or no con~idera tion. It would be hard to main
tain convincingly that there are no bigots in For• 
est Hills, but racial bigotry cannot be the rea
son why a black middle-class group living in the 
Baisley Park neighborhood of Queens objected 
strongly t0 a 200-unit scatter-site project planned 
for that area in the same year as the Forest Hills 
project. In fact, the Baisley Park opposition, with 
the support of the same New York State ~AACP 
chapter which has been very outspoken in cas
tigating the present opponents of Forest Hills, 
~ucceeded in having the project withdrawn from 
consideration even before it came to a public 
hearing. At a private meeting in the office of the 
then Borough President of Queens, I heard peo
ple who claimed to be representatives of the Bais
ley Park neighborhood saying almost exactly the 
same things which the alleged representatives of 
the Forest Hills residents now say. They told the 
Borough President that the project was to be put 
in their neighborhood because the !\layor didn't 
care about their views, felt they were powerless, 
and was quite prepared to sacrifice them and 
their homes and their property values to his polit
ical ambitions. 

Still another argument is that scatter-site hous• 
ing would have been entirely successful in Forest 
Hills if there had been more '"involvement" of 
the "con1munity" from the beginning. Yet one 
of the specific irritants arose from too much, not 
too little, local consultation. As a • portent of 
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arrhi1<·rt11r;1l wontlrrs to romc, thC' oriidnal dcsi~n 

of the project w;1s widrly shown in the area aflcr 

the plan had hccn ;ippto,·r<I. \\'hen this design 

turned out to he too cxpcn\i\'c for fcdcr.11 sub

sidi,at ion, the consultation itself was taken as 

proof of an intent to dccC'i,·c the loral people. 

I •· IT has always hecn hard to find a 
clearly stated rationale in writing for 

scatter-site housing, one could ACt at some of the 

reason!\ behind the policy in conversation with 

the ~cw York City officials who were responsible 

for the original dc,·clopmcnt of the progran1 in 

1966. These officials held the view that a neigh• 

borhood which contains people with a wide varia• 

tion of incomes is better than an economically 

homogeneous neighborhood; and they further 

bclic\'ed-as apparently federal housing officials 

ha\'c also come to do-that government has the 

right and the duty to foster the development of 

such heterogcnous nei~hborhoods. 
1~he enthu~iasn1 of New York's officials for 

scatter-site housing did not rest sin1ply on the 

effects they expected it to have on the mostly non• 

white poor people who would be moved into 

n1orc pro~perous neighborhoods inhabited mostly 

by whites. They believed that scattering low-rent 

units in middle-class areas would also have 

a healthy effect on the middle-class residents of 

those areas who would perforce become more 

tolerant and more worldly-1nore, in short, like 

residents of the \Vest Side of ~Ianhattan, from 

which the key figures in the Lindsay administra• 

tion's early housing program themselves largely 

came. 
The '\Vest Side of ~Ianhattan, lying roughly 

between 59th and 125th Streets, and between 

Central Park and the Hudson River, becomes cru

cial to any discussion of housing integration not 

only because the impulse to scatter-site housing 

started there, but because it actually reflects, per• 

haps uniquely among American neighborhoods, 

a consistent pattern of juxtaposition of high-rent 

and low-rent housing. Only one city block sep

arates the luxurious apartment houses of Cen• 

tral Park vVest from the tenements of Columbus 

Avenue; only a few steps separate those same 

tenements fro1n the stone row houses that were 

built on the side streets for exclusive occupancy 

by the single families who could afford them. The 

cle\'ated railway that once ran up Columbus Ave• 

nue blighted the avenue for any but low-income 

families. But for the more prosperous, there was 

Central Park \Vest and Riverside Drive and West 

End Avenue, as well as the side streets-all made 

practical by excellent up• and down-town public 

transportation. This basic pattern of land use per• 

siste<l, even after the side-street houses were con• 

vertcd into rooming houses or tiny apartments 

an<l filled with Puerto Ricans and blacks in the 

years following the end o{ the Second World War. 

As a result of these demographic changes, the 

------ -

rcntral ~hopping thorou~hfarc of the \Vest Side, 

upper Broadway, ofiru the ohCicn·cr a uniquely 

human mixture that mis:;ht he charnctcri,ed as a 

rcali1.ation of the dream of Amc-riran pluralism. 

t'hc shoppers include hlacks, Puerto Ricans, and 

whites of <lirfcrin~ ethnic origin: the store\, res

taurano, and rafcs run the gamut of all the many 

groups whose members now inhabit the \Vest 

Side. Economically, too, the \Vest Side is hctcro• 

gcncous. Its 1najor urban-renewal project, which 

sought to replace the Columbus A,·cnue tene

ments with 1nodcrn apartment hou~es and to 

enable the side-street row houses to revert to 

single-fan1ily occupancy, included more than 

2,500 low-rent public-housing units in its final 

plans. At least that many poor families had been 

living in the area before the renewal started. 

To enjoy the apparently happy juxtaposition 

of. so many different ethnic and socioeconomic 

groups, however, it is well to remain on the clut• 

tered sidewalks of Broadway. For the exciting 

but on the whole harmonious vista of Broadway 

is not sustained in the ·rest of the area. The \i\ est 

Side, historically, produced a bumper crop of pri

vate schools so that the row-house and elevator. 

apartment families could mitigate with social dis

tance their physical propinquity to their poorer 

neighbors. The split between private-school fam

ilies and public-school families still continues; the 

public schools, with rare exceptions, attract few of 

the higher-income children. The febrile political 

life of the \Vest Side confirms the suspicion that 

the hu·man mix of varied incon1e groups disturbs 

as many as it pleases; there is undiminished ten• 

sion between the leaders of the low-income 

groups, or at least those who claim leadership, 

and the higher-income groups, generally o,·er the 

question of how much low-income housing will, 

in the final analysis, b~ permitted in the urban

renewal area. 
No matter how entertaining, then, one may find 

the spectacle of Broadway, it remains difficult to 

point to one concrete social result of the inter• 

mingling of diverse income groups, one sign of 

effective social action, which would not othendse 

have taken place. \Vhethcr the upper-income res• 

idents are more tolerant than their counterparts 

in economically homogeneous neighborhoods is 

doubtful. And at the other end, it is almost impos

sible to find one measurable difference between 

the pride, energy, political awareness, or social 

mobility of the low-income residents of the \Vest 

Side and the low-income residents of the 

Lower East Side, or Harlem, or Brownsville in 

Brooklyn. 

DESPITE all this, the Department of I-lousing and 

Urban Development has pron1ulgate<l guidelines 

based on the assumption that the case for locating 

low-income housing in middle-income neighbor• 
hoods has been made and proved. 

Since the establishment of the public-housing 
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pro~ran1 in 1937. the federal ~o,·enuncnt has 
opted to put puhlic housinh on incx1>ensh·c lane.I, 
thus gcneralJy rrinforcinh the way in whirh 
members of di If rrcnt snc:ial classes "naturally" 
clistrihutc thcm~ch-rs in the ritics. ·rhe go,·crn
mcnt did this without ever considering the cxis
tcnre of social class. It simply limited the amount 
of 1noncy that rould he spent on each :1part
ment in a puhlic-housing- llc,·clopmcnt. Ahhoug-h 
no words explicitly mandatin~ this policy 
app(·arcd in the puhlic-housin~ law after 19·18, 
the intent of the law was obvious. Dwellings 
had to be economical in "construction and ad
ministration" if they were to be subsidized; and 
the ad1ninistrators extcn<lc<l this statutory lan
guage by estab1ishinh a dollar lin1it (which could, 
howe\'.er, occasionally he waived) on the total cost 
of development, includin~ land. 

If not for the intensifying national concern 
with racial equality, the federal housing agen
cies would probably have continued to a,·ert their 
gaze from the realities of social class in the 
United States. But race could not be ignored. In 
the imn1ediatc postwar years, the FHA discour-· 
aged mortgage bankers from making loans in 
interracial neighborhoods because, as an insurer, 
FHA worried that mortgages in interracial com
munities were intrinsically unsafe. After great 
pressure ha<l been applied by Presidents Kennedy 
and Johnson, FHA appraisers and officials 
decided they could safely ignore race. Non
discrimination in housing became £or the first 
time official federal policy. \Vhen non
discrimination failed to bring many racially
integrated neighborhoods into existence, some 
commentators blamed the income difference 
bet,,·een the median white and the median black 
family. The l 9i0 census indicates drastic reduc
tion in this difference, but recent federal hous-• 
ing policy ha!. increasingly been based on an 
implied contrary theory to the effect that racial 
differences in income will be everlasting. 

On the assumption that the goal of housing 
policy should be racial integration, and given the 
theory of permanent income difference between 
the races, the conclusion drawn by the federal 
go\'crnment was irresistible-government policy 
must seek to obliterate the significance of income 
to housing location. On this syllogistic base, man
dating an attack on the class structure of American 
cities, the federal government founded the scatter
site housing policy embodied in the new HUD 
guidelines. 

l 
J 
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The HUD list contains eight separate categories 
on which a housing proposal may be rated as supe
rior, adequate, or poor; a rating of supe! rior gets priority over a rating of adequate in the 

~ award of federal subsidies, while a rating of poor 

1
1 in any category disqualifies the proposal from any 

subsidy at all. 

\ 
• 
' 1 

Only two of these categories-the second and 
third-concern us here. Category Two, entitled 

-· ► ........... ... •• 1 ...... .... .............. .. 
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..~I inority Housing Opportunities," permits offi
cials to rate as suJ,crior only those propo\als 
which would open up area\ for "1ninority-group" 
residence in whirh there arc few or no members 
of surh Aroups now li\'ing. 1·he wording of the 
criterion specifically excludes from a supr.rior 
rating any project whirh would stand in an exist
ing racially-mixed area except if the area were 
part of an officially planned redevelopment, and 
it rould be proved that .. sufficient, comparahle 
opportunities exist for housing for minority fam
ilies, in the income range to be served by the 
proposed project, outside the area of minority 
concentration." Obviously, if there were such 
housing opportunities already available else
where, it would be unnecessary to rebuild the 
slum in the first place. 

Otherwise the best a project in a racially-mixed 
area can hope for is a rating of adequate, and 
then only if it can be shown that "the project 
will not cause a significant increase in the propor
tion of minority to non-n1inority residents in the 
area." As a footnote, the guidelines require that 
these stipulations must be "accompanied by doc
umented findings based upon relevant racial, 
socioeconomic, and other data and information." 
1 .. his means that if any sponsor-a government 
agency, a nonprofit group, a profit-motivated 
builder, whatever-wishes to erect a government
subsidized apartment house in a racially-mixed 
area, the sponsor can get approval only after 
demonstrating that the racial distribution of the 
new tenants will be in the same proportion as 
the racial distribution already obtaining in the 
area. If the government believes anyone can 
promise this without installing a quota system 
for tenant selection, it has failed to explain 
how. 

