Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This 1s a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

Collection:
Green, Max: Files, 1985-1988
Folder Title:
American Jewish Congress (3 of 3)
Box: 30

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digitized-textual-material

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library Inventories, visit:
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/white-house-inventories

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library@nara.gov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-
support/citation-guide

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.gov/

Last Updated: 04/23/2025


https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digitized-textual-material
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/white-house-inventories
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-support/citation-guide
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-support/citation-guide
https://catalog.archives.gov/

Date: 2'/2@

o

FROM: MARI MASENG
Deputy Assistant to the President
and
Director, The Office of Public Liaison

T0:

SUBJECT:

The attached is for:

O Information —mew & Comment

[ Direct Response [0 Appropriate Action
O File O PerRequest
O Other

mmwmmc. 7 B e,
V\/\ < ((.v&,c7 J\-"‘\'\7 ()OYJ ne Y \'\‘*-L.c

"(’. 'gwﬁ.(?/ o  Verc %U Lo D

N e 0oy LS. ¥ o\ Yy *): Ry rend ~¥3J

\/;\h‘ Qmm o‘P’C((‘;\Q"’ . QW:/<




MIKE EVANS

February 19, 1987

Gary Bauer

Office of Policy Development
2nd Floor - West Wing

White House

Washington, DC 20500

Re: Meeﬁing with President Reagan, Mike Evans, Ray McCauley.

Dear Mr. Bauer:

We were given your name by Herb Ellingwood. He told us that you

may be able to help us get a meeting with the President. I am
enclosing a bio sheet on Ray McCauley from South Africa. By way

of introduction of myself, I am an Evangelist from Bedford, Texas.

I serve on the Executive Board of the American Coalition for
Traditional Values, which has worked with 110,000 churches assisting
President Reagan enormously. 1 have had several meetings

with President Reagan myself.

Ray McCauley is one of the most influential religious leaders in
South Africa and I feel that Ray could be an enormous help to

the President on the South African issue.

We have been in contact with Max Green from Linas Kojelis' office

and he is trying to set up some meetings with other prominent people
for me and Ray.

Mr. McCauley will be in the United States the last week of May and
the first week of June. We would be most grateful if there is
anything you could do for us in setting up this meeting.

Please let me know your thoughts on the subject.

Most sincerely,

77/&& & parels

Mike Evans

ME/bw

P.O. Box 709, Bedford, Texas 76021
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RAY McCAULEY is founder and Pastor of RHEMA BIBLE CHURCH in Randburg,
South Africa.

He was born in South Africa and, before his conversion, he was a
professional body-builder. In 1978 he and his wife Lynda moved to
America where they attended RHEMA BIBLE TRAINING CENTER in Tulsa,

OKLAHOMA. It was there that he was ordained by Dr. Kenneth E. Hagin
in the same year.

In 1979 they returned to South Africa to start a church and a bible
college along the lines of that of Kenneth Hagin Ministries in U.S.A.
They started holding church services in their parent's home in June
1980. with an attendance of 15 people. Now- six years later RHEMA Bible
Church has a multi-racial membership of 9 000. It has pioneered 120
other churches and graduated 1620 students from the bible college which
has 400 full-time students at present. Recently Rhema completed a multi-
million rand building that seats 5 000 people which is already packed to

capacity on Sunday mornings. 500 monthly decisions for Christ are being
recorded at the services.

Pastor Ray McCauley 1is co-founder of the INTERNATIONAL FELLOWSHIP OF
CHRISTIAN CHURCHES. This is a unique organisation which has brought
together five different streams of Christians in South Africa under one
banner. There are approximately 200 churches altogether including
Spirit-filled baptists- full-gospel, pentecostal and charismatics.

IFCC has brought tremendous unity amongst the body of Christ in South
Africa. .

In 1984 Rhema Bible Church began its home fellowship groups with the
help of Christian Community Church in Pretoria. There was such an
explosion in this wministry that by the end of this year there will be
300 such groups meeting each week. These groups have been built on

caring relationships which have created a strong foundation for the
ministry.

The success of this extra-ordinary ministry does not end here. for
RHEMA VIDEO has a membership of over 1 000 and distributes video tapes
to 32 other countries in seven languages.RHEMA AUDIO TAPE MINISTRY
circulates or sells over 10 000 units every month and the RHEMA
WHOLESALE DIVISION is probably the largest in the Southern Hemisphere.

Pastor RAY McCAULEY attributes the tremendous growth and the great
revival taking place in South Africa, to God's perfect timing.He
believes South Africa is a key to reaching Africa for Jesus which will
stop other influences from coming in and defeating the church. In the
midst of South Africa's problems, people are turning to the Only

Solution. knowing that it does not lie in anything else but in Jesus
Christ. ‘

Although his main vision is to reach Africa for Jesus, Pastor Ray
McCauley ministers at special conventions world-wide.

RHEMA MINISTRIES SQUTH AFRICA has established churches in South Africa,

Zimbabwe, Malawi, Venda, Swaziland. Mauritius, Portugal, England and
Scotland.
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INTERVIEWS
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When Congress concludes debate over the recently proposed
defense budget, one of the most quoted documents will have
been a 1986 report from the Blue Ribbon Commission on Defense
Management. David Packard, 74, co-founder of Palo Alto-based
Hewlett-Packard Co. and a deputy secretary of defense in the
Nixon Administration, was the commission’s chairman.

Packard’s Strategy
tfor Detense

BY DAVID DEVOSS

Q: Secretary of Defense Caspar W. Wein-
berger bas asked Congress for a two-year
defense appropriation of 3312 billion, an
increase that's 3% above inflation. Still,
many Democrats believe it’s 100 much,
given America’s $169.8-billion deficit.
How do you view the Pentagon s proposed
budget?

A: I've told the White House that a real
increase of 1%4% per year would be more
realistic. It's closer to what Congress even-
tually will agree to, and if the department -
[of Defense] does a careful job of planning
within a five-year program, it could main-
tain an adequate defense capability. Obvi-
ously Secretary Weinberger was afraid that
[whatever figure] he presented, Congress
would cut it back anyway. I'm inclined to
think he presented his budget at a higher
level than what he anticipated he wouid
eventually get.

Q: Why does Washington keep spending
large amounts for weapons if it’s generally
conceded that smaller defense budgets
would be adequater?

A: The [armed] services work with the
secretary to get a budget put together, but
the secretary is never able to include every-
thing that each wants. Quite often the ser-
vices will campaign with the Congress.
Sometimes they’ll get their defense-con-
tractor friends to lobby for things that the
secrerary didn't even want in the budget.
When | was at the Pentagon [1969-71}, we
decided we didn't need any more Navy
A-7s. Well, the A-7 plant was in Congress-
man George Mahan's [D-Tex.] district, and
he always put some A-7s back in the pro-
gram whether we wanted them or not.
Over the past five or six years, Congress

has passed various types of legislation it
hopes will improve defense management,
but my observation is that everything Con-
gress has proposed causes more problems
than it solves. Instead of a long-term de-
fense straregy that sets appropriate levels
of manpower, readiness and moderniza-
tion, they give us the line-item budget.
Trouble is, the line-item budget gives
members of the Senate and the Congress
an opportunity to pork-barrel for their own
community. Congress is one of the big
problems, and I don’t know how you're
going to get them to reform.

Q: What’s wrong with the present system
of defenise budgeting?

A: Major weapons programs require smail
expenditures during the research-and-
development phase. The commitment to
spend billions comes when you decide o
advance to engineering and production.
The problem is that budgets are drawn up
on a year-by-year basis, with no consider-
ation given to what happens in the future.
Down the line, meaning two or three years
later, Congress often won’t vote enough
money to cover the commitment. So, in-
stead of losing the funds already invested
in the weapon, the program is stretched
out, adding waste and delay. Instead of
juggling the costs of a program each year,
development programs should become
more orderly, because stability saves mon-

.ey and allows you to do a beter job.

Q: Some of the recommendations in the
commission’s report to the President last
summer already have been accepted.
What more could be done to increase
defense-management efficiency?

CONTINUED NEXT PAGE
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CONVENTIONAL MISSILE...CONTINUED

tration leaves office). That was the B-1 and
MX (Peacekeeper) strategy.”

While Weiberger told Congress Feb. 4
the first phase of SDI would be a space-based,
kinetic-kil system tor destroying Soviets
missiles during liftofT from their launch pads,
other officials have said there could be
more to the first phase.

It may also include a land-based missile-
intercepter system using technology similar
to that used in the proposed European-

Jased ATM. Such prospects have aroused sus-
picions of SDI critics that ATM might be

used as a practical demonstration of an inter-
ceptorto increase support for first phase
deployment of space defense.

At the same time, Bennett, [ike many
lawmakers, is not opposed to ATM, according
to Cirincione. In fact, there is congressio-
nal support for ATM research, and depioy-
ment of these defenses around NATO sites
would get support in Congress at this point,
he said.

However, SDI officials should not try to
use ATM as “a Trojan horse” to get phase one
of SDI deployed, he said. If SDI intends to
use it as a first step to space-based systems, it
wiil lose its support.

“Congress won't buy space-based NATO
defense,” warned Cirincione. “If yoxwant to
get ATM passed, keepit. .. distinct. You've
got support for ATM and you've support for
SDI research. What you don’t have support
foris SDI depioyment.”

Another congressional aide was more
cautious. He said SDI and ABM for U.S. pro-
tection will eat most available money. A
third track of ATM for Europe “won’t get mon-
ey thrown at it,” he said.

But Bennett's view is diametrically op-
posed to that of other SDI critics. While the
congressman said DoD is trying to move too
fast, a Senate staffer said it is not moving fast
enough

“It's not clear to me SDI is working the-
ater applications as hard as theycould,”a
Senate aide said. ) :

A successful test of ATM would drive the
Soviets back into their academies to find a
response, he said. If the United States does
not field an ATM demoanstrator, the Soviets
will know it has not left the labs and is,
therefore, no threat to them.

