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THE HIBSHOOSH
FAMILY
PENTATEUCH

500 YEARS AGO

FACSIMILE EDITION
OF AN EXQUISITE
YEMENITE MANUSCRIPT
COPIED IN THE YEAR 1485

Preface by Yehicl Hibshoosh
introduction by Professor Shclomo Morag

Tel-Aviv 1985

““The Lord’s Tora i all — embracing
i”' i‘ i‘h-: ~|iE s H ili”

This year, five hundred vyears ago, the
important scholar David, son of Rabbi
Benaya, has completed the writing of this
Crown of the Tord Scrolig in sana yemen.

The famous family of Tora scholars, Benaya,
has made many contributions to the
literature of holy books since the fourteenth
century A.D. »

The Hibshoosh Family’ which owns the book
— having inherited it from their late Father,
Rabbi Suleiman Hibshoosh — of blessed
memory — has the praiseworthy intention to
publish the book and to make it available to
all. »

The extent of this Tora Crown, its format
and its art, as well as its survival to the

‘present day are indeed something of a

miracle!

»
K you are interesed in acquiring this
magnificient Crown of the Tora you can do
50 by applying to the publishers.

This exguisite facsimile edition is available to
you by applying to:

Mr. T. Hibshoosh 45 Hamasger st. Tel Aviv
Tel: {03) 332326

Mr. A. Hibshoosh 18 Hahalutzim. Tel Aviv
Tel: (03} 822570

Mr. A. Sharabi 19 Hashlosha st. Bat—Yam
Tel: {03) 871213

To:

The Jewish National and Univesity Library
Jerusalem

P.0.B. 503 ISRAEL

Mr. Y Hibshoosh 5313 Ft. Hamilton Prwy.
Brooklyn N.Y. 11213 Tel: {71B) 4382169



Ty \ \
’L‘:}"f:ba: »s:\ws STV 39 353 11 ;\: UL ﬁnﬂhﬂ]ﬂ'\m‘an mnhxmwmtlnw 9)"1111» '.’:mL :wlw:mnlu Lﬂﬂkl-‘;\l}xln hﬂhﬂﬂkiﬁwﬂ’)&
xm bnthie us;\ih::u”u:} hﬂnm;”:\‘:;:im‘:u ?ﬂm insyn ;Jﬂhn"wmnﬂhmw‘s nteSn Nl"l o v :J mo Pab s ) \ N m TS Ly B U
o SYSTIN SR B 10 4 nsh i hem e e e as
ks Fp P93 AARYTINY LA SN 39008 41109 <343 1o fpt sy
by\man -m: oA
v "-'

| ‘\Qmsmm%*mﬂw%;ﬂwn v b*b ﬁ\&n‘mmpﬁmﬂsm:wﬂ
3 k TS B X " mesy oy M
,3 5 omteymabmeeirmd L vap eI
g \,.:1 D = A m;wn e
3;; \,,, s REATISIAY ?n*mi;u whﬁvmfunwms
& Dt e PpReRPhL s
k et Bm“\’vvﬂwmmsmaﬂn
ALY &W'mﬁaﬁwwwwmsw yvpm'\qxeﬂﬁ-\ Ry

-

"“k mwwn RS ﬁm m»xuvmm:w’-mw\‘m

— T —

K FOIMTTWNANIIRS | DRomemerheeh
w*as’sﬁwsmwswssm - DM BRI

%
\0‘0 r‘(
hin® |

ﬂ hwv\»»:;\:;s Bl

o

'fJ &

(Z/( ‘3

&

0«;«‘*" *ﬂ

4_[ - fvwnywm?wsw pagningy - bt bﬁ‘\‘%’\”m“n
5 't; W m'vaw;aawwswm ;:Wﬂmmzzgﬂm‘:‘mn@l
R ot e Luidiaihicuacill
R © \\i. wﬁv\wwzﬁnnﬂwﬂ'wm
'z‘:.,; ;": PES b‘%ﬂ"ﬁ’lﬂ"‘ﬂ"“m‘\‘ﬂhﬁ“\’\_ “"5“\?:53”’1*?\?)@?\3‘)'“\’1‘15‘\735
i Hﬁk'xb-nm‘vmmxu'nssﬂn SXBYIBRERIBATTEIIRG
= ﬂmmm«j::m%n m‘yum

IS \ﬁhm Wl \?msm | ymahsmeNTysim
Y nwy,b..-,-\-ﬁm\,y% S Qﬁsqzayuﬁamrs&vmﬁm‘mmsr
\”x \ wsnw::uﬁwsmsww’wm \\\ BB e
% N ARSI IR ©° © oDl ponosn

= ot - PP I YRy
\w’w‘w-m&wﬁ-m b \ k h-i) yswnmuwwj&“wm-hsw
e 'Vr\-m\pmﬁswuwm-\jan . wm-mmév mmwsn

3
S
\‘b

é“?‘,**’ .*1

AVJJH'\ -an munh J3avp} 53R AL e 5:»3 n o u‘hm; Q-Mu AN ot Amwmw BN I \1 N s St A ‘
PR S o s (japH hsa 1-n‘awn m i "I"" 359 ‘m-w A »m’.,_‘ mscsn Tun N9n 3 S—asrp § rwbe s Wg:" MW RLB e
0 Pats *

o e N






ISRAEL AND SOUTH AFRICA

By Kenneth Bandler and George E. Gruen *

Introduction

The debate in the United States over the South African government's
apartheid policy has emerged with renewed vigor in recent months as the politi-
cal situation affecting Blacks in South Africa continued to deterlorate,
Members of Congress and representatives of religious, Black and non-sectarian
organizations have demonstrated at South Africa's Embassy in Washington and at
its consulates in several U.S. cities. Jewish organizations, including the
American Jewish Committee, have participated in these protests against apartheid
as well.

In Chicago last November, the AJC's National Executive Council adopted a
statement reaffirming the agency's "abhorrence of apartheid, South Africa's
system of legally entrenched racial discrimination," and calling "for its speedy
-elimination.” (See Appendix I for full text of statement.) Guided by the
American traditions of democracy and pluralism and by Jewish values and teach-
ing, the AJC's primary efforts since its founding in 1906 have been devoted to
combatting violations of human rights wherever they occur.

The revived anti-South African protest activities in this country have
coincided with the awarding of the Nobel Peace Prize to Bishop Desmond Tutu and
with an increase in opposition activities within South Africa itself. For many
years,. a number of South African Jews, notably Parliament Member Helen Suzman,
have been in-the forefront of the. efforts to eliminate apartheid, to give Black
South African citizens their full human rights, and to democratize the entire
country.

The subject of Israeli-South African relations often arises in discussions
about South Africa. This is'largely the result of inaccurate and misleading
information on the subject disseminated by Israel's adversaries from the Third
World and Communist bloc. These states, hostile to Israel, have sought to
delegitimize the Jewish State by falsely labelling it "racist." Alleging ties
with South Africa serves their propagandistic purpose of "proving" that "Zionism
is racism." As former U.S. Ambassador to the U.N. Andrew Young noted in 1979,
"It is unfair to link Israel to South Africa. If there is a link, you must
compare Britain, Germany, Japan and the United States. All of them have links
with %outh Africa. Israel becomes a too easy scapegoat for other problems we
have."

*Kenneth Bandler is Research Analyst in the Israel and Middle East Affairs

Division, International Relations Department; Dr. George E. Gruen is the
Director of the Israel and Middle East Affairs Division. The authors wish to
. acknowledge the special research contribution of Michael Rothenberg, a graduate
student at Columbia University's Schaol of International Affairs, who examined
the extensive literature on this subject and prepared the statistical data
. included in this repaort.
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Twenty-four countries have full diplomatic relations with South Africa.
Some of these are among South Africa's main trading partners, and a number of
them have military ties as well. A large number of countries that do not have
formal diplomatic ties with South Africa, notably Black African and Arab states,
also enjoy economic and commercial relationships with it. At least 46 African
states trade with South Africa. The Black African state of Malawi, which does
not even border on South Africa, has full diplomatic relations with the white
minority government in Pretoria. Some of these ties have recently become more
overt. For example, Swaziland and South Africa agreed last December to exchange
trade representatives, and Mozambique and South Africa opened trade offices in
their respective capitals after signing a non-aggression pact in March 1984. At
the time, Mozambique noted that by entering into this security and economic
relationship, it was in no way condoning the South African government's policy
of apartheid.z i

Israel does not condone apartheid, and the other countries relating to
South Africa have often stated their opposition to 1its racist policies as well.
Yet, of all these countries that constitute most of the UN membership, Israel
alone is routinely and systematically singled out for condemnation in inter-
national forums. The standard used against Israel should be applied to all
countries, or dropped.