A s FOR a project in an area of minority
group concentration, it can be con

sidered adequate only if it is necessary "to meet 
overriding housing needs." An explanatory note 
points out that a need resulting fro1n exclusionary 
practices elsewhere does satisfy the criterion. This 
last seems fair enough, given the premises. It does 
not seem fair, however, that a proposal for sub
sidized new housing to be built in an area, say, 
of black concentration must be disappro\'ed C\'en 
if, demonstrably, the people living in that area 
want to remain there and also want an oppor
tunity to improve the quality 0£ their housing. 
Is improving housing quality to be considered an 
"overriding housing need"? The federal govern
ment tells every minority group in the nation 
that its members are free to live wherever they 
want, yet under this rule, if they want to live 
in the neighborhoods in which they are already 
living, they had better be able to show that they 
are camping on the sidewalk. 

Thus, by an irony which is be·coming familiar 
in other fields of government activity as well, 
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mea\urcs aitucd at expanding the freedom o( non• 
whites arc actually ha\'ing the effect of li1niting 
that freedom. In this c:tsc, government policy 
allows non-whites the choice of living in prcdo1n• 
inantly non-white areas-a choke which n1any 
1night wish to make and should certainly have 
the rip_ht to make-only at the sacrifice of any 

• chance to g<'t better housing. A jtulgmcnt has 
been rendered to the cff cu that a nci~hborhood 
compo'-C<l predominantly of non-whites is not 
good cnou~h to dcscr\'C federal support, what• 
e\'cr may be the wishes of its n1cmbcrs. 

Furthermore-and here we have another irony 
emerging fro1n \Vashington's integrationist activ
isn1-the implied promise, that the federal govern
n1cnt will supply adequate housing for non
whites in predominantly white sections, is 
itself illusory. Although the federal govern
ment has the power to prevent housing from 
being built, it has no power to force the construc
tion of housing in a local area over the expressed 
will of the government of that area. Thus, the 
suspicion arises that one reason for the develop
ment of the new guidelines of site selection may 
be the desire of the present Housing administra• 
tion-following, no doubt, policy established in 
the \Vhite House or the ·Budget Bureau-to avoid 
paying out subsidies for new housing. The fed
eral pocketbook will be protected on both flanks. 
Local governments will not wish to build in areas 
that are not already occupied by non-whites, and 
the federal guidelines will forbid them to build 
anywhere else, on sites which are mixed or occu
pied predominantly by minorities. There being 
nowhere else to build, nothing will be built. 

As CATEGORY Two of the HUD guidelines 
seeks to promote racial integration, • Cate
gory Three seeks to promote socioecomonic 
integration. This category, "Improved Loca• 
tion for low(er) Income Families," starts 
bravely with a few general assertions amounting 
to a pledge by the govern1nent to provide 
"low (er) income" households with a wide choice 
of locations. Incidentally, that e.e. cuminings-like 
word "low (er)" serves to remind the reader that 
government guidelines apply not merely to public 
housing for low-income families, but also to other 
forms of subsidized housing which is offered to 
families with somewhat higher incomes. In the 
peculiar language that takes shape on the electric 
typewriters of government, 11lower" means "less 
low than low." Low-income housing is for peo
ple whose income is as low as possible, and who 
therefore are eligible for public housing. Lower
income housing, however, is for families whose 
income is generally below the median level, 
which includes many whose income is still too 
high for low-income public housing. 

Once we have scrambled over this curious lin
guistic barrier, we come to the two final objec
tives: that subsidized housing should be served 

with all the facilities and utilities that unsubsi
di1cd housing is served with: an<l that subsidized 
housing should he .. reasonably accessible" to job 
opportunities. These, in a simpler day, -woulcl 
ha,·c been the two primary requirements for 
selecting housing location. Now, however, they 
have become subsidiary to the objective of 
separating some suhsidizcd housing from other 
suh~idizc<l housing, of dividing some low-income 
people from other low-income people. Here 
again, as with racial integration, a realistic 
appraisal of the govcrnn1cnt's actual powers in 
this field leaves one wondering what choice it is 
really in a position to offer. Since it cannot 
require housing to be built in a particular loca• 
tion, its refusal to permit federally-subsidized 
housing to be located "in a section characterized 
as one of subsidized housing," may well mean that 
federally-subsidized housing will not be built any
where at all. Surely this provision will prevent the 
systematic upgrading of low-income neighbor
hoods, even if they are favorably located with 
respect to jobs and transportation. 

Obviously, no one would want to locate a sin
gle subsidized project by itself in the midst of a 
decayed low-income neighborhood. Once the 
neighborhood is decayed and no longer economi
cally self-sustaining, only federal subsidies can pos• 
sibly resuscitate its housing. But the federal guide
lines, placing their primary emphasis on inte
grating low-income families into unsubsidized 
middle-class neighborhoods, would rule out plac
ing subsidized buildings-not only public hous• 
ing, but any kind of subsidized buildings-in suf. 
ficient proximity to protect each other from the 
decayed surroundings. 

IT SHOULD BE easy to bring forth a more 
constructive set of housing policies 

than these, leaving aside· that gloomiest of all dis
mal subjects, the who and how of economic sub
sidization of housing. As to the end and purpose 
of housing subsidization, surely this go,·ernment 
investment · should be measured by the level of 
housing choice truly made available rather than 
by the degree of racial and economic integration 
achieved in the policy directive. 

The cornerstone of housing choice must be a 
program which will n1ake impossible the exclu• 
sion of families from access to housing because of 
their race· or nationality. This must be as true 
in Forest Hills (where exclusionary practices 
must in part be responsible for the scarcity 
of black families) as everywhere else. But there 
is a great difference between effecti\'ely banning 
discrimination and exclusion on the one hand, 
and numerically mandating racial or economic 
integration on the other. The former lies within 
the practical scope of go\'ernmental activity. The 
latter-if it accomplishes anything at all-merely 
impedes the exercis.: of personal choice by black 
or white. 
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Second. go\·crnmcnt subsidy pro~r;uns should 
he 1nallc ;l\'ailahlc (or those who need better 
housing. and cannot ohtain it wi1hout subsidy, 
u·l1rr,•t1rr thrsc pl'oplc may want to live, pro\'ided 
th;tt the housing offers suitahlc access to u-ans
port=ttion. education. and job opportunities. 
These utilitarian criteria come first, because given 
a flourishing economy. they pro\'iclc the means 
by which social classes arc, in fact. rearran~cd 
and their mC'mhcrships pooled. The effort to 
accomplish the same objective by spatial rc
:irrangerncnt mistakes the nature of the problc1n: 
and, worse, it fools no one . 

Third. go\'crnmcnt subsidy programs must 
come to tcnns with the fact that there are house
holds in the city which. for whate\'cr reasons, are 
unable to live in a housing dc\'clopmcnt without 
presenting a serious danger to their neighbors 
and to the building itself. At present cost levels, 
and with the present inadequate level of supply, 
it seerns absurd to give these families good hous
ing, which they then grievously damage, while 
other fatnilics who could use the housing fruit
fully ·wait on endless lines. The assurance by 
Chairman Simeon Golar of the New York City 
Housing Authority that all prospective tenants 
of the Forest Hills project would· be carefully 
screened to keep out the destructive was a step in 
the right direction-and a most unusual one in 
the present climate. So too is the complex subsidy 
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formula developed in the housing bill recently 
passed by the United States Senate which, 
properly administered and adequately funded, 
should he of great help in providing new houses 
for families o( limited income. (If a similar pro
gram could be developed for existing buildings, 
the help might even be greater, but that is 
another story.) 

Simply because Forest Hills produced so n1uch . 
bad fcelin~. the priorities suggested here might 
be taken as a formula for social peace. It would 
he nice if, indeed. they worked out that way, but 
they should not be taken to be non-controversial. 
If subsidized housing is to be located where job 
opportunities exist, that housing may well be 
placed in areas in the city, or outside it, where 
low-income families will be living for the first 
time. Possibly-perhaps probably-perhaps inevita
bly, the opposition to their prospective arrival 
will be just as hard as that of Forest Hills, and 
just as clamorous. But the objective is different. 
While the scatter-site program expresses primarily 
a symbolic objective, the siting of housing to make 
economic opportunity available follows tradi
tional American attitudes toward work and 
human dignity and social mobility. It may, in 
the end, be harder to mobilize opposition to it 
siinply because, using the value system of the 
potential opponents themselves, it makes such very 
good sense. 
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Quotas by Any Other Name 

Earl Raab 

I~ ~larch 1971, the San Francisco School 
Board decided to eliminate a num

hcr of administrative positions. This meant 
that the people occupying those positions 
would ha,·c to be "deselected," the delicate term 
uc,cd throughout for <lcn1otion. Only 71 jobs were 
in\'oh'cd, according to one published plan, but, 
for technical reasons, 125 administrators were ac
tually notified that they were in line for demo-. uon. 

The school board formally established several 
critc;·ia for <lcsclection, including "the racial and 
tthnic needs'' of Mudcnts, "special sensitivity to 
unique problems." competence, experience, and 
prnious service. But the superintendent of 
,< hools and his staff in fact adopted in its "affir
rn:tt:\'C action reorganization plan," a somewhat 
diflcrcnt procedure. Following guidelines handed 
do\\'n by the Department of Health, Education and 
\\'elf are, the San . Francisco authorities used nine 
categories in making their detenninations: Negro/ 
Hbck, Chinese, Japanese, Korean, An1erican 
Indian, Filipino, Other Non-\Vhite, Spanish
s,Jcaking/Spanish Surname, and Other White. In 
the words of a State Hearing Officer: ..... strict 
\Cniority would be followed in 'deselecting' ad-
111inistrators who have been classified as 'Other 
\\'hite,' and all those administrators in the other 
t'ight designated minority groups would be cx
l'lllpcc<l from such clcselection process." In short, 
and in plain English, only whites-except for 
Spanish surname /Spanish-speaking whites-would 
Le dcinotcd. And indeed, all J 25 administrators 
pur on notice were such "Other \Vhitcs." 