“Application and fielding is necessary
and that point has not been understood,” the
Senate aide said. “The Soviets are petri-
fied of this stuff. The only game the West can
play is to keep the Soviets worrying about
what they have. SDIdoes that. . .. Itdrives
them back into the retrofit shops.”

But the likelihood of rapid deployment
of ATM may be slim without early agreement
from NATO allies.

The NATQ supreme allied commander,
Gen. Bernard W. Rogers (USA), and other aili-
ance leaders do not want U.S. defense offi-
cials deciding how the problem shouid be
addressed.

European defense officials are going to
have to identify the threat themselves and
then have a significant say in technology
that wiil be developed under the manage- -
ment of the UJ.S. Army Strategic Defense
Command. .

“What comes out is going to have to be.
decided on an allied basis,” said a defense
official. .

One congressional aide said SDI-AT™
supporters in Congress will try to seil tiw
U.5.’s NATO allieson ATM firstand thew
have the ailies feed it back to U.S. audiences:
to break down any opposition from the
State Department and SDI opponents.

Such objections are only procedural,
though, said a senior Pentagon official. There
is great interest in ATM among U.S. allies,
he said, and pointed to a series of articles by
Woerner, the German defense minister.
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STRATEGIC DEFENSE INITIATIVE

Bulletin (Y wscs 1087 =s.
Dangers of

by Gerald E. Marsh

ECENT EFFORTS to redefine the Strategic Defense

Initiative (SDI) are mostly aimed at building support
for a system to defend U.S. land-based missiles. This is
thought to be a more feasible goal than President Reagan’s’
dream of an impregnable shield to defend the U.S. popula-
tion against ballistic missiles. But a feasible idea is nor
necessarily a good one. While chasing the population-
defense fantasy wouid destroy the existing arms control
regime and waste the national treasure of money and ralent,
defending land-based missiles would be dangerous and
destabilizing.

Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger held fast to the idea
of population defense in January, when he told the Senate
Armed Services Commirtee that even early deployments of
SDI systems that could be developed in the near future
should be “the first phase of a systemn that would protect
the continent.” But such statements may reflect the admin-
istration’s determination to do away with the 1972 Ant-
Ballistic Missile Treary more than its beiief that population
defense is 2 reasonable goal.

From the time that Reagan announced SD! in 1983, many
in the defense communiry have believed that it would uiti-
mately be redirected to defend land-based missiies. Substan-
tial efforts to do so only surfaced recently, however. The
Senate Armed Services Committee, in its report on the 1987
military spending bill, advocated placing the major SDI em-
phasis on “developing survivable and cost effective defense
options for enhancing the survivability of U.S. retaliatory
forces and command,-control and communications sys-
tems.” Similarly, a study directed by James A. Schear and
Joseph S. Nye of the Aspen Strategy Group concluded that
SDI research should be directed “toward possible defenses
for missile and bomber bases and to hedge against Soviet
advances.™ In a December 16, 1986, article in the New York
Times, former National Security Adviser Zbigniew Brze-
zinski urged the president to “take some of the initial de-
ployment decisions designed to provide for the United States
a limited strategic defense capable of protecting America's
strategic forces and principal command and control centers.”
Thomas Schelling speculates on the effort to redirect SDI:
“It is not clear . . . whether it is an opportunistic rescue
of ground-based missiles under the SDI umbrella, a mini-
mally defensible foot in the door for $DI, a fillip to ad-
vanced research, or merely an attempt to rescue the presi-
dent’s image by showing that the concept of SDI, though
overblown and oversold, is not quite empty.™

The scientific communiry has resisted SDI largely because
Gerald E. Marsh is with Argonne National Laboratory.

limited@@

it is technically infeasible. Even the nuclear-pumped X-ray
laser, which was instrumental in initating SDI, has des-
cended in the Strategic Defense Initiative Organization's
order of priorities and may not survive in the long term.
Thus, many in the defense community and Congress are
embracing, with a sense of relief, the new focus on defend-
ing land-based missiles. They believe that the redirection
would rescue SDI in a way that would enhance stability:
if land-based missiles were less vulnerable. there would be
less incentive to launch them on warning of an artack. In
this context, Schelling notes: “It was a flaw in the ABM
Treary that 'good” ABM (protecting missiles) was disallowed
along with ‘bad’ (protecting cities).”

Decreasing the vulnerabiliry of land-based missiles is also
the motivation for developing the Midgetrman—a small,
mobile, single-warhead missile—and for the proposal to put
the MX on rails. Unforrunately, it is not clear that these
missiles would survive an attack even if they were dispersed
—especially, in the case of Midgetman, if the proposal to
restrict it to the five largest Defense Deparrment reserva-
tions were followed. But even if the dispersed missiles were
invulnerable, as a December 30, 1986, Naw York Times edit-
orial points out, “to disperse them in a crisis requires warn-
ing of an artack. Should warning fail, the missiles would
be highly vulnerable. Even with warning, dispersing the
missiles could heighten a crisis. Yet failure to disperse might-
signal a perilous lack of resolve.” Indeed, the missiles would
have to be dispersed during any serious political crisis, since
warning of an attack by submarine-launched ballistic mis-
siles could be as short as six or seven minutes, Thus, mobile
missiles that must be dispersed on warning of an attack
contribute to crisis instability even though they may be less
vulnerable than silo-based missiles.

The only credible explanation for what Schelling describes
as the attempt to rescue land-based missiles under an SDI
umbrells is that Congress continues to believe in the need
for land-based forces. These missiles are valued for their
combination of high-yield warheads and great accuracy,
which give the best capability to destroy hardened targets
such as missile silos and command bunkers. There is wide-
spread belief in Congress that this capability cannot be
marched by submarine-launched ballistic missiles. There is
a perception that the latter are subject to irremediable com-
munication difficulties and are relatvely less accurate. This
would prevent them, the argument goes, from being used
to attack time-sensitive targets — targets that would need to
be destroyed within the first hour of a conflict. This belief
is likely to persist after the Trident Il missile system is
deployed on ballistic missile submarines—a system report-

CONTINUED NEXT PAGE



SDI...CONTINUED

edly comparable to the MX in its ability to destroy hard
targets.

I wOULD CONTEND that the Tridenc II missile, de-
ployed and supported to its fullest potential, could indeed
perform the same missions as the land-based missile force.
First, however, it is important to understand why defending
land-based missiles does not contribute to stability but, on
the contrary, is dangerous and destabilizing.

It is true that having a reliable defense for land-based
missiles would somewhat reduce the incentive to launch
these weapons on warning of an attack. But a defense sys-
tem that cannort have been tested under full-scale, realistic
conditions can hardly be considered reliable, and therefore
the incentive to launch on warning would still exist. The
Soviet Union, on the other hand, would have to assume
that the defense system was at least reliable enough to pro-
tect missiles against a ragged, second-strike attack and
would therefore have an additional incentive to strike first.
The same assessment, moreover, would add to the U.S. in-
centive to strike first. The idea of protecting land-based
missiles, therefore, enhances the attractiveness of preemp-

Many in the defense community and
Congress are embracing, with a sense
of relief, the new focus on
defending land-based missiles.

tive strikes for both sides and escalates instability in a crisis.
In addicion, to assure itself the capability of penetrating U.S.
defenses, the Soviet Union would have ro increase the num-
ber of attacking warheads. This would have to be countered
in turn by the United States in an arms race that would fur-
ther destabilize the strategic balance.

The best solution to the vulnerability of tand-based mis-
siles is to eliminate all ballistic missiles, including submarine-
launched ballistic missiles, as President Reagan proposed
at Reykjavik. In issuing National Security Decision Direc-
tive 250 after the meeting, the president ordered key agen-
cies, including the Joint Chiefs of Staff, to study the conse-
quences of eliminating all ballistic missiles within 10 years.4
The proposal is unlikely to receive serious consideration;
the administration began backing away from the proposal
almost as soon as it became public. This is unfortunate,
because a nuclear deterrent based on bomberts and subma-
rine-launched cruise missiles would incorporate few of the
instabiliries of the current strategic balance.

But if all ballistic missiles cannot be eliminated, strategic
stability can best be served by deploying the Trident II mis-
sile in such a way as to make use of its full capabilities.
Strategic analyst Theodore Postol concludes an extensive
analysis of the Trident and strategic stability with the ob-
servation that although the Trident I represents an increas-
ingly serious and destabilizing threat to Soviet silo-based

forces, because the Trident could meet any identifiable miki-
tary objectives for ballistic missiles, the Soviet Union would
have no incentive to preemptively attack U.S. land-based
missiles. Postol asserts that the Trident II will therefore not
significantly contribute to strategic instability, particularly
when compared to “the pathological instability created by
the deployment of 100 MX missiles in silos at Warren Air
Force Base.™

The Trident IP’s capabslities could allow the United States
to move toward a more stable strategic balance based on
a diad of survivable nuclear forces: strategic missile sub-
marines and a bomber force that, armed with long-range
cruise missiles, need not penetrate Soviet air space to carry
out most of their missions. Land-based ICBMs would not
have 10 be eliminated immediately, against inevitable insti-
tutional and doctrinal opposition; racher, they could be
allowed to “age gracefully.”

The evolution to a diad would offer a number of advan-
tages:

¢ Because the Trident II's mission would be identical to
that of land-based missiles, the vulnerability of land-based
missiles would no fonger be a concern.

¢ Since land-based ICBMs would no longer have special
status, and currently carry only about 25 percent of U.S.
warheads, there wouid be much less incentive to launch
them on warning,.

* Money would not have to be spent to upgrade the
aging infrastrucrure supporting land-based missiles —a cost
often overlooked by Congress when considering deploying
the MX.

® The decision to evolve roward a diad would not require
reciprocal action on the part of the Soviet Union.

Evolving toward a diad would mean basing U.S. defense
programs and force structures on straregic considerarions.
Unfortunately, this is not presently the case. Robert Komer,
a former undersecretary of defense for policy, noted in a
Foreign Affairs article in the summer of 1982: “The profes-
sional body to which the Administration would logically
turn for advice, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, is far less able
to reassess strategy than to clamor for more resources.” The
U.S. force posture, he continues, “tends to be dictated by
service parochialism and such domestic considerations as
which defense contractors get what.”