In order to bring clarity to the debate on Israel-South Africa ties, the
relationship must be placed in the proper perspective. This paper will do so by
examining the economic and military relations South Africa has with all coun-
tries., Such an examination, based on open sources and published statistics,
clearly shows that Israel's trade with South Africa is minimal. Indeed, it is
considerably less than one percent of South Africa's global trade. In addition,
Israel has repeatedly stated that military ties ceased after the UN Security
Council imposed an embargo on arms sales to South Africa in 1977. The persis-
tent efforts by opponents of South Africa to single out Israel, therefore,
suggest that their aim is not limited to Israel-South Africa relations, but is
part of the broader campaign to isolate and delegitimize the State of Israel.

Israel's Opposition to Apartheid

Israel's historically consistent and firm opposition to the apartheid
policies of South Africa is rooted in the moral principles of Judaism and the
history of the Jewish people. Israel has been a leading advocate of the African
fight against the apartheid system in the United Nations. The Israeli delega-
tion has consistently cast its vote against the interests of South Africa. In
1961 the delegation voted to prevent the South African Foreign Minister, Eric
Louw, from presenting South Africa's case for apartheid at the General Assembly.
In 1966, the delegation supported a U.N. resolution revoking South Africa's
mandate over Namibia (South West Africa). In 1977, Israel supported a U.N. arms
embargo to the apartheid regime. (See Appendix II for Israeli statements
opposing racism and apartheid.)

The founding father of modern Zionism, Theodor Herzl, wrote more than 80
years ago that after liberating the Jews, he would strive to help end the
oppression of Blacks in Africa. Carrying out Herzl's promise to assist the
Blacks of Africa, Israel began a large and varied development assistance program
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in 1957. By 1966, Israel had established diplomatic relations with all sub-
Saharan countries, except for Mauritania and Somalia, two members of the Arab
League. Diplomatic relations with South Africa were maintained at a low level,
During the period 1957-1973, 31 African countries received economic assistance
from Israel, and 20 of these signed cooperation agreements.3 More than 6,700
African students came to Israel for training in agriculture, medicine and other
developmental fields.* Several thousand Israelis served in Africa.>

Although African-Israeli relations cooled in the early 1970s, especially
under pressure of Arab oil exporting countries, which led all African countries
except Lesotho, Malawi and Swaziland to break diplomatic ties with Israel,
economic and commercial ties have continued. Zaire restored full diplomatic
ties with Israel in 1982, and Liberia followed suit in 1983. Despite the
absence of full diplomatic ties with the other countries, Israel has maintained
economic and commercial ties with some 22 Black African countries. Israel has
"interests sections' in friendly embassies in the capitals of a number of these
countries. While these African countries routinely join in the condemnation of
Israel-South African ties, they not only trade with Pretoria, but also have

quietly carried on relations with Israel.

Israeli-South African diplomatic relations, meanwﬁile, were not elevated to
the level of embassy until 1976. Israel's continued involvement with Black
African nations, nevertheless, continues to outweigh its relations with South
Africa.

South Africa's Economic Relations

Statistical information compiled annually by the International Monetary
Fund (IMF) demonstrate that the volume of Israel-South African trade is
negligible when compared to the levels of trade South Africa conducts with the
industrialized nations in the West, the communist nations in the East, Black
African states and the oil-rich Arab nations. (See Tables I and II.) Since the
IMF relies on individual governments to supply this information, the figures may
not reflect the total volume of trade. For political and security reasons,
neither South Africa nor. individual Arab oil exporting countries provide infor-
mation on their trade. Black Africa is listed as one bloc. In such cases, we
have derived information from other open sources.

South Africa's biggest trading partners, according to IMF figures, are the
Western industrialized states. Among these states, the United States figures
the most prominently. South African exports to the U.S. grew from $589 million
in 1975 to $2.1 billion in 1980, but declined to $1.5 billion in 1983. South
Africa imported $1.3 billion worth of American goods in 1975, $2.5 billion in
1980, and $2.2 billion in 1983.

Western Europe and Japan are not far behind the U.S. in their volume of
trade with South Africa. South Africa imported $1.4 million worth of goods from
England in 1975, $2.2 billion in 1980, and $1.6 billion in 1983, South African
exports to England have totalled $1.2 billion in 1975, $1.7 billion in 1980, and
$1.2 billion in 1983. West Germany and France have also been leading trading
partners with South Africa. South African exports to Japan increased from $664




mi!iion in 1975, to $1.5<billibn in 1980, and nearly S$1.4 billion in 1983,
Japanese exports rose from $840 million in 1975, to $1.6 billion in 1980 and
$1.7 billion in 1983.

Officially reported Soviet bloc trade with South Africa shows South Africa
exporting $10 million worth of goods to the communist countries in 1975, S22
million in 1980, and $24 million in 1983. Soviet bloc exports to South Africa
grew from $10 million in 1975, to $38 million in 1980, and $60 million in 1982.
They fell back to $22 million in 1983, ’

At least 46 African states trade with South Africa.6 As a bloc, these
countries have traditionally been South Africa's fifth or sixth largest trading
partner. Trade with Black Africa represented 4% of South Africa's exports and
3% of its imports in 1981 alone. - South Africa's exports across its northern
borders increased by more than 60% between 1979 and 1980. Moreover, several
hundred thousand Blacks from five neighboring states are employed in South
African industry. South African exports to Black Africa grew from $573 million
in 1975 to $1.4 billion in 1980, but declined to $769 million in 1983. South
Africa imported $344 million worth of goods from Black Africa in 1975, $371
million in 1980, and $288 million in 1983.

Other forms of economic relations between Black African states and South
Africa have not waned in recent years, but grown. One recent example of this
trend is the non-aggression pact between Mozambique and South Africa, created,
admittedly, because of South Africa's overwhelming economic and military power.
The pact encourages an increase in South African tourism to Mozambique, an
increase in the number of Mozambicans employed by South Africa, and an increase
in South African aid to Mozambique and use of the port at Maputo. This pact and
the overall extensive ties Black Africa has with South Africa give credence to
what American civil rights leader Bayard Rustin once described as "the double
standard and hypocrisy that excuses or ignores Black Africa's trade with South
Africa, while blaming Israel for far less volume of trade with South Africa."’

While the IMF figures do not provide a country-by-country breakdown of
South Africa's trade with oil exporting countries, recent reports have shown
that Arab oil countries figure prominently in South Africa's foreign trade
picture. According to data compiled by Shipping Research Bureau, an anti-apart-
heid research organization based in Amsterdam, and Lloyd's Voyage Records, at
least 76% of South Africa's imported oil comes from Saudi Arabia, the United
Arab Emirates and Oman. These shipments have a market value of around $1.1
billion annually. The exact trade figures had, until recently, been subpressed
in accordance with South African laws and by the deliberate forging of log books
by the suppliers.a

0il is a vital strategic commodity supporting the South African economy and
armed forces. The Arab argument that they have no control over where the oil
companies ship the oil has been proven false by the historical record. In 1973,
Arab oil exporting countries successfully pressured Exxon to cut deliveries to
U.S. armed forces and Aramco to supply oil ‘to the Arab war effort. Moreover,
the Arab states have over the years tried to use oil as a weapon to influence
the political policies of other countries in the Arab-Israel conflict, as



witnessed by the oil embargoes in 1967 and 1973. If the Arab oil producing
countries were firm in their opposition to apartheid, they would be expected to
impose an oil embargo on South Africa.