~lany of the underlying issues in a growing 
number of similar contretcn1ps around the coun
try came to the surface here. \Ve all know the 
rrasons behind affirmative-action programs-that 
1', 1n·ograms which attempt to remedy disadvan
taRcs suffered by blacks and others because of 

t:u1.. RAAB, cxccutin~ director o( the Jcwi~h Community 
Rd:a1to111 Council of San Franci!\co, is the author, with 
Sc-)mour ~lartin Li~ct, of ·r1ie Politics o/ Ut1rtaJor1. Mr. 
k;,~b·s art_iclc, .. The Deadly Innocences of American Jews," 
1ppcutd an our December 1970 number. 
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past inequities-but on what working principles 
are such programs to be implemented? How do 
these principles relate to or shift the ~ystem of 
American values? And, since by sociological 
accident Jews are so often caught in the middle 
of affirmative-action programs, how does the entire 
phenomenon affect the future of Jewish life in 
America? 

AFFIRMATIVE ACTION became an official part of 
An1erican social philosophy in the middle 1960's. 
The image of the shackled runner was widely 
used: Imagine a hundred-yard dash in which one 
of the two runners has his legs shackled together. 
He has progressed ten yards, while the un
shackled runner has gone fifty yards. At that 
point the judges decide that the race is unfair. 
How do they rectify the situation? Do they mere
ly ren1ove the shackles and allow the race to 
proceed? Then they could say that "equal op-

• • portunity" now prevailed. But one of the runner!, 
would still be forty yards ahead of the other. 
\Vould it not be the better part of justice to al• 
low the previously shackled runner to n1akc up 
the forty-yard . gap, or to start the race all o\'er 
again? That would be affirmati\'~ action toward 
-equality. In September 1965 President Johnson 
prescribed such action in employment in Execu
tive Order 11246. 

As it developed in the 1960's, affirmati\'e action 
in cn1ployment took on a number of working 
definitions all designed to give members of his
torically disadvantaged groups an edge in the 
process of con1pctition: (1) Seeking out qualified 
applicants among disadvantaged groups; (2) 
Giving "preferential treatn1ent" to applicants 
from disadvantaged groups whose qualifications 
were roughly equal to those of other applicants 
(this is similar to the older principle of "veterans' 
preference," rccon1pense for a competitive dis
ability imposed by society in the past) ; (3) Elim• 
inating cultural bias in determining the nature 
of relevant qualification; (4) Providing special 
training and apprenticeship- (or qualifiable ap
plicants to bring them "up to the mark." There 
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wa~. too, a clrcpcr lc,·c1 of affirmative action in
volved in hreaking the Jong-ran~c d1ain of gen
erational factors whirh ha<I romc to he seen a~ 
impc-ding the group's ability to compete-factors 
like family ha<·kground and the ronclitions r,ov
crning 1noti,·atio11 in school. ·ro affect these factors 
was the intent of the anti-poverty program, of the 
compensatory cclurat ion programs, the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act, and so forth. 

Jn accord with the general principle of giving 
an edge to historically disadvantaged groups in the 
process of r0111pctition, the San Francisco school 
board, two years before the case of the deselected 
administrators broke out, had resolved 11 to im
plement a progran1 of faculty racial and ethnic 
balance which more closely approximates the 
racial and ethnic distribution of the total school 
population so long as such efforts maintain or 
impro\'c quality of education." Thus there had 
been an active attempt to find qualified non
white or Hispanic personnel, and to give such 
personnel preferential treaunent in hiring and 
pron1otion. There was also a special administra
tive training course for minority personnel within 
the district, so that they would be better prepared 
to compete• whenever vacancies occurred. No 
trouble arose over these policies. 

However, a subtle but critical line was crossed 
beyond affirmative action in the case of the de
selected administrators. For here it was no longer 
a matter of giving me1nbers of a disadvantaged 
group an edge in the process of con1petition; here 
it became a matter of eliminating the concept of 
competition altogether. It was not a matter of 
affirmative action toward equal opportunity, but 
a matter 0£ eliminating equal opportunity al-
together. . ... 

0 NE of the marks of the free society is 
the ascendance of performance over 

ancestry-or, to put it more comprehensive
ly, the ascendance of achieved status over 
ascribed status. Aristocracies and racist societies 
confer status on the basis of heredity. A demo
cratic society begins with the cutting of the an
cestral cord. This by itself docs not yet n1ake a 
humanistic society or even a properly democratic 
one. There is, for example, the not inconsider
able question of distributive justice in rewarding 
perforn1ance. But achieved versus ascribed status 
is one inexorable dividing line between a demo
cratic and an undemocratic society. This is the 
aspect of democracy which represents the primacy 
of the individual, and of individual freedom. It ' 
has to do with the belief that an individual exists 
not just to serve a social function, but to stretch 
his unique spirit and capacities for their own 
sake: "the right of every man not to have but to 
be his best." In that sense, it could be said that a 
principle o{ ascribed equality-a kind of perverse 
hereditary theory-would be as insidiously de-

strurti\'c of the individual and of individual free
dom as a prindplc of as,·ribcd inc,1uality. 

Of , ·01.1rsc the laws, the rules of the game, ha\'( · 
to he roughly the same for everyone if the S)Sten, 

is to work ideally. rrhis has not been the ca,e 
Further, we ha\'e come to learn how hca\'y th t 
suhcultural load is which each 1ndi\'idual r~uri <" 
at birth. At its best, a democratic society providt
institutional .,catch-up" aids for individual \Cl£ 

reali1ation, ~uch as free rommon schools. The, , 
already is the seed-principle of affirmative actio1, 
'fhc free common schools ha\'e not necessarily \, 
always scr\'cd that purpose. But if they are Aawc, 
in practice, the remedy is to make them confon 
more closely to the system of values they ar 
meant to serve. If on the other hand we want t 
scrap the system, we should be clear that this 
what we are doing and we should be aware of tl 
possible consequences. 

The practical consequences for the admini~t ; 
tion of justice, for example, are clearly dem 
strated in the case of the deselected administ1 
tors in San Francisco. At a formal hearing, th( 
were these exchanges between the attorney for 1: 

deselected administrators, and the representat i 
of the school superintendent. The attorney is a. 
ing the questions: 

Question: Do you know that Armenians, . 
well as being a minority ethnic group, have h::i 
a his tory of persecution and disadvantage? 

Answer: No, I ne\'er studied that. 
Question: Did you ever hear of the persec 

tion of the Armenians by the Turks? 
Answer: Not as I recall. 
Question: Did you ever hear of the disach,• 

tage which Armenians in California suffered 
Fresno and Bakersfield? 

Answer: I ani not aware of it. 
Question: If the [demoted Armenian] resp 

dent in this case says: "I am an Armenian ;. 
I want to be treated as a separate minori : 
what would you do with his case? 

Answer: For the purposes of this, I ,,·o 
judge hin1 to be •'white" and put him 
"white" because there is no specific Armen· 
classification. . . . 

Question: Would you consider that 
Jewish people were an ethnic group? 

Answer: Yes. 
Question: Do you believe that there is a 1 

tory of persecution and disadvantage wL 
the Jewish people have had? 

Answer: I ha,·e some remote knowlcdg 
this. 

Question: Now suppose one of the re\i; 
dents in this case came to ) 'OU and said: I 

• a member of an ethnic minority, one of 
Jewish people, and I believe that by re. 
of our historical disadvantage that we w, 
like to be treated as a separate ethnic gr· 
what would your reply be? 

Answer: That we have no category for 
as a Jew. 
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In ~hort. 110 irnli\'i,lual Armenian or Jew nn1ld 

hr <on,id<'r<'d tor rc.·tcntion in his joh. l11 allirma
li\'t'•:trtio11 1hcot y. the rarial or cthnir g1011p is 
u,l'<l to itlcnrify those indi\'iduals who ~houl<I, a~ 
,t mailer of historical justice. he ~h·cn a con1-
p<·n,atory ~dgc_ in t_hc ~ompct it ion. But the prin
, iplr of lu'itonral Just 1c-c as supposed to ha lance 
indi,·idual ju,ticc. not to rcpla(·c it. It is one 
thiug when the cmployr<'s o( a gi\'Cll company 
;ire white in ma,si\'e disproportion ,uul the h)ack 
population in tl_,al c<~mmunity i~~ mas~i\'cly mul~r
t'lllployccl. Ilut 1f white Joe Snnth and black Jim 
Jone, arc currently employed, and one must be 
fiH"tl. ~houlll Joe Smith he <lepriv<.·d of his job 
,okly because his ancestors were white? 1'hc need 
for soci:-.1 remedy in the first situation 1nust not 
he confl.1scd with the problem of individual jus
ci(c in- the second. Indeed, the life circun1stances 
of Joe Smith, his parental circumstances, may 
h:l\'c hccn more· disadvanta~ed than those of Jim 
.Jones-however large the statistical odds to the 
rnntrary. 

Cardozo wrote that " ... each case [of injus
tice] ... implies two thin~s: a wrong . done and 
,ornc assi~nable person who is wronged." In this 
r:1~<·, "historical injustice" means that a wrong 
committed in the ancestral past has affected some 
people in the present. Since society .imposed that 
w,on~ in the past, it has accepted an obligation 
to undo rt so far as possible in the present. But 
1hrrc is no way to measure the exact relationship 
htt,,·cc-n ancestral wrong and current da1nage for 
:rny ~in~n indi\'idual. Affirn1ative action, there
fc,H·, docs not represent specific acts of remedial 
jw,ticc, but rather a political program of social 
bcllcnncnt. If this program entails penalizin~ a 
,pcrific indi\'idual who is not assignable-who, 
1hat is, cannot be picked out from among his 
fellows ,,s one rcspon. ible for the historical wrong 
rhat is to he righted-then he is wronged in being 
pcn:tli1cd and an injustice has been committed. 
:\~ a member of society, he certainly shares the 
rtmcdial responsibility of the entire society in 
this case, but it is unjust to burden him with 
more than a proportional share. 

I~ San Franci~co, the school board 
enc.led up not demoting an)•onc in the 

c;"c of the deselected administrators. The direct 
:1,'iault on principle~ of individual justice was 
duh avoided. But the question of quotas rc
m.,inc·d. Iri the c:arly l 960's, when the legislative 
l,:1t11c: for civil rights was being superseded by 
di1r(t-action tactics, a demand for quota goals he
c1rnc part of confrontations on behalf of real ad
\".m<cs in employment. There was good reason for 
thi\ lactic, (or it put the bur<len of proof on em
ployers who would otherwise disclaim rcsponsibil
it)· for the absence of blacks in their firms. This 
"-a, especially true in certain unioni1.ed industries 
,,·here the employer was saying, We'd like to do 
more, but the unions won't let us, and the unions 

QUOTAS RY ANY OTIIF.R NAMEft, 

wc·rc sayin~. \Vc'rc doing our hc,t, hut it'~ the 
cmployl'rs· rr~ponsihiliry. Stating a quota goal wa~ 
often ;111 cfkrtivc way o( cstahli~hin~ responsibility 
for affiunativc action, and measuring results. ·rhc 
quor:1, in the sense of a fixed number, was not 
taken literally. 