To those longstanding problems of defense decision mak-
ing we must now add the pressures of SDI. Whatever the
motives of those who advocate redirecting SDI, it is clear
that concerns about the vulnerability of land-based missiles
could be addressed in more sensible ways. O

1. Senate Committee on Armed Services, National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1987, Report 99-331, p. 181,

2. Charles W. Corddry, “Star Wars Seen Yielding to ‘More Plausible’
Plans,” Baltimore Sun, Nov. 28, 1986, p. 1.

3. Thomas C. Schelling, “What Went Wrong with Arms Control,” Fo-
reign Affairs, vol. 64, no. 219 (Winter 1985/1986).

4, Robert C. Toth, “U.S. Orders Study of Plan to Scrap All Ballistic
Missiles,” Los Angeles Times, Nov. 21, 1986, p. L

5. Theodore A. Postol, “The Trident and Strategic Stability,” Oceanus,
vol. 28, no. 45 (1986).
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OFFICE OF THE WASHINGTON REPRESENTATIVE

2027 MASSACHUSETTS AVE., N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036
{202) 332-3888

March 12, 1987

Max Green

Room 196

014 Executive Building
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Max:

Once again you and your staff came through with flying
colors! The AJCongress and I, personally, thank you for all
your efforts on behalf of our delegates to the National
Domestic Policy Conference.

The program presented them with an exciting and
exhilarating opportunity to experience our nation's capil
at work. While the entire event was Judged to be one of the
finest 1n recent memory, the session you put together at the
White House proved to be a highlight.

We truly appreciate your willingness to help provide the
AjCongress with a perspective on some of the lssues which
will help make them better constituents and participants in
the political process.

ar I . -

s s g s -.presentative
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The Lessons of the Pollard Affair

Yosef Goell

T—)E POLLARD AFFAIR—-that is, the spying on
behalf of Israel by a Jewish citizen of the U.S,, the
harsh sentance meted out to the guilty party, and the
congeries of painful issues and pained reactions evoked by
the unfortunate series of events—continues to reverberate in
the U.S. and Israel. It has raised a number of serious ques-
tions that deserve further consideration, even at this com-
paratively late date, when everything that can possibly be said
on the matter seems already to have been remarked
upon.

The first of these questions has to do with the act of the spy-
ing itself. Was there anything really wrong in Israel's spying
on the U.S. besides getting caught at it? The fact of the matter
is that espionage is conducted not only between enemies, but
between friends and even allies, too. Senator David Duren-
berger of Minnesota, the immediate past chairman of the
Senate Intelligence Committee, was recently reported to have
divulged that in 1982 former CIA director William Casey
“changed the rules of the game” and authorized a covert
operation against Israel. It was said that the CIA had re-
cruited a high-level Israeli army officer to spy for the U.S.
against Israel, in connection with Israel's involvement in the
Lebanese war. Israel had uncovered the man, who had
originally emigrated from the U.S,, and reportedly “bumped”
him, with no noise being made.

But one really doesn't need reports from such a high and
authoritative source as Sen. Durenberger, to know that the
U.S. spies on Israel. The U.S.S. Liberty was spying on Israel,
and intercepting military communications, in the middle of a
shooting war, in June 1967, which Israel's leaders believed at
the time would be a life-and-death battle against the armies of
three of the surrounding Arab countries. The U.S. also main-
tains a CIA station in Israel, and the roof of the American
embassy in Tel Aviv bristles with sophisticated antennas,
which are not used only to check on Israeli applicants for U.S.
visas,

One could, of course, bring additional examples from the
mutual spying practiced between the U.S. and others of its
allies. The fact of the matter is, however, that as much as the
U.S. and Israel do have a broad gamut of shared interests,
they also have interests that conflict. The U.S,, as a global and
regional superpower, has interests in the Arab world, which
in some cases do conflict with Israel's. The U.S. does not
share with Israel all the information it obtains on the Arab
world, including some intelligence which has a direct bearing
on Israel’s security. Israel, for its part, does not share all its
intelligence on the Arab world with the U.S,, in the less fre-
quent cases in which it perceives clear divergences in
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interest between itself and the U.S. These differences provide
the backdrop for the temptation each side is subject to, to
obtain such vital intelligence, that has not been freely shared,
from the other.

But it would be both wrong and dangerous to seek to draw
the conclusion that Israel may permit itself to do to the U.S.
what the U.S. does to Israel. Israeli leaders love to preen them-
selves with the claim that Israel is an ally of the U.S., and
American leaders exhibit a similar tendency to stroke Israeli
and American Jewish egos with similar declarations. But it is
an unequal relationship, to say the least. As painful as it may
be to admit, we must not blind ourselves to the fact that Israel
is not only an ally but also a very dependent client-state of the
U.S. As patrons go, Israel could not want a nicer one than
Uncle Sam; but the true nature of the relationship should
never be forgotten.

The upshot of all of the above is that although one should
not cluck-cluck too sanctimoniously about allies spying on
each other, the decision, by whatever level of Israeli
officialdom, to run Pollard as a spy in the heart of the
American intelligence community, was a horrendously irre-
sponsible one. It is not at all clear how valuable the
intelligence obtained through Pollard’s spying was to Israel.

- But no less a man than Isser Harel, the long-time director of

both the Mossad and the Shin Bet internal security service,
has declared that no matter how valuable the information
obtained might have been, the risk entailed in the threat to
relations with the U.S. and to the position of American Jews,
was totally unacceptable. William Casey may well have
changed the American rules of the game, but Israel's far-
reaching dependence on the U.S. means that it must operate
under very different rules, whose flouting would be the height
of irresponsibility. An interesting point that has been made
both in regard to the Pollard affair and to Israel's involve-
ment in the Iran arms deals, is that the professionals of the
Mossad were kept at arm’s length in both cases. Israel was
“represented” in both those affairs by amateurs who were
either cronies of the political leaders, or members of compet-
ing agencies.

OW THEN could it have happened? The verdicts of the

various fact-finding bodies in Israel are not yet in, and
even when they are determined may, very understandably,
not be made public. Logically, however, there are only two
possibilities, with the conclusions to be drawn from them
being only marginally different in their severity. Either, as
some commentators would have it, Israel evinced a similar
penchant to that of the U.S. administration for letting cow-

.boys run sensitive intelligence operations, with insufficient

control on the part of responsible political leaders; or, again,
as may be the case with the U.S. administration in regard to



the Iran affair, the political leaders did know, but were now
running for cover and letting their subordinates take the rap.

There is, of course, a difference between the two
possibilities when it comes to their impact on U.S.-Israel
relations. But there is little difference in regard to the internal
Istaeli considerations. In either case, Israel’s top political
Jeadership was guilty of perilous irresponsibility, on the issue
of the utmost importance to the security and well-being of the
country: its relationship with the U.S. Nor did the leadership
show good judgment in the promotion of Rafi Eitan,
Pollard’s alleged recruiter, to head up Israel Chemicals Cor-
poration (the country’s largest state-owned conglomerate),
and of Col. Aviem Sella to the post of commander of Israel's
second-largest air base (after his indictment in the U.S. in
connection with his role as Pollard’s handler). Although Col.
Sella subsequently resigned as base commander, purportedly
as a result of heavy pressure from senior members of the
government, the matter still rankles.

The perception of this irresponsiblity at the top has slowly
seeped down into the public’s awareness, because the Pollard
affair came as the climax to a series of other events in which
the political leadership acquitted itself very badly. These
include last year’s scandal around an attempt within the
Security Services to cover up knowledge of the true events sur-
rounding a 1984 operation against PLO terrorists, which led
to the forced resignation first of the attorney general and then
of the director of the Security Services and a number of his
associates; the obvious loss of control at the top over the
details of the Israeli involvement in the Iran arms deals; the
government’s digging in of its heels against the implementa-
tion of the severe findings of the inquiry commission on the
bank shares regulation scandal—which should do for the
short list. In Israel, the Pollard affair has taken on the lines of
a crisis in the credibility and ability of the country’s top politi-
cal leadership.

E GROWING realization in Israel of the horrendous
implications of the Pollard affair, both for Israel-U.S.
relations and for American Jewry, also had a curious twist, in
wheeling out the old Zionist-Diaspora debate. American
Jewish leaders, who hastened to Israel in the wake of
Pollard’s sentencing, were accused of overreacting due to
their hypersensitivity and insecurity as “typical Diaspora
Jews.” One could make a good case for such an argument, but
given Israel's own hypersensitivity and insecurity in regard to
the damage done to its relationship with the U.S,, it is doubt-
ful if now was exactly the time to revive that hoary debate. (In
the U.S., the fallout from the Pollard conviction also revived
the spectre of the dual loyalties of American Jews, securely
laid to rest, one would have thought, by the pronouncements
on the subject, 60 years ago, of Justice Louis Brandeis, then
president of the Zionist Organization of America.)

In past cases, Israelis have rightly resented attempts by
American Jewish leaders to volunteer their advice on matters
on which the latter were clearly not competent to advise. But
in the present case—the Pollard affair, with its uneasy

American ramifications—in which American Jewish leaders
are obviously more sensitive to the American situation than
are the Israelis, they not only may but are duty-bound to press
their advice and criticism on the Israeli leadership.

Still, it is impossible, in writing of the Pollard affair, not to
comment on the overreaction of the president of the Con-
ference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations,
who came out in a public statement fully justifying the life
sentence meted out to Pollard. Even if one accepts, as I do,
that Israel's behavior in the Pollard affair was both a slap in
the face to the U.S. and constituted the height of irrespon-
sibility toward American Jewry, the life sentence was not only
not justified but could in fact be seen as a travesty of justice.
There are spies and there are spics. Secretary of Defense
Weinberger made the astonishing assertion that Pollard’s
spying was the worst case of espionage against the U.S. in
recent years, and had done the U.S. greater harm than all
other such cases. Since Weinberger's pre-sentencing affidavit
is classified and confidential, one cannot know the particular
facts on which he relies. Pollard's act of espionage may well
have further weakened the position of the U.S. in the Arab
world, which after all was the target of his spying efforts. But
on the face of it, how is it possible to even begin to compare
the harm caused by Pollard’s espionage, with that of spying
against the U.S. for the Soviet Union? U.S. citizen Jonathan
Pollard certainly deserved to be imprisoned for his act of
treachery, but he undoubtedly was also the victim of some
very vicious intra-bureaucratic infighting among the
Departments of Defense, Justice, and State. It is doubtful, to

'say the least, whether the leadership of American Jewry

should have taken up the cudgels for the most anti-Israeli
side in that internal American fight.