Israel's trade with South Africa pales when compared to the trading records
of other countries. Israel-South Africa trade has little bearing on South
Africa's economic health. South African exports to Israel rose from $22 million
in 1975, to $95 million in 1980, and $142 million in 1983. South Africa
imported $26 million worth of Israeli goods in 1975, $61 million in 1980, and
$69 million in 1983. With few exceptions, Israel has had an annual trade
imbalance with South Africa. In fact, recent statistics reveal that Israel
accounts for only 0.4% . of South Africa's imports and 0.7% of its exports. Those
governments and individuals that exclusively focus on Israel-S5outh Africa trade,
without truthfully acknowledging the amounts of western, Soviet bloc, Black
African and Arab trade with the apartheid regime not only distort the facts, but
are attempting to manipulate opponents of apartheid for unrelated political
purposes. '

Foreign Military Relations

Israel supported the 1977 UN Security Council decision to impose an arms
embargo on South Africa, and Israeli officials have repeatedly reaffirmed that
position. (See Appendix II for statement.) Israel, nevertheless, has been
routinely castigated in international forums for its alleged military ties to
South Africa. Even if some ties exist, a recent study by the Congressional
Research Service has noted that any continued Israeli arms deliveries to South
Africa are much smaller than those of France and Italy.9 Naomi Chazan, an
Israeli scholar specializing in African affairs who is critical of Israel-South
Africa relations, has noted that the degree of Israel-South Africa military ties
in no way equals that of major arms exporting nations in the West nor does it
compete with Eastern European and Arab arms sales to South Africa.10 Israel's
arms transfers to South Africa before 1977, such as the sale of Reshef class
missile boats equipped with Gabriel surface-to-surface missiles, were aimed at
helping South Africa protect shipping lanes that are vital to western interests.
Such sales were of no use to the apartheid regime in carrying out repressive
measures against its Black population. Because of the arms embargo, South
Africa has developed a sizable domestic arms industry. South Africa, in fact,
has become a net arms exporter, self-sufficient in the production of small arms
and other equipment needed for counter-insurgency operations.

France, according to published reports, is South Africa's main arms
supplier. In 1980 France sold 360 air-to-surface missiles to South Africa. The
South Africans had a fFrench license to produce 100 Landmobile surface-to-air
missiles between 1980 and 1983.12 Between 1963 and 1974 more than $1 billion
worth of armaments were shipped to South Africa, mostly from fFrance.13 A French-
built nuclear power station 17 miles north of Capetown was completed in late
1984,

The United States has also sold military-related items to South Africa. The
American Friends Service Committee issued a report based on non-classified,
State Department documents that claimed that during the first term of the Reagan
Administration, the U.S. issued 29 export licenses worth $28.3 million to South



Africa for goods and high technology equipment, all of which can be used for
military purposes.14 The report claims that these sales were in clear violation
of the U.N. embargo on the sale of military equipment to South Africa.

Although much has been written on the subject of alleged Israel-South
African cooperation in the nuclear field, it amounts to pure speculation and
conjecture. No conclusive evidence to substantiate these assertions has been
published. The UN Secretary General cautioned in a 1980 report that."Until
specific examples of actual nuclear exchanges or transactions can be cited as
clear evidence of such cooperation, this whole question remains in a state of
uncertainty."15 Why does the speculation on alleged Israeli-
South African military ties continue endlessly, while known military arrange-
ments between South Africa and West European states are ignored? .The motivation
is purely political -- to harm Israel's image through constant repetition of
alleged Israell misdeeds. Such repetition, however, does not by itself sub-
stantiate the allegations.

Conclusions

South Africa's economic viability depends greatly on its extensive foreign
trade. The strength of South Africa's armed forces is dependent upon foreign
military suppliers as well as oil. In both the economic and security fields
Israel's interaction with South Africa is negligible when compared to South
Africa's relations with other countries. If Israel were to break all ties with
Pretoria, the impact on South Africa's economy and military would be hardly
measurable. . ' ‘

The routine condemnation of Israel-South African ties by many states and
individuals, who have chosen to manipulate the anti-apartheid cause for the
sole purpose of delegitimizing the State of Israel, harms honest efforts to
combat apartheid. Those who raise this false issue effectively reduce the
anti-apartheid constituency in the United States and around the world. South
African Blacks, the victims of apartheid, deserve better.
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United States

United Kiqggom

West Germany

France
Japan
.Soviet Bloc
Africa**

0il Exporting
Countries**

Israel

Israel ***

TABLE I

South African Exports

(In Millions of U.S. Dollars)

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981' 1982 1983 1984%
589.7 526.8 910.7 1,558.4 1,679.2 2,125.6 1,453.0 1,220.0 1,551.0 391.0
1,255.0 1,146.6> 1,512.3 1,400.5 1,146.5 1,779.2 1,313.5 1,300.0 1,219.0 189.0
601.8 543.8 - 594.5 767.4 1,084.5 1,028.7 962.4 785.0 703.0 190.0
155.6 170.6 245.5 317.9 417.5 523.5 638.3 415.0 353.0 110.0
664.8 592.0 737.0 875.9 1,129.3  1,551.4 .1,574.5 1,533.0 1,390.0 348.0
10.2 9.3 12.1 7.9 25.5 22.7 22.4 15.0 24.0 1.0
573.1 521.1 599.0 614.7 878.6 1,412.4 1,254.5 834.0 769.0  152.0
27.8 68.7 24.0 9.6 18.1 34.2 58.2 68.0 37.0 4.0
22.8 35.9 34.1 66.8 116.5 95.1 70.8 140.0 142.0 30.0
40.5 45.2 54.3 80.4 153.1 117.1 103.2 166.8

* First Quarter of 1984

** All IMF estimates are based on data reported to the specific country. If the data cannot be derived by that

country, it is often estimated by that country's trading partners.

African, oil exporting and Middle East countries have not been identified.

In these particular sets of data, specific
One could speculate that South Africa,

Black African states and Arab states did not disclose these figures for political reasons.

*** These figures, submitted by Israel to the IMF, differ from the South African figures, because of different

accounting methods.

countries. Nevertheless, Israel's trade with South Africa is still minimal.

Sources: Directions of Trade Statistics International Monetary Fund.

Directions of Trade Statistics International Monetary Fund.

Washington, D.C. Yearbook, 1982.
Washington, D.C. October 1984.

Such discrepancies are also found in the statistics for South African trade with the other




TABLE II

South African Imports

(In Millions of U.S. Dollars)

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984*
United States 1,340.8  1,459.7  1,124.5 1,137.0  1,477.9 ‘2,526.7 2,952.3 2,484.0 2,207.0 660.0
United Kingdom 1,493.9 1,185.4 971.4 1,200.2 1,490.6 2,242.0 2,500.6 2,029.0 1,697.0 445 .0
West Germany 1,409.2 1,217.5 1,073.1 1,466.2 1,554.9 2,384.4 2,707.0 2,503.0 2,003.0 596.0
France 335.4 294.,7 275.5 546.8 ©559.2 702.8 1,046.8 708.0 544.0 159.0
Japan 840.3 690.5 719.6 947.2 952.1 1,669.3 2,266.8 1,711.0 1,765.0 514.0
Soviet Bloc ‘ 10.6 13.4 10.0 - 8.8 21.6 38.5 51.2 60.0 22.0 6.0
Africa** 344.3 356.3 330.5 281.8 303.6 371.4 375.3 305.0 288.0 80.0
0il Exporting . _
Countries** 4 .3 - - 1.1 1.8 1.5 - - -
Israel 26.5 19.5 17.6 . 27.7 4.4 61.7 76.5 66.0 69.0  17.0

Israel*** 39.2 32.5 23.9 37.5 48.4 79.2 98.4 78.4

* First Quarter of 1984

** All IMF estimates are based on data reported to the specific country. If the data cannot be derived by that
country, it is often estimated by that country's trading partners. 1In these particular sets of data, specific
African, oil exporting and Middle East countries have not been identified. One could speculate that South Africa,
Black African states and Arab states did not disclose these figures for political reasons.

**¥%* See note **¥* to Table I above.

Sources: Directions of Trade Statistics International Monetary Fund. Washington, D.C. Yearbook, 1982.
Directions of Trade Statistics International Monetary Fund. Washington, D.C. October 1984.
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" Appendix I

THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

STATEMENT ON SOUTH AFRICA

The American Jewish Committee, this country's pioneer human relations
organization, has been devoted since its founding to combatting violations of
human rights wherever they occur. In this tradition, we reaffirm our abhorrence
of apartheid, South Africa's system of legally entrenched racial discrimination,
and we call for its speedy elimination.