Onrc it hr~ins to he taken literally, however, 
another rritiral line is crossed. Thus the Sup~r
intcmlcnt or Sdwols in S:1n Francisco has recent
ly propo~cd a plan whereby no more than 20 per 
cent of Other \\!hitcs wiJI he hired {or or pro
moted lo administrative positions in the first year, 
no more than JO per cent in the second year, and 
110 Other \Vhites at all in the ensuing years until 
ethnic and racial proportions a1nong administra
tors cq ual the respective proportions in the 
school population. 

Here we ha\'e a good example of the use of 
quotas not as a measure and instrument of affir
mative action but as a way of replacing achieve
ment with ascription by political fiat and without 
any reference to competitive performance. To say 
that the minority people to be hired will be 
"'qualified" is to evade the issue. If they are in
deed qualified or qualifiable, and affirmative ac
tion is taken, they will move at a certain pace into 
these positions anyway. But the inescapable as
sumption of the ascriptive approach, of the literal 
quota, is that minority people are not qualified 
or qualifiable, that they cannot compete even if 
given a competitive margin. The proposers of 
such a quota system are calling, then, for a social
welfare program, pure and simple, which indeed 
should not be performance-connected. 

But should their assumption of the hopeless 
inferiority of minority workers be accepted? Is 
the minority population to believe that it is in-
capable of competition un<ler any circumstances? 
Is the belief to be developed that performance 
should be abandoned on every level as- a criterion, 
not only of accomplishment, but of a sense of 
acco1nplish1nent? This would involve not only a 
basic shift in our values as a society, but a cruel 
and destructive hoax on expectations. . 

The saine shift is seen in another aspect of 
school life. The concept of 11 tracking"-0£ pro
viding a special pace for those children who are 
academically talented or motivated-has tradi
tionally had a built-in cultural bias. The tests 
used to determine talent were often skewed in 
favor of the white 1nicldle-dass child, while talents 
which were not academic in the usual sense were 
downgraded. Affirn1ative action seemed indicated: 
ahandonn1ent of old tests, special efforts to i<len
tif y talented non-white children, new attention 
to other talents. But there is now a distinct ten
dency to eliminate all tracking, all performance
grouping. The underlying premise was made 
dear by the demand o( one NAACP chapter that 
all classes for the mentally retarded should reflect 
the racial balance of the general school popula-
tion . . • 
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lt 5hould he very clear that these proposals are 
fru~tratcc.l reactions to the fact that white ~rhool 
children arc informally but effectively ascribed a 
superior status. But surely the remedy is to re
mc.wc that asniption by afiinnativc action as 
~wiftly as possihlc. not to move from asrrihcd in
equality to ascrihcd equality. In either case, the 
individual is wiped out. 

1·hc point a~ain is that human justice, as dis
tinct fron1 divine justice, 1nust center around the 
trcatm<'nt of assignable individuals. Divine jus
tice has often taken the fonn of a class action, 
and Joh wondered for all of us why it is not al
ways connected to individual performance. He 
received no answer except that man cannot al
ways understand the ways of God; and indeed 
our experience tells us that when any group of 
men try to impose a God-like style of political 
justice on human affairs, catastrophe ensues. This 
is why so many of us, in the continuing struggle 
to find a suitable human politics, are so stubborn 
about keeping individual performance and ac
countability rather than group ascription at the 
center of our system of values . 

BuT do not t~1e dangers implicit in the kind of 
ascriptive action taken in the case of the dese
lected administrators apply also to affirmative ac
tion? To the extent that affirmative action 
describes an active search for qualified applicants, 
or the bringing of tests for merit closer to occu
pational reality, or the training of qualifiable 
applicants. then the situation is not one of im
posing competitive disadvantage, but of removing 
it. However. to the extent that affirmative action 
also includes the principle of "veterans' prefer
ence" for members of specified minority groups, 
then obviously there is created a competitive dis
advantage for all individual members of "others" 
as a class. Whether it is a reasonable or unreason
able disadvantage will depend on the concrete 
circumstances of the given case and will under no 
circumstances be easy to determine . 

So too with the issue of pace. It is impossible to 
say when affirmative action is moving "fast 
enough,, or "too fast." Between 1968 and 1970, 
the proportion of defined minorities holding ad• 
ministrative jobs in the San Francisco school sys
tem increased from 11 per cent to 18 per cent. At 
that rate, the minorities made, in two years, about 
one-third of the progress needed for them to grow 
-and for whites to shrink-to proportions which 
parallel their proportions in the general popula
tion. (fhis, incidentally, was a large-city reflec
tion of the kind of statistical progress that was 
being made by minorities during the latter part 
of the J960's throughout the country. Between 
1962 and 1967, for example, the increased pro
portion o{ blacks in white-collar jobs represented 
about one-fifth of the progress needed for blacks 
to grow-and for whites to shrink-to proportions 

which parallel their respective representation in 
the total working force.•) 

Is that .. satisfactory.. progrcs\? To ask that 
question is a hit like asking (or a definition of 
.. ~arisfactory taxes": the answer always lies in 
some shifting combination of what is necdecl, 
what is felt to he ncc<lc<l, and what the traffic will 
bear. It is that cornhination which will determine 
the shifting point at which some individual 
whi Les will be "unduly" disadvantaged, or at 
which blacks wiJI he "un<luly" locked into the 
status quo. 

However satisfactory the progress made through 
affirmative action may or may not have been in 
the 1960's, it was made during a period of ec(} 
nomic expansion. That is one key to the success 
of affirmative action. In a constricting economy, 
certain kinds of affirmative-action programs will 
present the risk of slipping over into ascriptive 
action, or of raising impossible dilemmas in bal
ancing historical and individual justice. In some 
cases. certain programs may politically endanger 
progress that has already been made. All the 
theoretical talk about justice should not obscure 
the fact that affirmative action is a political as 
well as a moral exercise. 

I N SHORT, there is no blueprint for de
termining the suitability of affirma

tive-action programs. But there are several strong 
guidelines. One is that such programs should b~ 
pushed as far as the traffic will bear at any given 
time. Another is that they should not do specific 
injustice to specific people. The third is that the: 
should stay within a competitive, performance
related fran1ework. l'hus if the equivalent of "5 
points" is given to one applicant for a job, that 
might be considered within the limits of a com
petitive edge; ,if the equivalent of "75 points" is 
given, that might be considered a means of elim
inating competition altogether. Depending on the 
situation, if there are 100 promotions to be made. 
and IO members of a disadvantaged group are 
chosen, that might well not be as much as the 
traffic will bear; if 100 are edged into promotion, 
it might well be more than the traffic will bear. 

In the case of the deselected administrator 
there was a disproportionate number of Jews 
among those Other-\Vhite administrators who 
were to be demoted-because there is a dispro
portionate ·number of Jews among school 
administrators. Jews are not disproportionately 

• Accordiag to the figures usoo • by the San Francisco 
School District in propo~ing its new "quota S)-Slcm·• for 
administraton, the new 1971-72 a.<lministrati,·c ap
pointments, in part of a year, had increased the pcrc~nuge 
of minority administraton by about f ~r cent ... At 1h( 

present rate," said the District, if the quota system "·trt 
not used, it would take "at least twch·c more ~an•• [si,j 
to reach th~ goal of having the percentage of minority ad· 
ministraton corrnpond to racial proportions in the Khoo! 
population. 
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,rpznentc,1. hn,,·c,·rr, amon~ the lop achninistra
rorc. in pri\'alc intl11sl1 y: around San Frandsco, 
Jrw) orc:upy ahout one per c-cnl of surh positions. 
0uly fihccn years ;iho, llll>1'Co,-cr, a Calirornia 
J>tp;u tmcnt of Employmrnt ~urvcy indir.atcd that 
ahout a c1uancr of all California ctnploycrs would 
nut hire Jews (or white-collar joh~, no matter 
how wrll qualified they were. 1£ Jews arc con
H'nlratcd in the ctlau·ational Establishment, one 
rc;,vm •~ that they h;-1,·c not been forcih)y kept 
out o( it hy disnimination. H Jews should now 
f,c ~hut out of the educational Establishment, they 
"'·onlcl suffer as identifiable n1c1nbcrs of a his
tot ically disadvantaged ~roup; and they would 
hr,omc other than Othcr-\Vhite. 

Short of that, the sharpened compeution pro
vided by legitimate affirmative--action programs 

QUOTAS BY ANY OTHER NAM£/4S 

whirh follow the 1c;1sonahlc ~uidclincs suggested 
is a fact o( life whic-h Jews will have to sustain 
along with other 01 hcr-\Vhitcs. Such affirn1ati\'C 
ac:tion is an obligation o( this society, and a neces
sary in~rcdicnt o( its health, in which the Jews 
also have a strong scl(-interest. It is obvious too 
that the Jews 1nust have a spcdal interest in an 
expansionist Amcric·a n economy, especially in 
those public-service fields in which collisions are 
n1ost likely to take pl;U'e. But it is also fundamen
tal to the security of A1ncrican Jews that the wavy 
line in each instance between affirmative action 
and ascriptive action be firmly drawn. For an 
ascriptive society is a spiritually and politically 
closed society; as such it is not the kind of society 
in which Jews can find justice or can easily or 
comfortably live. 

Com1nentary Discu~sion Groups 
Start-Your-Own-Discussion-Group-Kit available-FREE. Included are 
oomplete directions on how to start a group, detailed directions to run 
the group, plus invitations, etc. 

COMMENTARY DISCUSSION GROUPS 
16.5 East 56th Street 
New York, New York 10022 
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TEXT OF IDENl'ICAL IEl.'.L'Ek3 SEN!' AUGUST 4, 1972, '10 PRESIDENI' NIXOO AND SENA'IDR McGOVERN BY 
PHILIP E. HOFFMAN, PRESIDENT OF AMERICAN JEWISH COMI.Tl'EE 

"'!he purpose of this letter is to express the American Jewish Ccmnittee's grave 
ooncem over a trend which is in sharp oonflict with our longstaroing cai1nit:nent to the 
principle of equal opportunity for all Anericans. We refer to the current widespread 
efforts aoo pranises to achieve 'proportional representation' in our society by providing 
opIX)rtunities in enployrre.nt, in education, in governmental appointments and civil service 
and in other areas of American life on the basis of race, sex or ethnic affiliation. 