E MOST IMPORTANT lesson that should be taken to
heart from the various aspects of the Pollard affair, is
that of the warning signal that it has flashed very clearly in
regard to the future of U.S-Israel relations. A good part of the
behavior of the Israeli leadership in that affair derives from
its having come to take that extraordinary relationship in its
stride, as an axiomatic given. Many Israelis have long felt
increasingly uncomfortable with Israel's total dependence on
the U.S. The Pollard affair has provided additional evidence
of how dangerous that habit can be. It is now more essential
than ever that Israel begin on its own initiative to reduce that
dependence. Given the continued reality of Arab hostility to
Israel’s existence, and of a murderously crazy Middle East, it
would be foolhardy to counsel that Israel seek to reduce
America’s support for its security. But in all other areas—and
especially in regard to American economic aid—the Israeli
leadership must screw up its courage to talk sense into a pop-
ulation that has increasingly been led to tie its personal and
public standard of living to the belief that large-scale
American aid will always be there. It is perhaps in this area
that American Jewish leaders can play a most important
role, in familiarizing the Israeli public with American
realities.

- Congress Monthly



Distress and Despair in Rural America

‘Daniel Levitas

FTER MORE THAN six years of acute economic
decline, conditions throughout rural America have
become chronic. Indeed, what was initially referred

to in relatively simple terms as “the farm crisis” has now
acquired all the characteristics of a full-blown economic
depression.

Of the 120 banks that failed in 1985, 62 had at least 25 per-
cent of their business in agriculture and in ITowa—one of the
states hardest hit by the rural crisis—there has been one bank
closed every month since then. Land owned by black
Americans is being lost at the rate of approximately 9,000
acres per week and it is estimated that by 1994, there will be
no black-owned farms in America. Nationwide, family farms
are being lost at the staggering rate of one every eight minutes.
And people—once prized as one of rural America's most
valuable resources—are leaving in record numbers: an 11.5
percent decline in the farm population since 1980.

With 21 percent of the U.S. work force linked to food pro-
duction and distribution, the continued loss of the nation’s
farms will have far-reaching effects beyond the farm gate. The
agricultural-implement-manufacturing sector has already
been severely impacted, having lost approximately 80,000
jobs from 1981-85. According to Wharton Econometrics, the
loss of a mere 10 percent of the nation's farms over the next
several years will result in the default of $25 billion in farm
loans, a $30-$50 billion cumulative reduction in “real” GNP,
and a loss of $12 billion in personal income by 1993.

A March 1986 report from the Congressional Office of
Technology Assessment stated that by the year 2000 almost
half of the existing 2.2 million farms in the United States will
disappear, and that “of the remaining 1.2 million farms,
50,000 ‘super farms’ will produce 75 percent of the nation’s
food supply.” Without a fundamental reorientation in public
policy, this prognosis is quite likely to occur.

Behind these statistics are human lives—individuals strug-
gling to maintain their sense of dignity and self-worth. Of all
the extraordinary pressures farmers have endured, perhaps
the most debilitating of all has been this “crisis of dignity.” As
bankruptcies and foreclosures rise, farmers have become
prime targets for political and institutional “victim-blaming.”
Agricultural policymakers have been quick to label farmers
whose operations have failed as “bad managers™—the ineffi-
cient who can get by in good times but won't survive the
current “shakeout™ Articles in the farm press contain
elaborate prescriptions on “how to survive the tough times
ahead,” implying that those who don't will have failed to
adopt the latest technical fix.
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Itis against this backdrop of economic dislocation and dis-
tress that far-right, racist, and anti-Semitic organizations have
emerged, using a variety of techniques to gain converts to
their cause. Unfortunately, there is evidence that this cam-
paign has had some success. Their activity has spread to an
ever wider strata of the rural population and has become
increasingly sophisticated.

Because it is difficult to develop a strict quantitative
analysis of a movement that operates essentially in secret, an
exact count of the numbers of individuals involved is difficult
to come by. However, according to Leonard Zeskind,
research director for the Atlanta-based Center for Democ-
ratic Renewal, the racist and anti-Semitic movement has be-
tween 2,000-5,000 hard-core activists in the Great Plains and
Midwest, with seven to ten sympathizers for each activist.

Groups like the Posse Comitatus, the Populist Party, and
others have brought latent tendencies of hate and scapegoat-
ing that have historically inhabited the body politic of
America to the forefront. A 1986 Louis Harris poll of rural
residents in Iowa and Nebraska, commissioned by the Anti-
Defamation League, found that 42 percent of the respondents
agreed with the statement that “Jews should stop complaining
about what happened to them in Nazi Germany.” Forty-three
percent believed that, “when it comes to choosing between
people and money, Jews will choose money.” And, in a par-
ticularly ominous finding, 27 percent agreed with the state-

‘ment, “Farmers have always been exploited by international

Jewish Bankers.” In his analysis of the poll data, Harris
referred to the 27 percent who directly implicated Jews in the
crisis, saying:

Any phenomenon which affects over one in four re-
spondents must be viewed as a mass phenomenon, even if it is
not massive. Put another way, one does not have to venture far
into either [Iowa or Nebraska] to find an abundant number of
people who are prepared to lay some of the blame for the plight
of the farmers on international bankers, and many of these are
clearly thought to be Jewish.

The Federal Reserve System is also one of the principal
targets of far-right diatribes in the farm belt and the notion
that the Fed is a tool of a faceless and shadowy “international
Jewish conspiracy™ is vigorously promoted. Opposition to the
income tax, a belief in the gold standard, and claims that the
Holocaust was a hoax are all elements of the belief system
promoted by anti-democratic groups throughout rural
America.

More recently, however, a wave of negative publicity
toward far-right groups—directed by ecumenical agencies,
progressive farm organizations, and the media—has forced
many of these groups on the defensive and driven some of the
grass-roots organizing activity underground. It is important
to point out, however, that the success of groups espousing



anti-Semitic and racist beliefs has less to do with whether
rural people are “educated” or “informed" and is much more
dependent upon the sentiments of disenfranchisement and
despair that have taken hold in rural America. Therefore, as
economic conditions in the countryside continue to
deteriorate, the threat of organized anti-Semitic activity
remains very real.

Most of the media attention directed towards the rural
crisis itself has been focused on farm foreclosures and the
farm-debt crisis. It should be noted, however, that the present
$210 billion in farm debt—greater than the foreign debt of
Mexico, Brazil, and Argentina combined—is only sympto-
matic of a fundamental problem that has faced agricultural
producers since the early 1970s: the systematic dismantling of
government price-support and production-control mechanisms.
Government farm policies over the past decade have been
based on the assumption that farmers’ problems could be
solved, in part, by encouraging “fence-row to fence-row” pro-
duction. It has only been until relatively recently—against
the backdrop of low farm income, falling land values, declin-
ing exports, chronic overproduction, and continued farm
losses—~that a new way of thinking about farm policy is
being given a fair hearing

HIS NEW APPROACH is typified by legislation,

introduced on March §, by Senator Tom Harkin (D-IA)
and Representative Richard Gephardt (D-MO). According
to recent studies comparing various farm-bill alternatives,
produced by Texas A & M and the Food and Agriculture
Policy Research Institute of the University of Missouri at
Columbia and Iowa State University at Ames (FAPRI), the
. Family Farm Act(S. 658 and H.S. 1425) would: eliminate an
average of $144 billion in costly taxpayer subsidies
annually; bring supply in line with demand through produc-
tion controls; let farmers decide what type of programs they
want through a producer referendum; raise annual farm
income by $21 billion more than the current program; target
benefits to family-size operations; and provide emergency
debt restructuring, targeted emergency loans, and debt-
mediation mechanisms.

" The act is viewed very favorably in other countries
because it provides incentives for the establishment of mul-
tinational trade agreements among exporting nations and
has the potential of ushering in an era of trade negotiations

rather than trade wars. By raising and stabilizing commaodity
markets worldwide, proponents argue that the US. can make
a positive contribution toward the elimination of hunger
abroad and the restoration of economic prosperity at home.

Since passage of the Family Farm Act would, according to
its supporters, “represent a fundamental reorientation in
federal farm policy away from a market that is regulated to
serve the interests of agribusiness and corporate capital and
towards protection of efficient family farm and ranch pro-
ducers,” it has attracted some powerful opposition. Industry
groups such as Cargill and the National Fertilizer Institute
lobbied heavily against an earlier version of the bill that was
introduced—and defeated—in the 99th Congress. Conserva-
tive farm organizations like the American Farm Bureau
Federation, and think tanks like the Heritage Foundation
that are intent on promoting the withdrawal of government
control and regulation in agriculture, have also opposed
the bill.

Some liberal agricultural reformers are less than
enthusiastic about the Family Farm Act, fearing that it
would amount to a “food tax,” putting the price of meat,
milk, and eggs out of reach for many of the poor. While the
act is projected to raise food prices overall approximately 7
percent, it must be noted that the grocery trade takes the
largest retail mark-up on dairy products and the second
largest mark-up on meat—those commodities projected to
experience the greatest retail price increase under the act.
Supporters argue that the most appropriate avenue for
lowering dairy and meat prices would seem, therefore, to lie
in the direction of questioning retail margins, not the poten-
tial of paying higher prices to farm producers.

FAPRI economists project that, through 1995, consumer
food prices would rise, on average, by only about 1.6 percent
more annually than under the current law. And since con-
sumer food spending accounts for only about Y%th of the
overall disposable income of U.S. consumers, the increase in
food prices resulting from passage of the act would, on
average from 1988 through 1995, add less than % of 1 percent
more to the U.S. inflation rate than the current farm program
would.