We applaud the award of the Nobel Peace Prize to Bishop Desmond Tutu, a
courageous and eloquent leader of the anti-apartheid struggle. The award
symbolizes universal recognition of the justice of this cause.

Unhappily, in South Africa, voices of protest against apartheid are often
silenced harshly. Lack of due process and detention without trial are prominent
features of life, with attendant abuse of political power.

Recently enacted constitutional reforms, belatedly offering partial
representation to Indians and "coloreds," have left the system of racial
segregation intact; unfortunately, they fail to enfranchise South Africa‘s
overwhelming black majority. The policy of "resettling"” blacks in poverty-
stricken "homelands" has disrupted the lives of hundreds of thousands -- perhaps

millions. The influx control laws and the Group Areas Act aggravate the
suffering of the black population.

The role that those outside the country can play in combatting apartheid is

limited. But they can help to enhance the prospects for peaceful change, which
would benefit South Africans of all races and religions.

Thus, we endorse programs by private groups and government agencies, in the
United States and abroad, for educating black and other non-white South Africans
to assume a prominent ro]e in the economic and public 1ife of their country.
Education can be a powerful force for social change, a key element in disman-
tling apartheid.

Furthermore, all American companies operating in South Africa should be
urged to apply fair employment practices toward blacks. These include desegre-
gating the workp]ace, permitting workers to join trade unions providing equal
pay for comparable work, initiating job training programs, creating opportuni-
ties for career advancement, and improving health, housing, and school facili-
ties. Additionally, all European firms doing business in South Africa should be
urged to adhere to the fair employment principles enunciated in the 1977 EEC
Code of Conduct. Such practices by Western firms can contribute significantly
to the long-term goal of building a society based on equality and justice.
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Finally, we urge the United States Government, and all other Western
"governments, to work vigorously through appropriate bilateral and multilateral
channels, for the democratization of South African society.

Adopted by the National Executive Council
Chicago, Illinois, November 2, 1984

1029-South Africa Appendix I
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Appendix II°

OFFICIAL STATEMENTS BY THE STATE OF ISRAEL
OPPOSING -RACISM, APARTHEID AND ARMS SALES TO SOUTH AFRICA

".,..0bviously, we cannot be anything but critical of a policy which, irrespec-
tive of historical and sociological reasons, tends to cause humiliation to
others because of their race or color. In fact, we would be unfaithful to our
Hebrew heritage if we would not be critical of such a policy...we abhor any- form
of racial discrimination and humiliation, and I believe that the South African
government and enlightened public opinion in South Africa respect the candor
with which we express our opinion..."

---- Ambassador I.D. Unna, then Israel's Ambassador to
South Africa, September 3, 1978.

"Israel will comply with Security Council Resolution 418 (1977)1 and, accord-
ingly, Israel will not provide South Africa with arms or transfer of weapons and
ammunition, military vehicles and equipment."

---- Note verbale from Israel to the UN Security Coun-
cil, September 4, 1979, Israel's position of
opposition to the provision of arms to South Africa
has been repeatedly reaffirmed at the United
Nations.

"...it is no wonder that almost 80 years ago, Theodor Herzl, the founding father
of modern Zionism, compared the oppression of .Blacks in Africa to that which the
Jews themselves had suffered, and he vowed that when he had witnessed the
redemption of his own people, Israel, he would work for freedom in Africa..."

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, Israel's UN Representative,
before the General Assembly, November 8, 1979.

"As a multiracial people of all colors and backgrounds, we cannot be anything
but critical of a policy which causes humiliation to others on account of their
race or color. In fact, we would be unfaithful to our Jewish heritage if we

were to leave the slightest doubt in anybody's mind that we abhor any form of
racism, racial discrimination or humiliation.”

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, before the UN General
Assembly on Policies of Apartheid of the Government
of South Africa, November 12, 1980.

The Security Council voted unanimously on November 4, 1977 to 1mpose a mandatory
arms embargo against South Africa.
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",..The State of Israel rose as a response to injustice and sufferings. It
remains committed to social and racial equality. [The Israelis are] a people
coming from the four corners of the earth. Many of them are of different
origins and hues., All passionately refect racism. As recently as last December
an international congress against racism was held in Tel Aviv. Representatives
of teacher unions from different countries joined to study how to educate the
young generation to tolerance and mutual understanding between peoples and
races, how to alert it to the dangers of racism. In this spirit a call to the
teachers of the world has been issued," :

---- Ambassador of Israel before the UN Commission on
Human Rights, Geneva, February 16, 1981.

"We have never missed an. opportunity to publicly denounce apartheid and to
associate ourselves with United Nations condemnations of apartheid. I express
once again our total opposition to apartheid and to racism in any form."

---- Prime M{nister Menachem Begin, interview with
Afrique a la Une, June 1982.

"...nothing unites the people of Africa and the people of Israel more than a
hatred of racism. Our people have suffered more than anyone else from racism,
have fought and still fight, more than anyone else against this most horrible
disease that still persists among mankind.

"Israel and its Government have consistently condemned publicly the policy of
Apartheid, and I take this opportunity to express once more our abhorrence of
Apartheid and of any form of racism wherever it may occur."

---- From remarks by President Chaim Herzog during the
visit to Israel of Liberian President Dr. Samuel
K. Doe, August 23, 1983,

"Israel is not a simple observer which merely sympathizes with the victims of
racism and oppression. Our views have been shaped by bitter historical and
emotional experience spanning centuries. Moreover, to no less an extent, our
abhorrence of racism is rooted in the social norms which comprise an integral
part of Judaism's teachings.”

"Israel's position concerning apartheid and other manifestations of racial
discrimination is clear: we oppose bigotry completely and unreservedly wherever
and whenever it emerges. We have made this position known to the Government of
South Africa on numerous occasions. By this direct approach, rather than
through acrimonious rhetoric, we believe that the cause of eliminating racial
discrimination is better served."

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, before the UN General

Assembly, November 17, 1983.

L4
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"...Israel categorically condemns racism in all its forms, including Apartheid.
We are a people who have suffered more from racism, murderous racism, than any
other. This is why the founder of modern Zionism, Theodor Herzl, wrote that
after liberating the Jews from the evil of racism he would strive to liberate
the oppressed blacks. And this is why the state that was founded in his vision,
Israel, has repeatedly expressed its revulsion of and opposition to Apartheid,
both in world forums and directly to the Government of South Africa...direct

communication is the most effective means to bring about a change in South
African racial policies.”

---- Ambassador Benjamin Netanyahu, Israel's UN Repre-
sentative, before the General Assembly, November
21, 1984,

(Prepared by the Israel and Middle East Affairs Division of the International
Relations Department).

85-580-4
1079-Statement on Apartheid
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April 29, 1985

Mr. Zev Lewis

Public Liaison Office
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr., Lewis:

I would greatly appreciate your sending me a glossy photo of President
Reagan to be used in the next issue of the American Jewish Committee's
National Jewish Family Center Newsletter. Our feature article will deal
with Family Policy, and will review the family initiatives of recent

Presidents. I enclose a copy of our last issue to give you an idea of
our publication.

Thank you very much.

Sincerely yours,

Dr. Lawrence Grossman
Editor, Neweletter


















interaction; the Sabbath meal, Passover
seder, and other Jewish celebrations
prescribe defined roles for each family
member.

Even today, Dr. Linzer maintained,
when emphasis on individual auton-
omy has eroded both parental author-
ity and the force of tradition,
adherence to the teachings and prac-
tices of Judaism can help mediate gen-
erational tensions and strengthen
family life. He also pointed out that
classical Judaism acknowledges and
protects the valid expression of a
child’s autonomy. While Jewish law
requires children to respect parents
and provide for their needs, it also
makes clear that parents may not inter-
fere with a child’s personal decisions
about friends, career or marriage. A
traditional Jewish family, then, can
anchor its members in the stability of
its cultural heritage while enabling
them to adopt elements of modernity
that are compatible with that heritage.

“Intermarriage: Outreach or Outrage?”
was the topic of a dialogue on Novem-
ber 21 between Rabbi Ephraim Buch-

wald of the Lincoln Square Synagogue
and Rabbi Bernard Zlotowitz, Director
of the New York Federation of Reform

Synagogues.