"The American Jewish Ccmnittee has actively supported and paiticipated in a variety 
of 'affimative action' programs designed to rectify historical injustices suffered by Blacks 
and the nenbers of other disadvantaged minority groups. We have, for exanple, urged broad
scale and intensive carpensatory educational programs for the deprived and disadvantaged-
i.e., special training, extended apprenticeships and counselling programs and other fonns 
of remadial assistance, to help them to qualify for entry into higher education, into better 
jobs and in general to realize their p:,tential for full participation in the mainstream of 
American life. We maintain hcMever that such special assistance nust be extended to all the 
disadvantaged regardless of their racial and ethnic backgrounds. 

r 

"We have also supported the policy of 'open enrollrrent' as it is practiced in ·many 
universities throughout the nation so that sane fonn of free higher education or vocational 
training. might be available to all who seek it and all who can benefit fran it. We also 
recognize the need for intensive and extraordinary efforts in the areas of vocational oounsel
ling and job recruitment geared to the disadvantaged minority ccmrunities, utilizing the na!ia, 
the agencies and the ccmrunity organizations best suited to reach the nenbers of these cxJ:rr 
munities. such affinnative action programs designed to seek out, encourage, assist and 
accept those previously excluded, must not hcMever be pennitte:1 to lead to the acceptance by 
goverment or the private sector of the concept of 'proportional representation' which we 
believe is but a euphemism for quotas. For this ooncept substitutes new fonns of discrimi
nation for old, creates new breeding grounds for intergroup anger and hostility arrl greatly 
downgrades the izrportance of nerit. 

"H<:M 'nerit' is to be rreasured or detennined is, of course, a difficult question azn 
the .American Jewish Ccmnittee strongly urges fundamental and oontinuing review of qualifying 
criteria and examinations currently in use, to make certain that they are in fact dependable 
rreasures of present an:1 potential capacity. 

"As a practical matter, the izrposition of quotas or 'numerical goals' to accelerate 
the progress of specifically designated groups are clearly against the law. As the U.S. 
Suprene Court said in an unanim:>us decision in the case of GriWs v. Duke Power catpany in 
1971, 'Discriminat.oi:y preference for any group, minority or maJority, is precisely and only 
what Congress has proscribed.' Furthernore, the ooncept of group rights is totally alien to 
our constitutional system, for in a dem::,cracy it is to the individual that rights are 
acoorded, not to the group. While we recognize that special rreasures are indeed necessary to 
overCXJOO dramatic and longstarding injustices, arxl to enable those long deprived to cat~te 
on the basis of nerit, we maintain that such rreasures nust be addressed to the individual 
arrl not to the group. 

"Acoordingly, the Arrerican Jewish Ccmnittee strongly urges you, ... , to continue to 
lend your efforts to the furthering of national policies that would greatly expand arployrcent 
ard e1ucational opportuniµes for individuals of all groups and thus diminish the intense 
cacpetition for scarce existing opportunities. we therefore urge you to reject categorically 
the use of quotas and proportional representation in inplementing vitally essential affinna
tive action programs." 
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Dear Mr. Hoffman: 

THE WHITE HOVSE 

WASHINGTON 

August 11, 1972 

I share the views of the American Jewish Committee in 

opposing the concepts of quotas and proportional represen

tation. I do not believe these are appropriate means of • 

achieving equal employment opportunity. 

I have. sought and will continue to seek to enlarge oppor

tunitie_s for men and women of all religious, ethnic and 

-racial backgrounds to serve in responsible positions, but 

the criteria for selection tbat I have employed and will 

continue to employ will be based on merit. I share your 

support of affirmative efforts to ensure that all Americans 

have an equal chance to compete for employment oppor

tunities, and to do so on the basis of individual ability. 

With respect to these affirmative action programs, I agree 

that numerical goals, although an ·important and useful 

tool to measure progress which remedies the effect of 

past discrimination, must not be allowed to be applied in 

such a fashion as to, in fact, result in the imposition of 

quotas, nor should they be predicated upon or directed 

towards a concept of proportional representation. 

I have asked the appropriate departmental heads to review 

their policies to ensure conformance with these views. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Philip E. Hoffman, President 
The American Jewish Committee 

~ 

165 East 56 Street 
New York, New York 10022 



Senator George McGovern, 1910 K Street, Northwest, Washington D.C. 20006 

August 14, 1972 

Dear Mr. Hoffman: 

I have read with interest your thoughtful letter of August 4 
on ways of expanding opportunities for members of disadvantaged 
minority groups who have been the victims of exclusion in our 
society. I have noted especially your rejection of the concept 
of proportional representation as a means of rectifying 
historical injustices suffered by Blacks and members of other 
~inority groups. 

As your letter makes clear, the issue of "affirmative action" 
is intert~ined with other critical ar~as of social policy, 
including the principle of merit, the threat of new discriminatio~ 
and the danger of new p3larization. I intend soon to deal with 
these interrelated issues in a major statement. 

·I can assure yoa no~, however, that I share the concerns you 
have exp~essed and reject the quota system as detrimental to 
American society. I believe it is both necessary and 
p~ssible to open the doors that have long been shut to ~inority-
group members without violatin5 basic principles of non- • 
discrimination and without abandoning the merit system. In this 
connection, I co.:Tu~end the American Jewish Committee for the 
positive approach taken in your letter and for the support you 
have given over the years in strengthening the principle of 
equal opportunity .for all Americans. 

I have pledged in my campaign for the Presidency to expand the 
opportunities for employment, for ed~cation, for housing and for 
personal growth and achievement for every citizen. I am 
confident that this goal can be reached in Nays consonant and 
consistent with o~r basic co:n.~itment to a society based o~ the 
principle of full equality in a free society for all Americans. 

Sincerely you, 

tk<l' ~ 
McGovern 

Mr. Phillip E. Hoffman, President 
American Jewish Co:nmittee 
165 East 56th Street 
New York, New York 

a 



MEMORANDUM 
------------

TO: PARTICIPANTS IN THE PANEL 
FOR THE TEMPLE FIRST FRIDAY 
PROGRAM ON OCTOBER 6, 1972 

FROM: BDGoodman 

DATE: SEPrEMBER 26, 1972 

For your information, the members of the panel consist of the 
following: 

Jordon Band, Moderator 
Seymour Brief 
Herbert Kamm 
Mrs. Herbert Kamm 
Robert Wildau 

The representative of the Republican party is Stanley Aronoff, 
State Senator from Cincinnati, Ohioo The representative of Senator McGovern 
has not yet been determined. 

I am enclosing copies of articles and other material that may be 
helpful in pointing the way to anticipated lines of questioning, without 
however intending to limit anyone's views, thoughts or imagination. The 
enclosed information concerns: 

1. The views of the two parties and of the two candidates toward 
Israel and its security. 

2. The question of Soviet Jewry and specifically the "exit fees" 
established by the Soviet Union. 

3. The question of "proportional representation" in employment, 
education, governmental appointments and civil service and the effect of so
called "affirmative action" in connection therewith. 

4-. The issue of "scatter-sight housing". 

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at 696-1600, 
or at home at 831-5223. 

B.D.G. 
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Emanu El Will 
Welcome New 
Associate Rabbi 

Rabbi DanieJ A. Roberts, 
newly elected associate rabbi of 
Temple Emanu El will be 
introduced to the congregation 
at its services on Friday, Aug. 
11 at 8:30 p.m. in the sanctuary. 

Rabbi Roberts has just com
pleted a year of graduate 
studies at the Hebrew Univer
sity in Jerusalem. Prior to that 
he spent two years as a 
Chaplain ir:i the U.S. Navy, 
during which time he was also 
associated as youth director at 
Temple Beth Israel of San 
Diego. 

A native Ohioan, Rabbi 
Roberts was ordained in 1969 
from Hebrew Union College 
Jewish Institute of Religion. 

During studies at the Hebrew 
Union College he spent the year 
1964.65 in attendance at the 
Hayim Greenberg Institute for 
Jewish educators abroad in
Jen1salem. 

His wife is the former Phyllis 
Goodman of \Varren, Ohio. 

·He will be presented by Rabbi 
Alan S. Green. 

• 

Federation 
Offers to Help 
Resolve Dispute 

At a meeting on Tuesday, the 
Executive Committee of the 
Jewish Conununity Federation 
autlwrizcd President Maurice 

' Saltzman to offer the good 
offices of the federation in 
attempting to rcsoh'c the dis
pute which ha5 arisen over thl· 
erccti11n of a new matts<ilcum in 
Mt. Olive Cemetery, Aurora R<l. 

A letter will be sent to Use 
parties in the dispute <,ff erin~~ to 
app• ,int ., committC'c to att.-111pt 
' • , . • ' • \ •,· • • 1 \ , • \ • , I,• . \', l 1 1, • t 1 

Point of View 

r~1cGovern Record 
BY BENNET KLEINMAN 

At the risk of incurring the wrath of my liberal Democratic friends, 
I feel constrained to set the record straight on Democratic 
Presidential Candidate George McGovern's record as it relates ( and 
only as ~t relates) to Israel. . ~1~:;-.-..... "',..·~--1~:1 

I wntc as one who has never voted Republican ; ,. ·' ·-:/ .. • - • •. ·: 1 in a national or state election. ,· ; ·t ·,• 
\Vhenever McGovern's record on Israel is -~·

1
~ ,, ,.~·:•.·,-.:• • .;4 

challenged, his adherents rise to his defense with '-..!!.JG _:: /;! 
"Look what he says about n1oving the U. S. • L 'i. ) ·: l : 
Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem," or, "Look '·; · "' .-,, / '{.J 
at the Dcinocratic platform on Israel." • • •. ~__..: ~· •. •.1 All these defenses have a hollow ring to them. I •. i&t • 1 ' .'n 
know what l\lcGovcrn says now, but I prefer to 1 .

1
, t~ / .: ~ 

look at what he did then-that is, before he was a r · , • l .• ' • • • 
candidate seeking Jewish votes. Even what he 0 / J_J ' 
says does not convince me that he is a friend of 
Israel. Klcinm:m 

But let's look at the record, as a famous Democrat once said. 
AS REGARDS Jerusalem, McGovern always stood for its 

internationalization. No true friend of Israel would support such a 
proposal. It is anathema to Israel and I daresay to most of the Jews in 
the world. Moving the embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem does not 
thereby make Jerusalem Israel's capital, any more than having had 
the embassy in Tel Aviv n1ade Tel Aviv Israel's capital. Apparently 
McGovern personally still favors the internationalization of 
Jerusalem. 