In addition to the provisions of the act that provide for
increases in various world food-aid programs, language has’
been added incorporating the substance of the Kennedy/
Panetta Hunger Relief Act of 1986. Under these provisions
the Food Stamp Program, the School Lunch and Breakfast
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Programs, the Women, Infants and Children Program
(WIC), the Temporary Emergency Food Assistance Pro-
gram (TEFAP), and several other nutrition and food-aid
programs are allotted an additional $1 billion to restore the
losses they sustained over the last six years.

The values, economic interests, and philosophical beliefs
of those parties calling for farm-policy reform play an
important part in shaping their outlook. As Marty Strange,
of the Nebraska-based Center for Rural Affairs, has written:
the family farm can survive “if [it] is rebuilt on some of the
values with which it is popularly associated: conservation,
independence, self-reliance, family, and community. To sus-
tain itself, commercial agriculture will have to reorganize its
social and economic structure as well as its technological
base and production methods in a way that reinforces these
values.” And, according to Hal Hamilton, a Kentucky dairy
farmer and member of the executive committee of the
National Save the Family Farm Coalition, passage of the
Family Farm Act “will... provide... a foundation on which
to rebuild the rural infrastructure, provide for re-entry of new
farmers, and rekindle faith in the values upon which our
struggle is based: respect for the land, appreciation of com-
munity, pride in physical labor, and a conviction that farm-
ing is an honorable profession.”

SOME ELEMENTS of the American Jewish comunity have
been moved to examine those values and take action. The

most innovative program to address the rural crisis is a joint
effort by Women’s American ORT and the Jewish Com-
munity Relations Bureau (JCRB) of Kansas City, Missouri.
The JCRB has assigned a full-time “farm-crisis worker™ to
participate in coalition with various farm, rural, and
religious groups and mobilize members of the Jewish com-
munity to respond. Last fall the JCRB and ORT were joined
by the Union of American Hebrew Congregations (UAHC)
in announcing a nationwide petition campaign calling for “a
moratorium on farm foreclosures, debt restructuring,
emergency relief and higher farm prices.” In early April,
David Saperstein, of the Religious Action Center of UAHC,
testified on behalf of the Family Farm Act in Washington,
D.C.

In February, the American Jewish Committee sponsored
an interfaith dialogue between Jewish and Christian leaders
to discuss the moral and theological implications of the farm
crisis. And, in early March, when leaders of the American
Jewish Congress met in Washington, D.C., to debate
national-policy issues, the farm crisis was high on their
agenda.

Whether, and to what extent, the actions of America’s
Jewish community will affect the farm policy debate remains
to be seen. One thing, however, is clear: As minority groups,
both Jews and farmers will depend as much upon the good
will of friends and allies for their survival as they do upon the
pride and independence that they are both noted for.

Judaic Studies as the Third Pillar

Geoffrey Hartman

OTHING COMES into the world without labor
Npains. This is true even of such brainchildren as

academic disciplines. Art history, English, American
studies, Judaic studies—they did not spring spontaneously
into existence, intellectually immaculate, and welcomed by
the universities as belated revelations. The modern study of
English, for example, in the form of a degree program at
Cambridge University, arrived only after World War I and
benefited from anti-German sentiment. The German model
of graduate studies with its positivistic and authoritarian bias
was questioned, and a disillusioned postwar generation also
turned from' Greek and Roman classics toward its own mod-
ern and vernacular tradition. English, in other words, already
showed some features of ethnic studies, if we accept Jacob
Neusner's description of a recently established field (“Jewish
Studies and the Academy: Creating a New Ghetto?,"
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CONGRESS MONTHLY, March/April 1987). He chastizes a new
and burgeoning discipline for substituting the parochial, self-
inflating character of ethnic concerns for academic standards
and objectivity.

There is an academic stock market, and Judaic studies
have had a spectacular rise in the last ten years. It makes me
nervous too; but I recall from the 1950s how little interest
there was, and the shaky arrangements for a course in He-
brew here and an incursion into Jewish history there. At Yale,
Judah Goldin’s appointment in the late 50s to teach the He-
brew Bible within its own interpretive tradition was some-
thing of a coup. But there was no critical mass, no com-
munity of scholars talking and debating, encouraging
students and themselves. Today when Moshe Greenberg
gives a faculty seminar on the history of Midrash, or Natalie
Davis introduces Leon of Modena into a discussion group
on“shared texts,” more faculty assemble than could be roun-
ded up for a whole year's worth of events in those not-so-
distant days.

If the ethnic movement of the 1960s and 70s had a role in
the emergence of Judaic studies, it was only because it



allowed a growing number of scholars to become aware of
what they were missing It showed that the door was not lock-
ed, after all; a push, then a shove, and it opened easily enough
to reveal treaures. Perhaps, then, some of us are reacting in an
overly eager and greedy way: we want too much, too fast, for
ourselves and our students. For a time, there may be more
enthusiasm than knowledge, and there will always be, as in
the case of English, ideological pressures that become part of
a vital shakedown from which the discipline should emerge
clearer about its aims. Since criticism is better than flattery,
Professor Neusner's anxiety about amateurs and a self-
affirming, “ethnic” trend in Jewish studies is understandable.
But like all anxiety, it hits out indiscriminately and even mis-
takes allies for enemies.

ET ME indicate where I think we are in the academic
study of Judaism. A cultural, religious, literary legacy
which is as old—and as complex in its very difference—as the
legacy of Greece and Rome, cannot be husbanded by a token
junior or senior person on the faculty. A clearly defined pro-
gram of courses is a matter of self-respect for any major
college or university. There is a distributive justice also in
intellectual affairs: a corpus of texts as vast and variegated as
this should be recognized in the curriculum. My joke in call-
ing classics “pagan studies” was meant to draw attention to
the unequal distribution of resources in the universities. The
joke was lost on Professor Neusner, who doesn't play around,
and who considers newcomers like myself unserious. (Some-
times, struck by what remains to be done in recovering and
communicating neglected texts, I wonder whether we are not
all parvenus.) My point was that if the classics flourish
academically without orgies and adepts, we should be able to
tolerate Jewish studies without assuming they must serve as
an advocate for religiosity.

There are complications, however, precisely because He-
brew is no longer a “dead”™ language and Judaism is not a dis-
continued religion. The battles of modernity with orthodoxy
enter our very lives, not only our intellectual history. This
Jewish modemnity has a way of confusing a supposedly neut-
ral discipline. The grim reality of the Holocaust is another
disturbing factor. How could we not pay special heed to a cul-
ture like Yiddish, now almost gone, or the claim of Israel, as a
nation-state, to be the principal heir of Diaspora Judaism?

A second complication arises from the historical fact that
classical Hebrew did not influence Western culture during
the era we call the Renaissance. There were great writers like
Pico and Milton who knew something of the language, but
this had no lasting effect on European art* Secular or non-
Jewish students must work harder to find access to Judaic
studies because the extraordinary internal continuity (I had
almost said, intertextuality) of these studies is accompanied
by an external discontinuity, or lack of interaction of the He-
brew originals with Western culture. The impact of Hebrew
texts on modern literary thought is still to come.

*See also my remarks in Robert Moynihan, ed., A Recent Imagining
(Archon Books, 1986), pp. 88-89.

A last complication is the lack of well-trained teachers. The
field of Jewish studies is a relative newcomer to the university,
and it also suffers from the terrible hiatus left by the Shoah,
which laid waste the yeshivot of Eastern Europe and disrupt-
ed a remarkable community of German Jewish scholars.
Only Israel is a land of plenty, but tends to draw talent away
from the Diaspora.

Instead of ex cathedra indignation, then, and a simplistic
dichotomy (ethnic/academic), it would be more profitable to
affirm some general principles governing teaching and
research in this area, and then turn to institutional matters.
Regarding one of those principles, I agree entirely with Pro-
fessor Neusner. The academy differs from the seminary: it is
not a divinity school, it does not train students for the minis-
try or rabbinate; in the spirit of the great scholars who created
a Wissenschaft des Judentums in the last century, it refuses to
dismiss rabbinical literature, for example, as if it had no
interest except within the faith.

What holds for the scholar also holds for the beginner.
Judaism can come alive as a historical religion and a world
literature. In that spirit I suggested every student try a page of
Talmud. The challenge of that fascinating and difficult text
would require a considerable adjustment of our reading
habits. Nor can Kabbala be left to the occultists.

AS TO institutional arrangements, they always seem to me
pragmatic. Much depends on the configuration of talent
in a particular university. At Yale an interdepartmental B.A.
program provided the best assurance of quality, chairs being
assigned directly to Judaic studies but with each appointment
also in an established department (history, religious studies,
Near Eastern, comparative literature). This kind of structure
leaves the faculty free to devise its own curriculum; indeed, it
allows them to raid the whole of the humanities and social
sciences. It has worked well at Yale whose faculty had a
strong if sometimes latent interest in Jewish history and litera-
ture: bringing in a group of specialist scholars added a pres-
ence at the center to that richness at the periphery.

The Yale model may not work elsewhere. Nor may the
model existing until a few years ago at Brown. Professor
Neusner suggests that Judaic studies should find a home in
religious studies (or in some ideal version of it) rather than
“ghettoizing” themselves—though why an interdepartmental
program like Yale's should prove more segregated than a
departmentalized one, I don’t understand. He depicts Jewish
studies as a gilded ghetto surrounded by easy donors and
staffed by teachers indulging in self-serving clichés.

That is not my experience. If Judaic studies have an appeal
today, it is not because donors have become soft but because
the subject justifies itself, It attracts faculty and students in
considerable numbers. That most of them (though by no
means all) are Jewish is nothing against the discipline and
cannot be attributed only to a nostalgic search for roots. It
may also indicate a great intellectual hunger, the filling of a
lacuna created by the academy itself, which based humanis-
tic studies on two pillars, the Christian and the classic, and
neglected the third pillar of Jewish learning. Other pillars
may be uncovered in time.