Rabbi Buchwald, whose Orthodox con-
gregation is noted for its outreach to
the unaffiliated, expressed deep con-
cern about the erosion of Jewish iden-
tity in the U.S. Intermarriage, he said,
hardly evokes surprise anymore, since
most Jews are so minimally Jewish that
little distinguishes them from non-
Jews. Those eager to counter intermar-
riage, he said, must do much more to
improve and expand Jewish education.
At the same time, Rabbi Buchwald sur-
prised the audience by acknowledging
that intermarriage has made serious
inroads even among the Orthodox,
who receive intensive Jewish training.

Rabbi Buchwald declared that the
Orthodox Jewish community will
never accept the Reform innovation
that recognizes the offspring of a Jew-
ish father and a non-Jewish mother as
a Jew, and warned that such changes
could create irreparable rifts between
Orthodox and Reform Judaism. He also
urged non-Orthodox groups to con-
centrate on winning back unaffiliated
Jews rather than reaching out to non-
Jews.

Rabbi Zlotowitz’ presentation took a
very different approach. Stressing that
no one in the Reform movement
wishes to encourage intermarriage, he
insisted that it was a fact of life, and
that every effort must be made to win
and hold these families for the Jewish
community. Describing the process of
Reform conversion, he also explained
how Reform congregations deal with
the role of non-converted spouses in
the synagogue.

Responding to Rabbi Buchwald’s
objection to patrilineal descent, Rabbi
Zlotowitz argued that classical Judaism
was a missionary religion until Chris-
tian pressure forced Jews to abandon
outreach to Gentiles. Furthermore, he
said, a patrilineal criterion for Jewish-
ness is supported by the Bible. Though
later authorities rejected it, he argued,
the Reform Movement has revived the
original Biblical understanding in
order to adjust to current realities. m

Reviews

American Couples: Money,
Work, Sex

By Philip Blumstein and
Pepper Schwartz

(New York: William Morrow
and Co., 1984)

Rising divorce rates, demographic
changes in the workforce and the pop-
ularity of “alternative” family living
arrangements are all symptoms that
the American family is changing. There
is, however, a good deal of controversy
over the direction of that change.

Hoping to project the future shape

of the family, Drs. Blumstein and
Schwartz conducted an ambitious sur-
vey of American couples based on
12,000 questionnaires and 300 in-
depth interviews. They acknowledged
changing social reality by including
cohabiting, gay and lesbian couples
along with legally married husbands
and wives.

Blumstein and Schwartz have divided
their book into three parts. They open
with an overview of the historical evo-
lution of the American couple, stress-
ing especially the twentieth-century
decline of the double standard in sex-
ual relations and the entrance of women
into the workforce in large numbers
during World War II. A presentation of
the authors’ findings follows, laced

with lively illustrative material from
their interviews. The book concludes
with 20 case histaries reflecting the
variety of couples ssudied.

- -
American Couples provides a wealth of
data. Many of its conclusions are sig-
nificant; some are disturbing. Among
the findings are:

® The ideal of marriage is alive and
well. Most people still aspire to perma-
nent relationships even if they are
skeptical about being able to realize
them.

® The one exception to this general-
ization is the gay community. Over
two-thirds of homosexual men are
involved in “open” relationships, and
“if a gay man is monogamous, he is
such a rare phenomenon he may have
difficulty making himself believed.”

® Cohabiting couples tend not to
develop lifetime commitments without
marriage. The couple is likely either to
marry or to split up within ten years.

® Traditionalist attitudes prevail on
some issues. Among married couples,
64 percent of husbands and 60 percent
of wives oppose full-time employment
for women with small children. Most
respondents in all categories say that
mothers should bear primary responsi-
bility for child care. Even couples
expressing egalitarian views show little
actual inclination to share household
work, and couples who try to share
such duties are unhappy with the result.
“The idea of shared responsibility
turned out to be a myth.”

Though the book offers advice to dif-
ferent kinds of couples on how to
improve their relationships, this is
done in-a-pluralistic way that avoids
normative judgements. Thus nowhere
do Blumstein and Schwartz treat mar-
riage as intrinsically better than any
other way of living, and they even sug-
gest that a willingness to go outside of
marriage for sexual gratification may
restore balance and perspective to the
relationship.

American Couples will stimulate pro-
ductive discussion about changes in
American family life. Though tradi-
tionalists will fault the absence of
norms, many gays will object to the
way they are portrayed and social sci-
entists may question the sampling
technique, Blumstein and Schwartz
have produced a significant book. m
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE "

date December 26, 1985 a;:

to Marc H. Tanenbaum ‘E

from David Geller ' : :i
subject TERRORISM

Last week a friend of mine from Detroit, who works for the
U,S. Army?Tank Automotive Command, in Warren, Michigan,
attended a meeting on terrorism on Friday, New—2a£n, Dt b
Several hundred employees heard from twe officers of the
Army Intelligence Section from Fort MclLellan, Alabama,
specialists in dealing with terrorism. One of the officers,
Capt. Stefan Volk, made the following points:

l. Modern terrorism began when the IRGUN bombed the
King David Hotel:

2. The Palestinians responsible for the Munich massacre were

only trying to call the world's attention to their plight;
and

3. Often, Americans are the targets because "we have the

Israelis as our stooges, or, are we really their stooges =--
like in the Pollard business --."

My friend spoke to him after the meeting and learned that the
officer's parents were refugees from Hungary in 1956, who

had spent time in West Germany prior to their arrival in the
U.S, BHe is currently living in Long Island City, New York.

Do you think this should be followed up?

DG/BJB

cc: David Harris
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June 24, 1986
Mr, Max Green
Special Assistant to the President
Room 197

The White House
Washington, D.C, 20500
Dear Max:

You will recall that when we spoke during the AJC's Annual
Meeting I promised to get you additional information about the
gift which the leadership of the Yemenite Jewish community here
wishes to present to President Reagan.

I am pleased to enclose the letter from the Yemenite Jewish
Federation on this matter.

While I know that the President is deluged with requests, I
appreciate your promise to make a special effort in this case., As
you may know, the roughly 2,000 Jews who remain in the Yemen Arab
Republic are scattered in small communities and have been virtually
cut off from their brethren abroad. Even normal postal and personal
contact has not been possible with very rare exceptions, and letters
to the President of Yemen from Yemeni Jewish leaders in the United
States have gone unanswered.

It is our hope that a brief meeting with the President for this
cultural presentation and the photo opportunity that will accompany
it may have the salutary effect of impressing the Yemeni authorities
with the fact that Yemeni Jews are not forgotten but have entrée
even to the White House. This may help give impetus to quiet dip-
lomatic efforts that will result in a renewal of contacts between
Yemeni Jews and their brethren abroad.

Again, many thanks for your efforts in this matter.

Sincerely yours,

A
Geérég/é%régien, Ph.D.

Director
Israel § Middle East Affairs

GEG:mr
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August 26, 1986

Max Green

Office of Public Liaison
Room 196

The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Max:

On reflection of our telephone conversation, I must agree with

your concern about time on October 1, when Baltimore Chapter is
planning a visit to Washington. We would, of course, want to

tour the White House in addition to having a briefing, and we will
NOT be able to allow enough time to do both. So, again with regret,
we will have to cancel plans for the White House this time around.

I appreciate your frank appraisal of time commitment required to
"do" the complete exercise. Perhaps the next time....?

irds,

:nfield

LR/mew
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September 19, 1986

Max Green

Associate Director of Public

Liaison

0l1d Executive Office Building Room 196
Washington, DC 20501

Dear Max:

This is to confirm your meeting here at AJC on
Tuesday, October 14 from noon to 2 PM in Room 200C.
We have invited several of our key staff and lay
leaders to discuss current issues and political trends

with you. I look forward to seeing you there.
haladahie T
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October 6, 1986
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The President

Mr. Ronald Reagan

The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

We join with fellow citizens and supporters of democracy everywhere
in wishing you Godspeed in your forthcoming meeting with General Secretary
Gorbachev. We share your profound hope that these important deliberations
will contribute to a safer and more peaceful world.