McGovern supported and still supports the proposition that only 
"minor'' changes should be made in the borders of Israel and the Arab 
countried involved, without a true regard for Israel's security needs
a disregard for which could result in the disappearance fro1n the face 
of the earth of the State of Israel and its people, a fate faced by no 
other people in the world. • 

McGovern also favors the stationing of United Nations troops in 
Israel (and other Mideast countries)-a proposal absolutely unaccept
able to Israel. 

l\JCGO\'ERN EXPRESSEI>,gn•at concern for the Arab refugees 
and the conditions under which they live due to Israel's actions. I have 
never heard ltim express a similar concern ns to the conditions of 
Jewish rdug<'CS in th<1t cJrea. 1\1vst st;1unch supporters of Israel do. 

\\'hen the War of Attrition against Israel was being waged by the 
late Egyptian President Nasser, Israeli troops at the Suez were under 
unbelievably powerful attacks by p{)rhaps the greatest mass of heavy 
artillery ever ciSSembl d at any place on earth. Israel's only defense 
was deep-penetration Lon1hing of Egyptian military targets west of 
the Suez Canal and behind the heavv artillcrv . 

She w;,~ nrtu,,lly beggin1! the United Swtcs for Phantoms, the 
1 111ly b1,111her whic:I, bral'I could effectively use for such purposes. 
l i11d1•r tn·111p11d,,us pressurt'S from various quarters, many srnators 
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were pcrsuaoco to sign reso1utwns proposing ttiat 1srae1 oe 
furnished the Phant,,ms she required. 

t< .. ven .McGovern was persuaded to si~n such a resolution, but he 
expressed the condition that Israel promise not to use the Phantoms to 
fly over Arab territories held by Israel. This condition would have 
prevented them from flying the Phantoms over the Sinai, let alone the 
Suez Canal, and would have made the planes at that time \'irtually 
useless. 

F'OHTUNATELY McGovern's condition was not accepted by the 
Administration, and Israel was able through their use to stop the 
killing of Israel soldif!I"S and bring about a cease-fire. 

Most people are not aware of the fact that :\IcGovern is one of the 
sponsors of a bill in the Senate ( :'.\o. S3378, ""·hich would not allow any 
deduction for tax purposes of any charitable contribution which was to 
be used outside !he United States or its territories. By this he joins 
with Sen. \\'illiam J. Fullbright , no friend of the Jews I in doing 
SC\'Crc damage to the United Jewi:sh Appe·a1 which sends enormous 
amounts of nwney to the support of Israel. 

Imagine the damage which would accrue to Israel's SlJcial and economic structure, as weu as ner security. Agam, no true tr1ena 01 
Israel would sponsor such a bill. 

Israelis and Israeli newspapers are o\·erwhelmingly unfavorable 
toward McGovern. Two Hebrew papers have in no uncertain terms 
attacked McGovern's record ,·is-a-\·is Israel. 
. . MCGOVERN'S PROPOSALS to withdraw aircraft carrriers from 
international waters and troops from Europe cannot but weaken 
American power. Itzhak Rabin, Israel's ambassador to the t;nited 
States, has said that such weakening must redound to Israel's 
disadvantage. since Russia will fill any gap left by American 
withdrawal. 

McGovern has also said he would eliminate the foreign policy 
apparatus in the Whit'? House and restore the State Department's 
traditional policy-making role ( woe unto Israel>. 

If the foregoing record is one of a friend of Israel. I fail to see it. 

I 



~ H\' TEil IH):\ll ,\ 
1 Jk11.-r''Rlt•inm;111':-- "p11111l of nt'w" ;1rtide );1st wcrk is so full of 

11 .1t·,·:ir;1 ·i,·s and out-of-ronll'\t qunt;1ti1111s that th,• rc-adt'rs of Th<' 
.11.'\\l~h \t'\\S th.·srrn' :m 111u1H'd1;ttl' rc:--pons('. lh•r(' :arc- th<• fods 

• :ih11ut S,•n. <;,•nn:t.' :\k(;on•rn·~ n•rt1nl on lsr;u•I. ..,.. ___ .,......_,.. 
On .kn1~:1h-:n: On ~t:1rd1 :\, 1!171. Tht• ~,·w York 

. T1n1t•s p111>ll .- lwd a rC'port of an informal question
' ;111d-:ms\H'r SL'SSiPn with a J!ro11p of ~t•irnan 

t't•l111,, ~ in \\ h1l'h St•n. :\kCnn'rn participakd in 
\\';i:hini:tnn .md in which Ill' allri:.-clly said: "Pt•r-
11;1ps the s,,Julion is to intt.•r11atiorwli1.c th<' City of 
.h-n1:,..;1ll'lll ... 

That q11ot:1ti()n did not n•pn•srnt Srn. i\1rGov
t•r11·s pusiti(ln. lie thrrrfor<' issurd a statrmcnt, 
th\? n•ry lll''.\t day, to corrC'cl the incomplete ~md 
111:1cn1rat,· news story. In it, St.•n. McGo\'crn pro
p11st'd th:,t Jerusakm "continue to be adminis- Honda 

, trrrd by Israel with int<.'rnational guarantees of open access to people 
1 of all foiths." 

Tll:\T HE:\lAli'\S his position today. The only change in Sen. 
\kGn\·l·rn's p<,sition since then h~s been to urge that the U.S. rnove its 

, cmbnssy h) Jcrus~lem ;1nd recognize it as the capital of Israel. Such a 
' pr1,pns~1l. c,n which Prrsidcnt Nixon has been silent, would serve as a 

p~ydwlc,:-,!ic~l weapon of rnormous import:rnce in supporting Israel's 
• daim to son~rcignty o\·cr • a unified Jerusalem, a claim Sen. 
• '.\icGovcrn \'igorous1y supports. 

Compare ti is position with the action of the Nixon Administration in 
: s ...... ptembcr l9il in \'0ting with the Soviet bloc to condemn Israel for 
; putting up new housing in East Jerusalem forinerly occupied by 
' J,,rchin. 
; On Isrc1cl's borders, Sen. McGovern's record is equally clear. On 
• :\1arch 4. 19i1. he d~clarcd: "l\o solution can or should be imposed on 
1 the . iidc!le East by outside powers. The cornerstone of our policy 
~ should be to cncour3ge a negotiated settlcrnent on the part of Israel 
) ~nd the Ar·ab states. Qurstions of boundaries and other issues can only 
1 b~ res(1l\·rd ii1 negc,tiatic1r.s between the Middle East governments. It 

is rlr:-ir that Israel will ne\·er accept a settlement that does not assure 
• her of defrr.sive borders and that fails to recognize and guarantee her 
1 indep0nder.t existence.'' 

:\JOST RECENTLY~ S~n. McGo\·ern has made clear his belief that 
! .. there. car. be no peace in the ~1iddle East until the Arab states agree 
1 to new and recognized boundary lines capable of deterring any future 

aggression." . 
Compare this with the !\ixon Administration's infamous "Rogers 

, Plan.·· which is still the official policy of the U.S. government and 
; whicL c~lls on Israel to return to the pre-Six Day \Var borders with 
i only ••insub. tcintial alterations." 
I Yes, ~1r. Kle:nman, it is true that on July 20,1970, Sen. McGovern 

( noh• usr nf tlw pn•st•nt h'nst') this position is pl;11ri 111isn·pre~.n1talion. 
An l'\'<'n i~r<'ah·r 111isrrpn•sr11lc1t ion is the dwrgc that Sen. 

M<•(;ovt•rn, in Mr. Kl<~inma11's wonls "t•xprcs!--l'd i!rc-at ,·,,nn•rn £or the 
J\rah reft1i~N·s and the eonclitions undrr which lht'y liH' <hu• lo Israel's 
at'lions.'' 

I challf'nJ~c Mr. Klt•inmc1n lo furnish any <10,·unu.•11lation for this 
.icc11s:1tion. What .S(•n. l\k(;ovC'rn did s:ay ( July 20, 1970) was this: 
"lsr.al'I was (Tc-,1l<'d ;1s :1 ,J<'wish state. As a result, it cannot ~ccrpt a 
lar,!l' hostile popula.lion in il'; midst. If Israel were lo mlrni·t ;ill Arabs 
who wishrd to return to their homes and properly on il~ territory, it 
would h:wc to accept just such .i disaffected group. At the sc1me time, 
it is undeniable that thousands of P,1lcslinians sincerely feel that they 
have bren unjustly bc1rred from their homes. Since repatriation is not 
possible, reparations are necessary. Some Palestinians might be able 
to cnfl>r.Isracl, but most could find new homes in underpopulated Arab 
nations.'' 

THIS POSITION is entirely consistent with the publicly-announced 
position of the Gover:nment of Israel that repatriation of Arab 
refugees is unacceptable and that compensation is the only feasible 
solution. 

Mr. Kleinman "never heard him (McGovern) express a similar 
concern as to the conditions of Jewish refugees in the area." In fact, 
Sen. McGovern has publicly called on the government of Syria to 
pern1it the emigration of that country's Jewish population. 

The most serious charge made by .Mr. Kleinman concerns the issue 
of supplying Phantom jets for Israel. The charge is properly leveled 
against President Nixon. It was Nixon who in 1969 and 1970 strenuous
ly rt!::;isted the efforts of the Israel Government to obtain jet planes to 
deter Soviet-Arab aggression. As a result, Israel turned to its friends 

Continued on Page 15 

• suggested that "Israel as well as the Arab states should be willing to • • · 
accept the pres cnce of the UN on their territories." This statement 

-;4LCO 

PFEIFER'S 
was made during the Egyptian war of attrition, when many men of 
good will were searching for a way to prevent a renewal of full-scale 
hostilities. Bu: the situation has changed enormously in the nearly two 
yei.irs since that speech was m,ide, chiefly because of the cease-fire 
that hos kept tbe bc,rdcrs quiet since August, 1970. 