Congress Monthly



Even in departments of religion, there was, not so long ago,
resistance to Jewish traditions as an autonomous subject. The
same professors who' left divinity school in order to teach
rather than preach could not escape the “universalist” ethos
of Christian evangelism. Judaism was chiefly taught for its
role in the early history of Christianity. There is, in short, no
more reason for Judaic studies to affiliate with religion than
with history or literature or hermeneutics. Keeping in mind,
moreover, the loss of Jewish life and institutions between 1933
and 1945, and the dwindling away of the ancient Sephardi
communities in contemporary North Africa, it is hardly sur-
prising that universities should wish to redress their long-
standing neglect of the history and civilization of the Jews.

Senior scholars in Judaic studies have a right, even an
obligation, to watch over a fledgling field. Yet one wonders

why this attack on a still emerging subject in the name of
“shared and public discourse” and “the norms of the
academy” mimics a rhetoric of doctrinal squabbles Professor
Neusner claims to reject His bracing and simplistic
categories, moreover, reminiscent of populist preaching, pan-
der to the idea of some great American consensus, a National
Humanist Common Pursuit, as if a natural alignment of the
academy and the public interest lay within easy reach. It is
certainly a remarkable twist to argue that what interferes with
the extra-mural mission of the academy is the very
movement—ethnic studies—that intended to break down
those ivory walls and forge a new relation between university
and society. Neusner may be correct that ethnic studies run a
great danger of becoming self-isolating in their turn, but he
does nothing to clarify the underlying democratic issue,

Judging Secular Humanism

Marc D. Stern

UDGE BREVARD HAND'S decision banning history

and “home economics” texts from the Alabama public

schools, on the ground that they established the religion

of secular humanism, was greeted with widespread deri-
sion. Liberals and conservatives alike branded the decision
“bizarre” and “incredible,” and predicted that it would be
quickly reversed. The Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Cir-
cuit has already stayed it, putting at least a temporary end to
the spectre of books being banned by court order.

Judge Hand's order—he has been dubbed by the wits,
Judge Unlearned Hand—is the latest wrinkle in his one-
judge campaign to rewrite the First Amendment's Establish-
ment Clause. Several years ago he held, in an earlier
incarnation of this lawsuit (a challénge to Alabama’s school
prayer statutes), that the Establishment Clause did not apply
to the states and that even if it did, it did not ban government
from favoring religion over non-religion. That decision was
overturned by the Supreme Court, which gave short shrift to
Judge Hand's “remarkable” reading of the Establishment
Clause.

By a stroke of the judicial pen, parents and teachers who
had earlier intervened to defend Alabama’s efforts to inject
religion into its schools were miraculously converted into
plaintiffs, complaining that those same schools were not ade-
quately complying with the Constitution’s requirement that the
public schools be religiously neutral. Two of the defendants,
the governor of Alabama and the Mobile School Board,

MARC D. STERN is co-director of the AJCongress Commission on
Law and Social Action.
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immediately declared defeat, admitting that secular humanism
was a religion that could not be taught in the public schools.
Only the State Board of Education and a group of parents
and teachers—the latter group aided by People for the
American Way, which underwrote a large portion of the
expenses of the defense—resisted the law suit.

The plaintiffs originally challenged the entire array of text-
books approved for use in the Alabama schools. The
challenge was gradually narrowed to American history and
“home economics™ texts. (Home economics is no longer a
cooking course; it is a course on values and life-styles, and
includes citizenship and anti-substance-abuse subjects,) The
history texts were criticized because they left out religious
history—some ignore the fact that the Pilgrims came to
America seeking to freely practice their religion and to create
a “city upon a hill.” The defendants did not, according to
Judge Hand, seriously contest the charge that history texts
gave short shrift to religion. Studies sponsored by various
groups, including People for the American Way, reached the
same conclusion. However, as Judge Hand acknowledged,
“poor history” is not unconstitutional—it's just poor history.
Nevertheless, he banned these books.

The bulk of the lawsuit centered on the so-called “home
economics” texts. Plaintiffs characterized these books as
being wholly focused on human decision-making, the
generation of pleasure, and the absence of moral absolutes.
They believed, no doubt sincerely, that these books attacked
traditional Judeo-Christian religion. (Judaism has always
placed great emphasis on human responsibility and moral
independence. It is wrong to link Judaism with the fun-



damentalist Christian notion denying human responsibility for
ethical choices.)

Judge Hand accepted plaintiffs’ arguments. He found that
authors of the textbooks are disciples of psychologists and
philosophers who were in turn disciples of John Dewey.
Dewey was one of the founders of so-called secular
humanism. It follows, thought the good judge, that his dis-
ciples and granddisciples—including psychologists Abraham
Maslow, Carl Rodgers, and Lawrence Kohlberg—were
engaged in perpetuating Dewey’s secular humanist views in
the textbooks. This is guilt-by-association with a vengeance.

UT is there such a thing as secular humanism? And what
is, or ought to be, its constitutional status? In the wake of
the decision, many pronounced that there was no such thing.
While it is not clear that Judge Hand would know it when he
saw it, there is indeed such a doctrine. As early as 1961, the
United States Supreme Court, in dicta, cited Secular
Humanism as an example of a non-theistic religion. (The
example was taken from a brief filed by Leo Pfeffer, who has
since publicly stated that, had he known how much mischief
the reference would cause, he would have omitted it from
his brief))

Secular humanism, however, in this constitutional sense is
not the mere failure to mention religion, which is all that can
fairly be charged to the Alabama textbooks. It is the affirma-
tive teaching that the divine has no role to play in human
affairs. That doctrine may not be taught in the public schools.
As Marvin Frankel, co-chair of the American Jewish Con-
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gress's Commission on Law and Social Action, puts it:

The term “secular humanism,” as Hand says, is itself
ambiguous. Without stopping now to search for the last word, I
can see how brands of secular humanism could be deemed
“religious.” Dewey .. . tends to equate “militant atheism™ with a
belief in the supernatural as a species of revealed religion. I
agree. The positive (and unprovable) affirmation that there is no
god is similar in this sense to its opposite. Thus, if secular
humanists proclaim that man is all, there's nothing else, there’s
no need to look further or reserve judgment—I'd say that's a
religion. I distinguish my agnosticism, which says “I don’t
know” and I don't as of now have any idea how to go about
finding out But I'd go further and agree that none of these
stances should be taught as correct in a public school

The challenged textbooks do not make any such
statements. While a theologian could point out differences
between these texts and orthodox religious views, the
statements are themselves neutral or, at worst, ambiguous.
Students are unlikely to perceive in them any religious, or
anti-religious, message. The case thus reduces itself to the
contention that to counterbalance the non-religion taught in
the schools, the public schools have a constitutional duty to
teach religion. That claim is at war with the Establish-
ment Clause.

That the plaintiffs are not entitled to succeed on their con-
stitutional claims does not mean that they have not raised
important issues of public policy conceming the role of the
schools in teaching values. How does one teach ethics in a
society that by fundamental charter is secular, but many of
whose citizens themselves believe that ethics have a religious
source and content? What values does one teach when there
are fundamental disagreements about society’s values? Why
should government teach values? Given obvious symptoms
of moral decay—including the ever-growing Wall Street
scandals—can the schools afford not to teach values? These
are not inconsequential questions.

The challenged textbooks do not deal intelligently with
these or substantive ethical problems. Ethical and moral
choices are typically reduced to the most simplistic—silly is a
better word—level. Are we not entitled to better than the
following, taken from one of the challenged texts:

Shoplifting is a crime. Legal action can be taken against
shoplifters. Legal statutes exist in every city, county and state to
contain this crime. . . . Whatever your situation, remember that
good behavior enhances your well being. Bad behavior can
cause guilt feelings and other mental problems. You will have to
make your own decisions and live with the consequences.

Paragraphs like these are caused by a “dumbing down™ of
textbooks, a reaction to the moralizing of earlier texts, an
overreaction to the ban on advocating—not teaching about—
religion, and, perhaps, a feeling among certain intellectual
elites that there are no rights or wrongs, only pragmatic
choices.

Those who invoke the slogan of secular humanism seek a
return to a simpler era, when one worldview was shared by

Congress Monthly



most Americans and when there was no cleavage between
religion and society. It is an era which developments in cul-
ture, in science, in society, even in religion, have left behind.
The Constitution itself forbids the public schools to retreat to
Protestant hegemony over the public education. While law-
suits such as the present one are doomed to failure, society
cannot afford to ignore the question this suit and others like it
raise about American education.

Chop-Chop Justice

Stanley Lichtenstein

NE OF Saudi Arabia’s stellar attractions for tourists

Oand visiting reporters, in the capital city of Riyadh,

is popularly known among the natives as “Chop-

Chop Square” Thats where top-rated beheadings and

floggings take place, and where “crime control” is in
command.

Foreign correspondent and author David Lamb has been
there. He has seen the future, and Law and Order, he reports,
is on the rise.

Broadened by much travel, Lamb is more understanding
and tolerant of unfamiliar, exotic cultures and their practices
than is your average American. He seems to be a spiritual
descendant of those earlier broad-minded compatriots who
admired Mussolini for making Italy’s trains “run on time,”
and those who saw no need to worry about Hitler's attempted
final solution of “the Jewish problem” through extermina-
tion.

Lamb’s musings about Saudi Arabia’s superior civilization—
and about the “safe streets” of Arab nations in general—were
given startling prominence in the Washington Post's Sunday
Outlook section early this year, while the same note has been
sounded in Lamb’s The Africans (1982) and in a new book, The
Arabs: Journeys Beyond the Mirage. The Post headlined Lamb’s
piece, “Saudi Justice Looks Savage to Us, But It Works.”

A few weeks later, the Post ran a photograph of a
Pennsylvania public official committing suicide at a televised
press conference. That atrocious editorial decision drew a
barrage of protest, but not a word of criticism has the Post car-
ried concerning Lamb’s provocative article (reprinted from
Nieman Reponts) on the glories of Saudi justice, with its official
and public killing, torture, and mutilation. (Was I the only
reader to send an indignant letter to the editor?)