As Americans, we are proud of our Govermment's unyielding commitment to
the cause of human rights as a findamental cornerstone of our country's foreign
policy. We are convinced that authentic coexistence with the USSR will not
be realized until hundreds of thousands of Soviet Jews and others are able
to exercise their internationally-recognized right to leave. We sincerely
trust that the Reykjavik talks will provide an opportunity to convey to
Kremlin leaders the deep and abiding concern of the American people for the
compelling plight of Soviet Jewry. We continue to urge that the USSR take
immediatr steps to end the denial of exit visas to those seeking to leave,

including the Prisoners of Conscience and the thousands of refusenik
families.

Mr. President, we pray earnestly for the success of these vital talks.

Respectfully,
David Gordis Theodore Ellenoff
Executive Vice President President
SN o Miles Jaffe, Chairman
International Relations International Relations
Department Commis
R ss, Chairman

National Task Force on
Soviet Jewry
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The Sicte of the Union *

Two weeks after President Reagan’s
State of the Union address, talk about the
“state of the union”—not only the speech,
but the state of the union in all its dimen-
sions—is as intense as ever. It encom-
passes the state of the presidency, the polit-
ical process, executive-legislative rela-
tions, America’s role in the world. Rarely
in our history has there been such an ag-
gregation of basic questions about Amer-
ica’s governance and basic policies.

Two significant developments have made
such discussion inevitable:

—For the first time since 1959, an Ameri- -

can presidency is in its seventh year. No
president since Dwight Eisenhower has
completed two full terms. Could even as
popular a president as Ronald Reagan es-
cape the dangers of “lame-duckery”? The
question became particularly relevant
when the Democrats scored unexpectedly
large gains in November, garnering control
of both houses of Congress.

—Since November, the Iran-Contra im-
broglio has, in the judgment of both sup-
porters and adversaries of the President,
added significantly to the perception of an
Administration in disarray, a government
without credibility, a nation with reduced
confidence in its leadership. To what extent
that perception correctly depicts the “state
of the union” will be determined by devel-
opments over the next months. In its over-
whelming rejection of Mr. Reagan’s veto of
the Clean Water Act, Congress may al-
ready have signalled its readiness to ignore
the White House on other important is-
sues. But more important tests lie ahead—
Contra aid, SDI funding, the ABM and Salt
II treaties and more. Nevertheless, Mr.
Reagan has been underrated before and
should not be written off now. His personal
popularity remains very high.

During these early months of the 100th

Congress and the “fourth quarter” of the
Reagan presidency, the Congress and the
American people will be reacting not only
to what the President did or did not say in
his State-of-the-Union address, but also to
what the Democratic leadership, the dozen
or so leading Presidential candidates, and
major segments in society will be advocat-
ing for the nation. Disarray or not, respon-
sible observers are saying that partisanship
and “lame duckery” must not interfere
with the nation’s business. ’

The Iran-Contra Controversy

In his address, the President limited him- .
-self to a brief comment acknowledging that

“serious mistakes were made.” It is the
clear intent of several investigatory bodies,
legislative and executive, to explore not
only the policies involved but the way
those policies were adopted and imple-
mented. At stake is the trust essential to
democratic government—trust among key
Administration officials, trust between the
Congress and the Administration, trust be-
tween the government and the people, and
trust and credibility between the U.S. and
its allies.
" On the substance of the controversy,
American Jews are particularly concerned
about the need to reaffirm a credible and
(continued on page 31)

Urging Values;
Fanning Discord

President Reagan has a way with words.
“Why is it,” he asked, in his State of the
Union Address, “that we can build a nation
with our prayers but we can’t use a school-
room for voluntary prayer?” Neatly stated,
but not very new—or very accurate, either.
Children can and do pray in silence, and
need no by-your-leave to do so. Whether it
is “Dear God, don’t let me fail this test” or
“Dear God, help me to do what’s right,”
such prayers have permeated the air of
American classrooms for generations. Nor
is there any reason why any youngster
can’t read a verse or two from the Bible
during unscheduled parts of the school
day—if that’s what he or she wants to do.
It’s organized prayer or Bible-reading, at a
time and in a manner prescribed by school
authorities, that’s beyond the pale. And the
reasons for that ban are embedded deep in

our nation’s core.

In the 200 years since the U.S. Constitu-
tion was drafted, attempts to breach the
separation of church and state have been
many and varied. But that wall between the
two was crafted by this nation’s founders
with a sharp memory of how religious mi-
norities fared in lands without such safe-
guards. So determined were they to ensure
religious liberty for believers and non-be-
lievers alike, that the Constitution makes
no mention of Jesus Christ, or God the
Creator, or any other religious tie. Cer-
tainly this country has been profoundly in-
fluenced by Jewish and Christian moral
and ethical values; but it is the separation of
church and state the founders underscored
that has made it possible for religion itself
to thrive with a vitality that is the envy of

(continued on page 30)
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As the 100th Congress gets down to busi-
ness, dozens of bills are being fed into the
legislative hopper—all certain to be
weighed against pressures to balance the
Federal budget. Many measures being de-
bated this session are of special concern to
the Jewish community:

Foreign Aid

Among the foreign-aid appropriations to
be considered are $1.8 billion in military
assistance and $1.2 billion in economic aid
for Israel. This is the same level Congress
approved last year. The AJC strongly sup-
ports the aid requested for Israel and con-
tinued assistance to America’s other allies.

internment camps during World War IT will
also be reintroduced. The AJC supports the
Report of the National Commission on
Reparations endorsing such payments.

English Proficiency

The Congressional Hispanic Caucus has
called for a new English Proficiency Act,
which would fund and encourage commu-
nity-based efforts to increase English liter-
acy among adults. On the other side, ef-
forts are being made to establish English as
the official language. The AJC supports the
English Proficiency Act and chapters have
opposed English-only referenda as divisive
and unnecessary in states where they were

Immigration Reform

To complement the landmark Simpson-
Rodino bill passed by the 99th Congress,
oversight is needed to make sure the provi-
sions legalizing undocumented aliens who
came here before 1982 are carried out fair-
ly. New efforts have also been made to
provide safe haven for Nicaraguans and
Salvadorans escaping war zones and other
refugees fleeing persecution. Some may try
to impose a cap on legal immigration and
end preferences for brothers and sisters of
U.S. citizens. The AJC supports a gener-
ous, family-based immigration system,
backs safe haven for refugees, and opposes
changes in current entry procedures.

Soviet Jewry

Increased business and cultural ex-
cnanges between the U.S. and the
U.S.S.R. have brought pressures for
changes in the Jackson-Vanik Amendment,
which ties trade concessions to a more
open Soviet emigration policy. The AJC
believes that flexibility on trade is already

wilt iATo the Jackson= Vamik Jormuta;
any further trade relaxations should reflect
real improvement in Soviet emigration.

Restore Civil Rights

The Civil Rights Restoration Act— pri-
ority legislation for the civil-rights commu-
nity—will again be introduced. The bill
would bar Federal funds to institutions per-
mitting discrimination by sex, disability,
age or race in any of their programs or
facilities—protections lifted by the 1984
Supreme Court ruling in Grove City V.
Bell.

Fair Housing amendments are also ex-
pected to help families with children, and
the disabled, who meet discrimination in
the housing market. The AJC supports
both measures.

Legislation to provide reparation pay-
ments for Japanese Americans forced into

tntroduced.

Anti-Terrorism Bill

The Terrorist Firearms Protection Act
would make it a Federal crime to manufac-
ture or import plastic guns, which cannot
be detected by airport security equipment.
The AJC has endorsed this initiative as a
positive step in combatting terrorism.

Family and Medical Leave

The Family and Medical Leave Act ad-
dresses a common work-family conflict by
allowing parents to take limited, unpaid
leave after the birth or adoption of a child,
or when there is a serious illness in the
family. The bill has gained support since
the January 21 Supreme Court ruling up-
holding the right of a California woman to
return to her job after a pregnancy leave.
The AJC strongly supports this legislation.

Welfare Reform

Recent studies of poverty by sources
public and private, liberal and conservative
all urge fundamental changes in the Federal

7l welfare system. Numerous legislative pro-

posals are in the making. The AJC will sup-
port initiatives to provide adequate assis-
tance for those in need, work programs to
encourage economic independence, and
increased involvement of community-
based organizations in job training and
Job-creation programs.