SE~. ~,C GO\'ER!'\ has not repeated the suggestion; he does not 
l:o!d it to be a valid proposal today. To write that McGovern "favors" 
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Attack on McGovern Anst'Vered 
proi~rmn, that ••in the case of the Middle East, American aircraft 

Continued from Page 10 carriers can be used to illustrate deep U.S. concern and comn1itment 
in the U.S. Senate, including Sen. McGo\·ern, and it was the Senate plus the capacity for . pccdy intervention in a tense situation." 
that pressured the President into supplying the Phantom jets so des- And, finally, Sen. McGovern has never said he would "eliminate the 
pcrately needed after the USSR began supplying Egypt _with moden foreign policy apparatus in the White Bouse and restore the State 

arms. Department's traditional policy-making role." Such a proposal would 
rs FACT. the American Jewish Congress on June 2, 1970, went so mean repealing the law creating the Nation91 Security Council; Sen. 

far as to place a full-page ad\'ertisemcnt in the New York Times con- McGovern has no such intention. 
taining an open letter to the President, signed by seyen 1:J.S. Sen~tors- Since his first days in Congress, when as a freshman member of the 
all of them do,·es on Vietnam-calling on the President to furnish the House he was one of 74 representatives who appealed in 1957 to the 
planes in question. Sen. George McGo,·ern and the then Sen. Eisenhower Administration to oppose a return to the conditions under 
Stephen Young of Ohio were among the signe~s. . . , which Egypt barred Israel's ships from the Suez Canal, George 

Another inaccurate and out~f-context quotation m Mr. Kleinman s Mc-Govern has demonstrated his commitment to the security of 
column claims that McGovern "expressed the condition that Israel Israel. 
promise not to use the Phantoms to fly over Arab territories held by He has also made clear his devotion to the values of human dignity 

Israel.,. • and social justice; of compassion and caring for the aged and the 
\\nat Sen. McGovern did suggest was that the aircraft sold to Isr~el weak; of peace in the world and peace at home. 

ARAB REFUGEE 
WOJAAN FOUND 
TO BE JEWISH 

TEL AVIV (JTA)-A Jewish 
woman, who was found last week 
living as an Arab in a refugee 
camp near Ramallah, was reuni
ted Monday with her half-brother 
at the Ramallah police station. 

Esther Shihrour embraced ancj 
kissed Joseph Assor of Haifa, 
after verification of their family 
ties. 

Kidnapped 26 years ago by ~n 
Arab in Haifa, she was taken to. 
Jaffa. Twice married, she had 
three children by her second 
husband, who has since returned : 
to Jordan. • 

She said she planned to retur·n 

;. . 

~hould not be used "to extend the area of combat"-meaning Egyptian AS JEWS we are particularly concerned for these values because of 
territory. not Israel-held Sinai. Moreovert Sen. McGovern declared in our history and heritage. But they are the concerns as well of millions 
the ,·ery next paragraph of the \'ery same speech: "The Arabs ~hou!~ of Americans from every walk of life. It is because they know that 
reciprocate by ending the formal state of \\ar between the two sides • George McGovern shares these concerns deeply and commitedly that 

OB\"IOCSL Y. if the Arabs agreed to end the formal state of war Jews and other Americans across the country will vote for George 
with Israel-something they ha\'e refused to do since the fo_unding of . McGovern r:.n Election day. I have faith that there are enough such 

to Haifa and declare her return to •· 
the Jewish faith. Two of her three 
children will go with her to Haifa. 

the Jewish state-there would be no need for Israel to fir its planes Americans to elect him President. • 
o,·er Arab territorv. But the Arabs never agreed to reciprocate. 

She was found by Rabbi 
Hannaia Derii, who locates 
Jewish children, abducted in: .the 

Equally mislead1ng is ~tr. Kleinman's char~e that Sen. ~cGovern 
favors a bill whic:h would not allow tax deductions for charitable con
tributions to be used outside the U.S. Obviously, this would seriously 
dc1ma~e Israel's efforts to build the Jewish state. . . 

I am happy to inform ~1r. Kleinman that the facts are quite differ
ent. The bill , which was introduced by Sen. Gaylord Nelson and 
cu-sponsored by Senators Humphrey, Kennedy and 10 others) con- • 
tains 55 sections and over 100 significant changes in the tax laws. Sen. 
~elsc,n has stc:at-E:d: 

"The pr<,\'isic,n in question was put into the bill in one ~f the early 
drafts and w~s left i:l tr.e final bill as a result of an oversight. There 
wos no intention on the part c,f the bill's spr.Jnsors to discourage chari
t.Gt!c ,:d d abrc,ad .. .I am therefore introducing an amendment which 
w0t:!d de:!ete this section from the bill. Sen. :vtcGovern has assur~d me 
th;1t !l :ls arner,dmer.t has his full support." 

THE LAST TWO poi:its raised by :i-tr. Kle!inman are easily disposed 
t1f. S<:n. :,1<:Gc,vern has made clear, in his own defense priority 

Bills ~Jon't Change 

Tax Deductions 
, \\'ASIJI~C;T(J~ < .JT \ >--Pro
p .-ul f t: 1!c: rc.1l ~x ref onns which 
w lil l!d l::j\"(; dro~'i ( :illy :,ff<·<.:tcd 
\.'.L:~ r t ~ab:t· <·<,r1'ribut1,,n-.; ar.tl bc
o~ •:~·- \,-. :\:1 1•·r .t :, 11s t .. u,. t i tu-

. . , . 

. . Ted Bonda, who is active in the Jewish community, is prominent 
among Ohioans working for the election of Sen. George l\1cGovem as 

pre-state period. : • 
., 
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birth to triplets after artificial SIYt[D (CUT & SET) Re~. 15H How 10°1 
insemination to support all four ,_. ____________ .... __________ . 

of them. 
He had ref used on the grounds 

that doctors introduced someone 
else's semen, and he denied 
paternity. 
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On JVlcGovern's Record on Israel 
nv BENNET KLEINI\IAN 

\\'hen I wrflte an article a few weeks ago with ever proposed or supported such a program. So 
rl'g.1rd to ~f•n. Grnrgc McGo\'ern's record on far ns I can determine McGovern hcts never 
lsr-.H.'1, I did n,lt ;1ntidpatl' that I would be engaged indicated that his attitude on this proposal has 
in a nf•wsp:11wr dehatr. changed, despite Mr. Boncla's contention that my 

1 fully rxprclt ... d someone to take issue with 1ny position is a misrepresentation. How does Mr. 
stakmrnb :rnci h:1d hopr<I that thC'y woulcl demon- Bonda know this? 
slrafl' th~tl '.\k{~on'rn·s rrcm·d was somehow Mr. Bonda insists that McGovern did not 
diffrrt'nl frlnn what I had stated it to be. condition the furnishing of Phantoms to Israel on 

I was tlwn prl'parrtl to let m;1ttcrs rC'st without the agreement by Israel not to use thern .over Arab 
further n'ply. llowc-Yer, in tht' hi~ht of the charges ·territories. 
of "inarcural'i('s" and "rnisrt"'prest."'ntalions'' 1 REFEH to Mr. Bonda to the JTA Daily News 
made by Trd Bonda in the Cleveland Jewish News Bulletin of July 21, ·1910, in which Sen. McGovern 
of Aug. 11. l nmst agclin take up the battle. is quoted as recommending that American planes 

~ome Wt'cKs ago Hen Wattenberg, writing in the not be used by Israel for "forays over Arab 
New York Times. said that McGovern generally territories," and that-"armed incursions across 
uses three ploys in his campaigning. One is "I the battle lincs ... should be halted." 
didn't sav it.·· The second is ··1 said it, but I didn't By the way, of all the senators w_ho sig~e~ the 
mean it that wav:· The third is ··I said it, I meant - resolution, only McGovern made this condition. I 
it, but Con<•ress wouldn't let me do it anyway." insist that McGovern's conditions would have 
Obviou:-,lY. his adherents have learned well the made the furnishing of planes to Israel useless 
three ploys that he himself uses. under the circun1s tances then existing, since their 

l\lR. BO:"\il.-\ STATES that McGovern ''alle- only function then was to bomb behind the 
ged!\·" ~aid: .. Perhaps the solution is to inter- murderous artillery installations of the Egyp-
nationalize the Citv of Jerusalem." Now here tians. 
conws the ploy - !\ir. Bonda then says that even ~ quoted Sen. McGovern to th_e effect that ~e 
though he said it, that is not what he meant, would "eliminate the foreign policy apparatus m 
bec·ause he issued a statement the next day the White House and restore the State Depart-
explaining \\ hat he meant. ment's traditional policy-rnaking role." I indica-

Why an explanation was necessary is not clear, ted that this would bring nothing but woe to the 
bul c\'en the explanation merely states that Jewish State. 
Jerusakm be "'administered" by Israel with Now here comes the next ploy - Mr. Bonda says 
international guarantees of open access to people that Sen. McGovern "never said it.,. Never-
of all faiths. This, in fact, is what inter- theless, I have this day sent under separ~te cover 
nationiliz.1tion is all about. to Mr. Bonda a copy of an article emanating from 

:\fr. Bonda then says that the only change in Sen. Washington which appeared in the Cleveland 
YicGovcrn·s position has been to urge that the Press on Wednesday, July 26, 1972, reporting an 
United Sta~cs mo\·c its embassy to Jerusalem and interview of McGovern by National Public Affairs 
recogniz0 it as the capital of Israel. Center of Television in which McGovern said 

I poir.ted out that l\.lcGovern DID recommend precisely what I quoted. 
th~ remo\·a.l of the embassy to Jerusalem, but he 

B d t t 11 THE THIRD PLOY now appears - ''Such a 
did not say ( and I challenge :'-1r. on a O e n1e proposal would m~an repealing the law creating 
when, if he did) that Jerusalem sho~1ld be the the National Security Council; Sen. McGovern has 
capital o: Israel. He has never publicly to my 
knowledge changed his stated position •on the no such intention." ( Obviously McGo\·ern couldn't 
internationalization of Jerusalem. himself repeal the law and Congress probably 

wouldn't do it.) Incidentally. how Bonda knows 
OS ISRAEL'S borders, Mr. Bonda quotes from McGovern's lack of intention in this regard is not 

Sen. McGovt'rn on :\larch 4, 1971. What McGovern clear. 
said THAT day ( as Presidential hopes grew) may Ted Bonda is urging Jews to vote for McGovern 
b€ v:hat r,c th0ught on THAT day, but in previous and at various points in his article attacks 
years he wos a staunch public supporter of the President Nixon. One will note that I am not 
Rogers Plan which was unacceptable to Israel. attempting to influence anyone to vote in any 

And, no matter how !\tr. McGovern or Mr. particular rnanncr. I attempted to set forth 
Bonda say it, they can't convince me that weaken- McGovern's record for those voters who want to 
ing the presence in the world arena of America- consider his position vis-a-vis Israel ( among other 
Israel's only powerful ally - will not, by extension, issues) so that they can base their judgrnent on his 
weaken Israel's security. TRUE record and not on what he and his 

One admission that Mr. Bonda makes is that adherents now say or try to cover up. 
McGovern did propose the presence of UN troops I speak not as a proponent of any candidate but 
in Israel and Arab territories. He tries to brush one whose ONLY ax to grind is making 
this away with the statement t~at all men of good McGovern's position on Israel clear to all voting 
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A Strong Platform 
The Democratic Party's platform committee yesterday adopted a strong 

Middle East plank for submission to the full convention in Miami next 
month. 