Lamb's piece begins with a meticulous description of a
double beheading in Riyadh’s huge parking lot that serves as
the public square. The severed heads of two convicted mur-
derers were dropped onto a piece of cardboard at high noon

Y LICHTENSTEIN is a former editor of Church &
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in full view of thousands of worshippers pouring out of the
Jamia mosque to enjoy the spectacle.

A year before the Post weighed in with Lamb’s article,
another American sojourner in Saudi Arabia wrote with less
equanimity about a beheading and two floggings on “Execu-
tion Day in Riyadh™ (Commentary, February 1986). Professor
Clifford Hallam reported on these grisly entertainments, the
cheering crowd (“God is great, God is great”), and the nervous
jokes of university wits about “Johar's Chopping Center,”
alluding to a commercial mall that affords an excellent view
of Saudi justice carried out under Sharia (Islamic law).
Hallam also noted that it was impossible to ascertain exactly
what the accused had done, since the “government-controlled
press offered a bare minimum of unverified and unverifiable
facts followed by shrill self-justification.”

Lamb, however, shows little concern about verifiable or
unverifiable facts. He simply asserts that the Saudi system
“works very well,” citing a few statistics emanating from mon-
archical officials whose actions are based on divine right and
the pretense of infallibility. Lamb swallows the official line
completely and even repeats the fatuous claim that if there is
“the slightest doubt™ about guilt, judges reduce a capital
charge to a lesser offense. Where theocracy holds sway, of
course, “doubt” about official findings is not encouraged.

Extolling the “crime-free environment” presumably fos-
tered by “public beheadings, amputations, floggings and
death by stoning for adulterers and adulteresses,” Lamb
nevertheless admits—Ilate in his article—that no “firm proof”
exists of crime deterrence by “the Saudis’ harsh punishment”

And what is worse, he ignores a basic aspect of the question
that is touched on by Professor Hallam. Under Sharia, all the
goings-on in Dira (“Chop-Chop™) Square are aimed at rid-
ding the kingdom of “moral pollution"—which means that
religious minorities and other dissidents risk criminal indict-
ment if they utter a peep about or make any display of their
beliefs. A university student stated the policy succinctly: “If
someone believes in another religion, it is not good that he
should die, but if he is against Islam then we will surely
kill him.”

IN HIS most bizarre assertion, Lamb says: “You can walk
down the darkest street of any Saudi city and not have to
look over your shoulder in fear.” What nonsense! Fear is the
linchpin of the Saudi system—fear of the thought police, and
fear of the torture, mutilation, and death which may be visited
on the guilty and innocent alike. The judges, Lamb observes,
are “widely respected for their incorruptibility,” yet they pre-
side over court proceedings where “no counsel is present” and
there is “no jury, no bail, no writ of habeas corpus.” Lamb even
notes, quite serenely, that suspects “can be held for months,
even years, while investigations are conducted at a
leisurely pace.” )

A better notion of the dangers facing anyone—native or
foreigner—ensnared by the Saudi legal system can be
gleaned from John McDonald's book, Flight from Dharan:
The True Experiences of an American Businessman Held Hostage
in Saud; Arabia (1981). McDonald, although he was involved
primarily in civil proceedings, was given a taste of Saudi
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jails and was also positioned to observe the painful distance
between reality and the myths peddled by apologists for the
Saudi criminal system. He had heard, for example, that the
penalty for theft (third offense) was loss of the right hand,
with the amputation “done in a hospital under surgically
clean, supervised conditions.” This was not true in the case
that he witnessed. On a Dammam street, the “man with the
knife . .. [instead] of severing the member with one chop . ..
started slowly cutting and slicing away, whacking at the white
bone until it snapped,” with grating and crackling sounds
audible over the noise of the crowd. (I hope readers wilk
forgive me for leaving out the most harrowing details.) When
Lamb observes that Saudi justice “combines compassion and
harshness,” he is only half right.

Another American who found his Saudi Arabian three-

year stay distinctly uncomfortable and certainly not fear-free
is Dr. William H. Brown, M.D., who with his wife and 15-
year-old daughter encountered treatment that “would not be
tolerated in any civilized part of the world. . .” (letter to the
editor, Commentary, May 1986):

The Saudi rationale, courtesy of David Lamb, makes me won-
der whether he is familiar with Charles Lamb's “Dissertation
upon Roast Pig.” The earlier author Lamb tells of an ancient
people who discovered the culinary delicacy when an acciden-
tal fire seared some of their pigs. After that they regularly
burned their huts down to dine on more roast pig, A similar
intelligence inspires Saudi Arabia, pursuing “crime control”
while degrading the Saudi people and their society through the
bloody circus and the abominations of Chop-Chop square.

The Judaism of Franz Kafka

Ernst Pawel

must have discovered by now that being dead is no

bed of roses, either. The parents from whom he never
got away in life are with him still, in the same grave. The
works he—albeit ambivalently—wanted destroyed have
become the subject of thousands of Ph.D. theses around the
world. But the ultimate irony may well be the metamorphosis of
the archetypal Prague Jew into a German classic.

This took a concerted effort, pursued with blind persistence
and relentless thoroughness. Few have labored harder at this
task of teutonization than Hartmut Binder, a 50-year-old
German professor with a background in theology and
Jungian mystification, who has been exploring Kafka's life
and work with an obsessive pedantry bordering on
fanaticism. In Germany, the results of his labors—Motiv und
Gestaltung bei Franz Kafka, Kafka in Neuer Sicht, as well as a
two-volume Kafka Handbook and another two volumes of
exegetical commentary—have established him as the “Pope
of Kafkology,” a rather apt sobriquet for a savant who knows
everything and understands nothing

At issue, however, is not the simplistic reductionism of his
literary theories but his portrait of Kafka, the man. For what
emerges out of this monstrous mix of contorted sophistry and
valuable documentation is the caricature of a neurotic pedant
utterly devoid of creative imagination, let alone the subtle
intelligence and self-tormenting irony so characteristic of
Kafka’s art. Binder's creature has the mind and soul of a Ger-
man pedagogue. And considering how Kafka himself felt
about those nightmarish Gymnasialpauker, this may be the
unkindest cut of all.

POOR KAFKA. He who found it impossible to live

ERNST PAWEL is the author of The Nightmare of Reason: A
Life of Franz Kafka. He is currently at work on a biography of
Theodor Herzl
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The heart of the problem, 1 suspect, is the one fact self-
evident, undeniable yet somehow hard to digest: we are deal-
ing here with a man whose life and work were decisively
shaped by his being a Jew, a Jew in his time, and most par-
ticularly a Jew in Prague.

Resistance to this view is hardly surprising. Without draw-
ing any comparisons, sacriligeous or otherwise, I might point
out that the Jewishness of Jesus often elicits similar reactions.
Moreover, Kafka in many ways did not fit the stereotype of
the Jew as perceived by the Gentile. But to treat his origins as
an incidental aspect of his vital statistics—Religion:
Mosaic—badly distorts the picture of the man as well as of
the artist, because Judaism was not only the key to Kafka's
destiny but also the crucial nexus between his life and
his work.

This is not, of course, to reduce the vast dimensions of his
life and work exclusively to their Judaic parameters or to deny
the role of distinctly individual traits—genius first and
foremost, and the pathology so inextricably bound up with it.
Yet even these were obviously structured by collective history;
a Kafka born and raised as a New England WASP might still -
have become both neurotic and a writer. He would not,
however, have been Kafka.

What, then, did it mean to grow up as a Jew in Prague in
the 1880s?

It meant, first of all, being afflicted with what I would call a
negative identity. An identity, that is, defined for rather than
by him. The Prague Jews in effect found themselves charged
with being Jews—a charge to which they had to plead guilty
even though they failed to understand the nature of their
guilt. Because for most of them—and I'm referring here, of
course, to the assimilated middle class, of which the Kafkas
were rather typical—Judaism had long since become an
empty shell devoid of meaning
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The situation in the Bohemian capital at the periphery of
the German-speaking world differed in at least one signifi-
cant respect from that prevailing at the center. The German—
and Viennese—Jews faced a relatively clear-cut dilemma:
they had to deal with only one dominant majority, to which
they wanted to assimilate. In Kafka's Prague, on the other
hand, the problem was considerably more complex. Here,
Czechs and Germans were engaged in a life-and-death
struggle for supremacy, in which the Jews got caught in the
crossfire. The Chosen People were forced into the role of
Chosen Enemy by both antagonists, and well before the turn
of the century, they found themselves constrained to live in a
no-man’s land. For all its heartaches, however, their pre-
carious position also proved advantageous in one significant
respect: it early on disabused the Jews of Prague of some of
the illusions to which most German Jews clung till the 1930s.
One may, in fact, consider them pioneers of sorts. For the
paradigmatic alienation of Prague’s Jews in Kafka's day has,
in our own time, become an existential condition endemic
throughout the world—one possible explanation for the
amazing popularity of Kafka's work in the most remote and
unlikely of places, from the hinterlands of Japan to the heart-
land of America.

THE CHILD KAFKA grew up knowing what he was not.

He was not a Czech, he was not a German. This, by sub-
traction and by the implacable syllogism of Prague politics, made
him aJew. And much of his life as well as much of his work can
be read in terms of his search for the meaning of this identity
assigned to him by fate and by the unreason of history.

It was a search that yielded its first clues in his now famous
encounter with the Yiddish actors in 1911, when he was 28
years old. They were pathetically bad actors, staging mediocre
melodramas in a language he must have had no end of trou-
ble understanding, but he perceived them as messengers from
a promised land, Jews unselfconsciously Jewish the way the
Czechs were Czech and the Germans German, and speaking
a language the sound of which seemed much closer to his
heart than the one in which he was constrained to express
himself. For perhaps the first time in his life he felt something
like a sense of belonging, It was a heady experience while it
lasted. But of course it didn't last—Kafka was far too keen an
intelligence not to realize that this nostalgia for a roman-
ticized shtet! offered no cure for what ailed the Western Jew.

- There was no turning back, as his actor friends were the first
to tell him; no one was more eager than they to get out of Kas-
rilevke as fast and as far away as possible.