Hate Crimes

Legislation will be introduced imposing
Federal penalties for willfull damage to re-
ligious property or harm to worshippers. It
will also call for Federal record-keeping on
religious desecrations and other hate
crimes. Another bill will seek to define and
outlaw paramilitary organizations. The
AJC supports carefully drawn statutes that
combat hate crimes without interfering
with civil liberties.

Urging Values . .

peoples the world over.

Inrecent years some of the bitterest cam-
paigns to breach that separation have cen-
tered on efforts to put prayers and Bible
readings back in the public schools. The
AJC and other groups, Christian and Jew-
ish, concerned about religious freedom
view such pressures as dangerous, and will
continue to oppose them, both in the courts
and in the public arena.

We share with the President a concern
for the “crisis of values” affecting our na-
tion, and the apparent decline in responsi-
bility, civility and public order. But tempt-
ing though it is to look for simple answers,
school prayer is not the solution.

What’s needed are new, innovative ways
to teach young people common-core values
without violating the Constitution or weak-
ening the pluralism that is America’s hall-
mark—Honesty; fairpta  ompassion, e
spect for others, patriotism, loyalty, accep-
tance of difference, are lessons that must
permeate the entire school day—and teach-
ers, psychologists, philosophers and edu-
cators are searching for the best ways to get
these lessons across. Schools around the
country are experimenting with exciting
models for teaching ‘“values education,”
and these must to be encouraged.

Such programs can revive the strong
sense of unity and common purpose so vi-
tal to a strong democracy, enhance the
overall quality of public education and en-
rich the lives of students and the general
community. What’s more, they can help
ease tensions between Americans of differ-
ent faiths instead of exacerbating them.
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State of the Union. .. continued

effective anti-terrorist policy. They are also
concerned about any weakening of the
“special relationship” between the U.S.
and Israel. Whatever mistakes the United
States or Israel might have made, the un-
derlying case for a close and trusting col-
laboration between the two remains as sol-
id as ever. Congress has given every
indication that it will reject any scapegoat-
ing of Israel and attempts to punish it for
being a supportive ally.

The Budget Crisis

Mr. Reagan got a standing ovation, on
both sides of the political aisle, when he
decrared the Federal deficit “outrageous™
But his solution—the old, frequently-re-
jected suggestions for a constitutional
amendment mandating a balanced budget
and a line-item veto—disappointed many
of his listeners.

How difficult it is for the President and
the Congress to meet this great budget
challenge was dramatically demonstrated
on the very morning of the President’s ad-
dress, when the Washington Post pub-
lished the results of a new poll asking Amer-
icans how they felt about spending levels
for the Federal government.

—By 63% to 5%, respondents wanted
more spending for Social Security.

—By 74% to 3%, they wanted more
spending for Medicare.

—By 61% to 6%, they wanted more
spending for Medicaid.

—By 57% to 8%, they wanted more
spending for day care.

—By 46% to 14%, they wanted more
spending for loans and grants to college
. students.

Seventy-four percent wanted higher or

85% on unemployment insurance, 72% on
food stamps, 76% on space exploration,
75% on music and the arts. Yet if the Feder-
al budget continues to call for the present
or even higher levels of expenditures for
the military, social security and Medicare,
there is no realistic possibility of balancing
the budget without additional revenues.
Recalling the political “mistake” Walter
Mondale made in 1984 when he acknowl-
edged the need for a tax increase, very few
politicians, in either party, are willing to
say to the American people: You’ll have to
make a choice—less defense, less social
programs, or more taxes. Only a bi-par-
tisan White House-Congressional agree-
ment to throw such a challenge out to the
American people could possibly succeed.
But this cooperation seems unlikely in the
present political climate, particularly when

the same level of spending on the military;

Mr. Reagan feels so strongly that there
must be no tax increase. And whatever
happens on the overall budget, numerous

battles will be waged over specific spend- .

ing levels as the Congress tries to live with-
in Gramm-Rudman limits.

The Political Process

The excesses of the 1986 election—high
costs, negative campaigning, sectarianism
and extremism—nhave prompted much in-
terest in campaign reform. In recent days,
two significant revelations have helped to
convince many members of the Congress
that early action is needed.

—The Federal Election Commission re-
ported that 20 members of the House of
Representatives—11 Republicans and 9
Democrats—ended their 1986 campaigns
with surpluscampaign funds above $400,-
000 each—as high as $942,000 for Con-
gressman David Dreier (R-Cal.). In the
Senate, 20 Senators—9 Republicans and 11
Democrats—have campaign chests ranging
from $400,000 to $2,208,000. (Thirteen of
these are not even up for re-election until
1990 or 1992!)

—Senator Lloyd Bentsen (D-Texas),
Chairman of the Senate Finance Commit-
tee, who has $646,000 on hand for his 1988
campaign, invited business lobbyists and
PAC officials willing to contribute $10,000
to his election campaign to join him in
monthly breakfast sessions. Publicity
forced Mr. Bentsen to withdraw the invita-
tion and acknowledge he had made a
“doozy” of a mistake; but he is not the first
Senator to provide such “services.” His
predecessor, Bob Packwood (R-Oregon)—
who has $957,000 on hand for his 1992 cam-
paign—had a similar breakfast program, at
a pre-inflation rate of $5,000 per guest.

None of this is illegal. That is why there
is growing interest in changing the law, Ma-
jority Leader Robert Byrd (D-W.Va.), who
has his own “breakfast club,” stressed his
support for campaign reform when he as-
signed the number S.2 to a reform bill (S.1
was the Clean Water Act) which would,
among other changes, place new restric-
tions on PAC contributions.

A growing number of observers believe
that the extraordinary escalation of cam-
paign expenditures over the last few elec-
tions has been corrupting. The candidates
themselves have acknowledged publicly—
and complained even more bitterly in pri-
vate—that the need to involve themselves

personally in fund-raising is demeaning,

embarrassing and distasteful. Even when
explicit quid-pro-quos are not involved,
there are humiliating implications of pay-
backs; and the time and energy consumed

in such fund-raising cuts the time and ener-
gy needed to work on critical issues.

Expensive campaigning also affects the
quality and availability of candidates.
While it would be wrong to generalize
(some of the wealthiest members of .th_e
Congress have been among the best), it is
clear that personal wealth and well-heeled
supporters give a candidate a major leg-up.
And it’s not good for Senators, and not
good for the country, for the Senate to be
seen as a “millionaires’ club.”

Perhaps most disturbing of all is the im-
pact of TV on the electoral process. The
impact is self-accelerating: the huge cost of
TV time makes it necessary to raise vast
campaign war chests; and the availability of
such funds encourages the extensive and
sometimes exclusive use of TV to win over
the voters. A candidate with unlimited re-
sources can often overwhelm an opponent
with less to spend.

While the proper use of television—de-
bates, talk shows, in-depth analysis and the
like—can help give the voters a sound basis
for choice, political TV spots—often as
short as ten seconds and rarely as long as a
full minute—can be dangerously mislead-
ing. The product of image-makers and slo-
ganeers, they rarely convey an accurate
image of the candidate. The messages they
project are often one-sided, simplistic dis-
tortions of serious issues and, in far too
many cases, they take the place of
thoughtful speeches or statements which
can challenge and educate voters.

There is a strong mood in the Congress to
tackle these issues; but whether it will last
remains to be seen. The present system, for
all its shortcomings, favors incumbents;
and it is the incumbents who must agree to
any changes.

The AJC, while remaining scrupulously
nonpartisan, is deeply concerned about
campaign spending, the quality of public
debate and related issues. In preparation
for the 1988 campaign, it is involved in nu-
merous explorations regarding the elec-
toral process and these will continue in the
months ahead. A recent AJC-sponsored
meeting in Washington brought together
representatives of a dozen major national
organizations, including Common Cause,
the League of Women Voters, the U.S.
Catholic Conference, People for the Amer-
ican Way, the Ripon Society, and the Joint
Center for Political Studies, to discuss how
current problems might be addressed. Sim-
ilar AJC consultations are planned to con-
tribute to the national debate. Few items on
the Congressional Agenda are more impor-
tant than the issue of how Americans are
convinced to select and elect the men and
women who govern them,
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Israel gets the message at last on the Pollard affair

‘ ILL our children be
able to talk to one
another?” is often
a wistful agenda item at
conferences involving
American Jews and Israeli
Jews. In recent months,
however, the Pollard affair
has raised questlons about
the ability of American and
Israeli Jews to communi-
cate effectively even now —
in this generatlon.