The platform pledges continued military equipment to Israel, calls for 
direct Arab-Jsracl negotiations, advocates a military force sufficient to deter 
the Soviet Union, proposes to move the U.S. embassy to Jerusakm, recog
nizes world responsibility for Arab and Jewish refugees and urges mobiliza
tion of world opinion for Soviet Jews. 

The text, as submitted by the drafting committee and amended in the 
long plenary session on Monday, reads as follows ( floor amendments arc in 
italics): 

Middle East 
The United States must be unequivocally committed to support of Israel's 

right to exist within secure and defensible boundaries. Progress toward a 
negotiated political settlement in the Middle East will permit Israel and her 
Arab neighbors to live at peace with each other, and to turn their energies to 
internal development. It will also free the world from the threat of the ex
plosion of Mid-East tensions into world war. In working toward a settlement, 
our continuing pledge to the security and freedom of Israel must be both clear 
and consistent. 

A Democratic Administration should: 
• make and carry out a firm, Jong-term public commitment to provide 

Israel with aircraft and other military equipment in the quantity and sophisti
cation she needs to preserve her deterrent strength in the face of Soviet 
arsenaling of Arab threats of renewed war; 

• seek to bring the parties into direct negotiation toward a permanent 
political solution based on the necessity of agreement on secure and def ensib]e 
national boundaries; 

• maintain a political commitment and a military force in the area amply 
sufficient to deter the Soviet Union from using military force in the area; 

• recognize and support the established status of Jerusalem as the capital 
of Israel, with free access to all its holy places provided to all faiths. As a 
symbol of this stand, the U.S. Embassy should be moved from Tel Aviv to 
Jerusalem; 

• recognize the responsibility of the world community for a just solution 
to the problems of the Arab and Jewish refugees. 

Soviet Jews 

We welcome every improvement in relations between the United States 
and the Soviet Union and every step taken toward reaching vital agreements 
on trade and other subjects. However, in our pursuit of improved relations, 
America cannot afford to be blind to the continued existence of serious 
differences between us. In particular, the U.S. should by diplomatic contacts 
seek to mobilize world opinion to express concern at the denial to the oppressed 
peoples of Eastern Europe and the minorities of the Soviet Union, including the 
Soviet Jews, of the right to practice their religion and culture and to leave their 
respective countries. 

• 
Two delegates moved to strike out the Jerusalem paragraph, claiming that 

this might involve the United States in another Viet Nam-a contention that was 
angrily rejected by a number of delegates who insisted that there is no analogy 
between Israel and Viet Nam. that Jerusalem has been Israel's historic capital 
and that it is wrong for the United States not to move its embassy there. The 
amendment was almost unanimously defeated. 

The plank dealing with Soviet Jews was broadened to include other minori
Jies, by a vote of 48 to 37. over objections that this would evoke cold war ideology. 

The clause proposing to maintain a political commitment and a military 
force in the area was put in by the drafting subcommittee to meet the charge that 
the party's trend towards discnga~ement might weaken America's def ensc posture 
and thus jeopardize Israel's security. 

wasn1nuton letter on 
American uoncv In the Hear East 

Vol. XVI, No. 26, June 28, 1972 

Viewing the n& !S An Unjust 
Resolution 

On June 7 the Near East Report 
reserved space for the UN Security 
Council resolution condemning the 
massacre at Lod. 

Incredibly, such a resolution . re
mains to be formulated. Instead, Just 
as incredibly, the Security Council on 
Monday adopted a lopsided resolution 
condemning Israel for reprisal raids 
against terrorist positions in Lebanon 
while omitting all mention of the at
tacks against Israel civilians which in
cited the raids. 

• 
The events behind the fiery three-day 

Security Council debate began last 
Tuesday when a band of Palestinian 
terrorists crossed into Israel and am
bushed a tourist bus, ki11ing two civi1-
1ans. 

Israel struck back Wednesday in 
ground action near Ramiyah in south
western Lebanon. An Israel patrol 
captured five high-ranking Syrian army 
officers who were guests of the Leban
ese command. 

At the same time, Israel air strikes 
were carried out over terrorist strong
holds in southeastern Lebanon. 

The terrorists struck again early Fri
day morning with a rocket attack on a 
civilian housing area in Kiryat Shmona. 
Later that day, Israel renewed bombing 
and shelling of Lehanese villages sus
pected of harboring Palestinian guer
rillas. 

Fighting continued over the weekend, 
with clashes between Israel and guer
rilla gunboats off the southern Lebanese 
coast. 

On Monday, Israel reported attacks 
on the Golan Heights from Syrian 
territory. 

According to sources in Beirut, the 
terrorists a~reed yesterday to suspend 

(Continued on Page 120) 
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A Strong Republican Plank 
The Republican party took the offensive against Senator George S. 

McGovern in a Middle East plank which charges that his prop:scd defense 
cuts "would increase the threat of Middle East war and gravely menace 
Israel." 

A strong pro-Israel plank submitted lo the national convention in Miami 
Tu~sday pledges continued military and economic assistance lo Israel and 
promises to maintain adequate and efficient tactical f orccs in Europe and the 
Mediterranean area. The plank continues: 

"The Irresponsible proposals of our political opposition to slash the de
fense forces of the United States-specifically by cutting the strength of our 
fleet, by reducing our ain·raft carriers from 16 to six and by unilateral with
drawals from Europe-would increase the threat of war in the Middle East 
and gravely menace Israel. \Ve flatly reject these dangerous proposals." 

A comparison of the Republican and Democratic Middle East planks shows 
that the Republicans topped the Democrats by including a promise to continue 
economic aid to Israel. An explicit commitment to that effect did not appear 
in the Democratic plank. 

On the other hand, Democrats included a proposal to recognize Jerusalem 
as the capital of Israel and to move the U.S. embassy there, and the Democratic 
plank used more explicit language in a calJ for direct Arab-Israel negotiations. 

For the purpose of comparison, the Near East Report reprints the two 
Middle East planks on Page 151. While there are differences, there is no 
doubt that these are the strongest pro-Israel statements ever to emerge from 
America's two national parties. Israelis have assurances of the continuing 
support of the American people for Israel's survival. 

A Policy of Ransom 
While the press was carrying euphoric reports that Russia and America had 

reached a "meeting of minds" on emigration of Jews from the Soviet Union, the 
Russians were act'uaJly taking harsh measures to obstruct it. . 

The Soviet Union established a schedule of exit fees-ranging from $5,000 
to $25,000, according to the applicant's education-theoretically intended to 
compensate the government for tuition costs. 

Thus, while the number of emigrants may yet reach the 30,000 estimated 
at the beginning of the year, these will be confined to the less educated. 

The Russians cannot claim that the fees are intended to halt the brain 
drain, for visa applicants are swiftly dismissed from their jobs and their talents 
wasted. The objective is to discourage all migration by malicious regulation and 
harrassment. 

News of the new regulation came, coincidentally, as the GOP platform 
subcommittee in Miami Beach took up a plank dealing with treatment of Jews 
in the Soviet Union. 

Richard Maass, chairman of the National Conference on Soviet Jewry, 
told the committee that the new Russian visa policy was "nothing less than 
ransom ... and a return to the cruel and primitive devices which the Soviet 
Union had employed in the past to subjugate its people." 

Two days later, Maass and two other national Jewish leaders-Jacob Stein, 
chairman of the Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organiza
tions, and Max M. Fisher, chairman of the Council of Jewish Federations and 
Welfare Funds-met with Secretary of State William P. Rogers, who discJoscd 
that the Administration had expressed its concern to the Soviet Union. 

On the same day, two Congressmen-Representatives John Buchanan (R
Ala.) and John G. Dow (D-N.Y.)-attempted to deliver a letter of protest at 
the Soviet Embassy to Communist Party Secretary Leonid Brezhnev, but 
Counsellor Victor Isakov refused to transmit it. 

The previous day, embassy officials refused to sec five Congressmen who 
had proposed to raise $1 million for Soviet Jews. 

They included Representatives Bertram L. Pode)) (D-N.Y.), Jonathan B. 
Bingham (D-N.Y.), Edward I. Koch (D-N.Y.), Peter A. Peyser (R-N.Y.). and 
Dow. 

Washington letter on 
American ooncy in the Near East 

Vol. XVI, No. 34, Aug. 23, 1972 

VIBVIIOD the news 
Two Murder 
Plots Foiled 

There was warfare in the skies last 
week. 

Moroccan airmen tried to assassinate 
their monarch, King Hassan II. 

Arab terrorists tried to murder 140 
passengers on an El Al plane. 

Both attempts failed. 

• 
Morocco's King Hassan II accuses 

his former defense minister, Gen. Mo
hammed Oufkir, of masterminding the 
attempt on his life. 

In a radio address to his people last 
Saturday, Hassan said that airforce 
pilots led by Oufkir had planned to 
shoot down the King's Boeing 727 over 
the Atlantic Ocean so that no trace of 
the aircraft would be found, thus mak
ing the crash seem accidental. 

Oufkir had intended to install himself 
as regent, with the King's son, eight
year-old Crown Prince Sidi Moham
med, reigning as titular head. 

Oufkir shot himself after his com
plicity was revealed to the King. He 
was exposed by fellow conspirators who 
had vainly attempted to seek asylum in 
Gibraltar, where they were turned back 
by the British. (Libyans later stormed 
the British embassy in Tripoli in pro
test ·) 

This was the second military revolt 
against Hassan in J 3 months. In July 
1971, rebel troops tried to assassinate 
Hassan at his seaside palace at Skhirat. 
About J 00 peop1e, many of them guests 
at the King's birthday party, were 
killed. The King escaped injury. Soon 
after, he named Oufkir defense min
ister. Hassan said on Monday that 
Oufkir had begun plotting immediately 
after his appointment. 

Why Oufkir turned against the King 
is unknown. He may have been dis
satisfied with the King's rule; he may 

( Continued on Page 151) 
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