From the standpoint of
American Jewish leaders in
particular, it was as though
we simply weren't getting
through. For weeks, we
sought to persuade Jerusa-
lem that the use of an
American citizen as a spy
~presented an unaccept-

jlte breach of falth — a
violation of the trust that is
essential to the alliance be-
tween the U.S. and Israel.

We urged the Israelis to
launch a probe into how this
unfortunate episode came
to pass — and then to make
public their findings.

But the government of Is-
rael slmply refused to ac-
knowledge any role in run-
ning Pollard as a spy, in-
sisting that the whole busi-
ness was a “rogue" opera-
tion and doubtless persuad-
ing itself that the matter
would soon blow over.

Amerlcan Jews protested

BY THEODORE ELLENOFF

the seeming cynicism dem-
onstrated by the Israelis in
giving prestigious posts to
the very individuals re-
ported to have been respon-
sible for this “rogue” under-
taking. We tried to draw a
parallel by asking how It
would look if — right now —
Col. North and Adm. Poin-
dexter were suddenly
granted important promo-
tions.

The whole dialogue began
to take an ugly turn — some
Israelis accused American
Jewish leaders of being
frightened by possible dual
loyalty charges, rather than
simply outraged about Is-
rael practicing esplonage in
the US.

Fortunately, the Israelis
finally got the message —
though only, it appears,
after Pollard was sen-
tenced. Former Foreign
Minister Abba Eban initi-
ated an inquiry by the Intel-
ligence Subcommittee of
the Knesset's Foreign Af-
fairs and Defense Commit-
tee. The cabinet agreed a
couple of days later to set
up an investigatory com-
mission of its own.

The lessons learned from
these inquiries should result
in recommendations for

better oversight procedures
to prevent any recurrence
of such regrettable errors.
The government of lsrael
has promised to cooperate
tully with the two investiga-
tlons and underscored the
hope that this would do
much to restore mutual
confidence to the Israeli-
U.S. relatlonship.

Interestingly, only a cou-
ple of weeks' earlier, during
Israelt Prime Minister Yitz-
hak Shamir's visit to the
U, President Reagan offl-
clally designated Israel a
“major non-NATO ally” of
the US.

This declaration came de-
splte revelations concerning
Israel's role in the Iran af-
fair, despite the impending
sentence of Pollard and de-
spite the State Dept's re-
port-in-progress on Israell
arms sales to South Africa.

In this seemingly ominous
climate, wasn't it virtually
incongruous to upgrade for-
mally U.S.-Israel relations?

No. Notwithstanding the
justifiable anger over the
Pollard affair, the Reagan
administration, Congress
and the American people
recognize the vitality and
necessity of Israel's special
relationship with the U.S,

Israel is the Middle East's
only democracy and she re-
mains America’s most reli-
able ally In that region
American arms have been

tioned In Israel for
use by the U.S. military in
the event of any threat to
the Arab oil-producing
states in the Persian Gulf.

Thus, Israel plays a key
part in defending America's
energy supply and in deter-
ring potential Soviet expan-
sionism in the Middle East.

Maj. Gen George Keagan,
igrmer chief of US. Air

'orce intelligence, has
ztotedthat:;oreverydollar NEWYORKPOST

support this country has

given Israel, we have gotten March 14, 1987
a thousand dollars of benefit
in return”" According to
Peter McPherson, head of
the State Dept.’s Agency for
International Development,
every billion dollars of US.
assistance to Israel creates
60,000 American jobs.

Thus, the American-Is-
raeli alliance is a friendship
grounded not just in com-
mon values, but also in
shared interests. Despite
the unfortunate, occasional
Jonathan Pollards, it will
endure and prosper.

ttorney Theodore Ellenoff is
pmldmz of the American Jew-
ish Commiittee.
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Israel Can’t Ignore Bond Between Jews, America

By DAVID M. GORDIS

Anxieties linger and questions persist in the wake of the Pollard
spy case. How could Israel have done it? How extensive is the
damage to the American-Israeli alliance? These are disturbing
questions for Israel’s friends, Jewish and non-Jewish alike. But
underlying these are even more probing questions. And some of
them raise themes that have been heard before. They ask about
American Jews and their commitments. They summon up whis-
pers of international conspiracies, and raise specters of divided
loyalty on the part of American Jews. These questions are being
asked not only by traditional enemies, seeking ammunition for
their hostility, but also by friends; and especially by. those puzzled
about the singular relationship between American Jews and Israel.
They deserve a serious and honest answer.

The love affair between American Jews and Israel has been so
well documented that it is almost a cliche. Israel is a spiritual cen-
ter for all Jews everywhere—the fulfillment of the two-millennia-
old dream of a restored Jewish homeland. Illogical though it may
seem, Jews who escaped the Holocaust, and particularly American
Jews, still harbor guilt over their failure to prevent that disaster.
They perceive Israel as the principal guarantor that the Jewish
people will survive.

Even in America, Jews, conditioned by a 2,000-year history of
victimization, feel vulnerable. This may be unjustified by objective
measures: All indicators show a steeply declining curve of anti-
Semitic incidents and attitudes. Yet in poll after poll, despite their
extraordinary success and achievement, Jews continue to express
anxiety over current and anticipated acts or expressions of hatred
against them. Even Jews who have no intention of living in Israel,
who in fact have never set foot in Israel, perceive Israei as an
msurance policy.

Without doubt the engagement of American Jews with the
Jewish state is powerful, complex and profound. But for all our
pride in and passion for Israel, we are by no means blinded by our
ardor. Nor is our loyalty to our own beloved country compromised.
Our most enduring love affair is with this free land of America, and
it antedates the very founding of the Republic. (With great pride
we teach our children about the Jews who fought bitterly with
Peter Stuyvesant for the right to stand guard duty along with their
fellow burghers in old New Amsterdam.)

Almost always we see our two loves, America and Israel, in har-

mony with one another; it is inconceivable to us that the United
States and Israel could be incompatible in any substantive way.
American Jews do not, and cannot, countenance any behavior that
is incompatible with America’s safety and security. That’s why,
despite some understandable expressions of sympathy for the per-
sonal tragedy involved, there has been no Jewish rationalization
of the Pollards’ behavior, and there can be none.

All of us have a variety of loyalties. I am loyal to my daughters
and to my parents, but these loyalties need not be in conflict.
American Jews are deeply attached to Israel, but that loyalty inno
way diminishes their allegiance, love and devotion to their coun-
try. The romance of American Jews with America is perpetually
vital, fresh and alive. And it is unshakable.

It is important that our feliow Americans understand this about
American Jews; it is vital that Israel learn it. For us, Jewish life in
America is a legitimate expression of Judaism; it is creative, vital
and enduring. Most Israelis find it difficult to understand this, and
certainly don’t agree with it. Having prayed for re-establishment
of Jewish national existence since the destruction of the second
Jewish commonwealth 2,000 years ago, lsraelis are disappointed
that all American Jews have not elected to join them in the build-
ing of the Jewish state. They attribute American Jewry's failure
to respond this way to a character flaw—an unwillingness to put up
with hardship, to sacrifice the comforts that America offers. Amer-
ican Jews, on the other hand, see America not only as a blessing
for the world but also as a miracle of Jewish history.

There is nothing wrong with these differences in perception. But
it is quite another matter when perceptions translate into behavior
that undermines the loyalty of an American Jewish couple to their
own country, challenges American Jewish patriotism, and out-
rages and embarrasses American Jews.

The Poltard affair was possible because Israel either failed to
understand or chose to ignore the bond between American Jews
and America. It is essential that Israel now learn that lesson.

What occurred was unconscionable and unacceptable The
Israelis have vowed that n will not happen again. To that, all
American Jews say “Amen.”

David M. Gordis is the ezecutive vice president of the American
Jewish Committee.
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Passover Seder at the U. S. Embassy in Moscow during
your recent visit to the Soviet Union.

Many of us at our own family seders now regularly
include a prayer on behalf of our brethren in the Soviet
Union who have so far been unsuccessful in making their
own modern day exodus to Israel. Therefore, it was
particularly exciting and poignant to see you sharing
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the sincerity of your personal concern and the great
symbolic importance of this singular event.
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