Zionism, on the other hand, seemed to point the way to the
future. It had already gained strong support among the Jews
of Prague— hardly surprising, given the rampant nationalism of
the other resident tribes. Kafka was in general sympathy with
at least the practical aims of this new secular creed, even
though, as usual, he maintained a critical distance. But many
of his closest friends were Zionists, he himself supported the
cause, studied Hebrew, and, in later years, dreamed of run-
ning a little restaurant in Tel Aviv, with Dora Dymant—the
19-year-old companion of his final year—as the cook and
himself waiting on tables—the perfect scenario for a
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Chaplin comedy.

These points of reference undoubtedly helped to legitimize
Kafka's precarious identity in the outside world. But in the
inner one, far more real to him and infinitely more difficult,
his involvement with Judaism took him way beyond these
primitive levels. There are those—Max Brod foremost among
them—who see Kafka's whole life as a quest for a God to
believe in—Herrmann, his father, having by then lost much
of his credibility—and for a faith to live by. As a general state-
ment, this is meaningless enough to be unobjectionable; it
covers a multitude of virtues. But about the particulars as
interpreted by Max Brod, I tend to have strong reservations.
The God that Max himself discovered in his waning years
would not have fooled Kafka for a minute. And as to Kafka
having made his way back to the ancestral faith. . .

He certainly tried. All his life, Kafka longed for the security,
the maternal love, the sense of belonging that he had missed
out on in the cradle, missed out on as a child, missed out on
as a Jew. But in this quest Kafka—like his fictional heroes—
found himself stopped at the open gate. For one thing, he was
and remained a child of the Enlightenment, in spite of him-
self. But even more important was the discovery that Judaism
itself turned out to be a rational faith. Which is a paradox, an
oxymoron, a contradiction in terms, no matter how long and
how hard theologians have labored trying to reconcile the
antithesis. Judaism, in other words, is no prescription for
Peace of Mind.

I N FACT, the turbulent and dynamic tension between faith

and reason has always been at the very heart of Judaism,
the source of its abiding vitality. Obedience to the Law is the
foundation of the Covenant. But the Letter of the Law is
infinite in its ambiguities, so that the interpretation of its
Spirit became the supreme task of one's life, an ongoing
“process’—the Prozess of Kafka's novel—to which each
generation contributed its share, It engendered an unbroken
chain of disputation and exegesis, of commentary piled upon
commentary, aimed not at resolving the paradox—which, if
Kafka teaches us anything, cannot ever be resolved—but at
enabling people to live with it. Kafka's writings form an
integral part of that chain, one of the strongest links between
his time and ours. As he put it, in one of his journal entries: “I
am the end or the beginning™ There is no or. He was
both.

The unresolved paradoxes of his unfinished novels reflect
a mind-set, a cultural tradition, a way of life and a way of
looking at life that came not out of Kierkegaard or Kleist but
out of his own past. It was a world that surrounded him at
every step—the Little Mother with. Claws, which he forever
railed against but never left That world is dead, preserved
today only as a sort of museum. And even for that we have to
be grateful. No other comparable monument to Jewish life
and learning has survived anywhere else in Europe.

One can argue ad infinitum about the sources of Kafka's
inspiration. In thinking of him above all as a secular Talmudist, a
rational Kabbalist, last of the line and heir to the thousand-
year tradition of Prague Jewry, I offer my own understanding
of him—as personal and subjective as anyone else’s.
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As a Jew born and raised in pre-Hitler Germany, I would
have a hard time trying to be objective about any attempt to
naturalize—or rather denaturalize—Kafka even if I wanted
to; there are some forms of Wiedergutmachung that we can do
without. At the same time, it seems to me that what is involved
here transcends my own personal bias. Rather, I see it as a
reenactment, on a small scale, of the tragic misunderstanding
that poisoned relations between Jews and Germans since the
days of Moses Mendelssohn. The assimilation in Germany
failed because even the most liberal of Germans—Mommsen

and Lessing come to mind by way of examples—welcomed
Jews as their equals only to the extent to which they stopped
being Jews.

KAFKA undoubtedly wrote some of the most luminous Ger-
man prose of this century. This does not make him a Ger-
man, classic or otherwise. And to blur, to obfuscate his
primary and hard-earned identity as a Prague Jew is to van-
dalize his image and to desecrate his memory. Not to men-
tion that of his family.

MOVIES

Art & Commerce; or Woody Allen, Continued

Phyllis Raphael

Radio Days, the most recent interlock-
ing piece of the jigsaw puzzle form-
ing the Woody Allen oeuvre, and the
22nd film he’s written and/or directed
and/or appeared in over a 2l-year
filmmaking career, is in many ways a

less ambitious film than the previous
Hannah and Her Sisters, but it's a lovely

movie, a nostalgic voyage back to the
days when radio was our most per-
vasive popular art

The film is narrated by Woody Allen
from the point of view of Joe, a star-
struck young boy growing up in Rock-
away Beach during the late 1930s and
early 40s. Living in the house along with
Joe is an extended family consisting of
his mother, father, grandfather, Aunt
Ceil, Uncle Abe, Cousin Ruthie, and
Maiden Aunt Bea (played with haunt-
ing loveliness by Diane Wiest). Joe's
father is'a nice guy but he's never had
much mazel earning a buck and the
entire family yearns for more than
they've got.

The most convenient escape from
this defective reality is the glamorous,
glitzy world of radio and no one makes
better use of it than Joe. He learns about
the latest Broadway openings each

PHYLLIS RAPHAEL, a writer and teacher,
reviewed Hannah and Her Sisters in the
issue of May/June 1986.
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morning at “Breakfast with Irene and
Roger,” follows show-business gossip

with Sally White (Mia Farrow) on

“Sally White and Her Great White
Way,” and is a devoted fan of “The
Masked Avenger™ (Wally Shawn), a
Green Hornet-type character, who cas-
tigates his defeated enemies with “Off to

jail with you. I hope you enjoy making

license plates.” So absorbed is Joe in lis-

" tening to the radio that his mother fears

for his future. “Turn it off,” she orders.
“Why should I? You listen to it,” Joe
asks. “That’s different,” she tells him.
“Our lives are ruined anyway.”

Joe ferries us back and forth between
the world of radio and the Rockaway
family, weaving them together with a
series of short stories and vignettes from
the characters’ lives. As such, Radio
Days is plotless, propelled forward only
by the anecdotal adventures of its
characters and the fact that the “days”
of “radio” are heading toward their
inevitable oblivion.

The film is exquisitely photographed
and chock-full of vivid, accurate details
of time and place. The musical choices
are wonderful, almost painfully remini-
scent of a lost time, and th.* performan-
ces never less than engaging. Irene and
Roger are stylishly homely as the radio
couple, and Sally White is eternal, the
not-so-dumb blonde who discovers that

the road to her own radio show is paved
with diction lessons.

But, the most surprising aspect of
Radio Days is that it's the first film in the
Allen continuum to give more than car-
icature status to his alter ego’s family.
For even though the overweight, dumpy
family is presented as a quarrelsome
bunch who lack the polish and sophis-
tication of the radio folk, they are por-
trayed with humor and affection. In
fact, some of the film’s most endearing
moments take place in “real life.” I
think especially of the anniversary din-
ner where Joe’s father gives his mother
a new, fur-collared coat; the time when
Joe, who has spent the entire film trying
to find out what his father does for a liv-
ing, hails a taxi and discovers him
behind the wheel; and Joe’s first visit to
Radio City Music Hall with Aunt Bea
and a suitor—as he ascends the curving
staircase, with Frank Sinatra singing in
the background, he has clearly entered
movie heaven. Finally, at the two New
Year's Eve parties that end the film, so
sympathetically is the Rockaway family
portrayed, that it’s a toss-up whether it's
preferable to welcome 1944 sipping
champagne on the glamorous rooftop
with the radio swells, or hugging and
kissing at home in Rockaway with Joe,
his family, and a bottle of Hoffman
soda.
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Despite its allure however, Radio
Days has inspired its share of the low-
level discontent Woody Allen “fans”
habitually reserve for his films. Although
the film was praised by Vincent Canby
in the daily New York Times and by
Janet Maslin in the Sunday edition,
grumblings rise from underground. The
most frequent complaint directed at not
only this film but Hannah and Her Sis-
ters, and most Allen efforts since
Manhattan, is that they “don’t go any-
where.” They are seductive but “unsatis-
fying™ Woody Allen hasn't “grown as
an artist™

Implicit in this appraisal is the
notion that there is something Woody
Allen is afraid to examine and the sup-
pressed material is responsible for the
emotional sterility, the “cut-offness” in
his work. Reviewing Radio Days in New
York magazine, David Denby tells us
the problem is that Woody Allen knows
that “radio and movies . . . aren’t
enough,” and because he’s unwilling to
confront that, this film is “sadder than
he knows.” Theoretically, if Allen were
to wrestle his demons, would his
characters drop their emotional bland-
ness and deepen their range? Maybe his
Jewish women would become as lovely
as the Gentiles.

BEHIND these gripes looms the
idealized spectre of Ingmar Bergman.
Not only is Bergman the filmmaker
Woody Allen most admires (two of his
films, Interiors and A Midsummer Night's
Sex Comedy, are overt imitations of
Bergman), but his work represents the
standard to which all serious filmmakers
~—and Woody Allen is as close to a
serious filmmaker as this country has—
aspire. There are other similarities.
Both men work “novelistically,” con-
trolling their own scripts and pursuing
their own obsessions, and both employ
a “repertory family” of actors, designers,
and crew to make all their films. To date
however, Woody Allen’s critics would
argue, he has not produced a film as
riveting as any of Bergman's.

Putting aside for a moment whether
the critics are “right,” or even whether it
should have been suggested to Chekhov
that he write more like Tolstoy, let's
consider the framework within which
Woody Allen functions, which is to say,
not as an artist, but as a commercial
moviemaker without a hand-held
camera or grainy black-and-white film
in his past. This has always been true of
Allen, not only as a filmmaker, but
since the dawn of his career. He worked
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first as a TV gag writer, then a stand-up
comic. He has a commercial orienta-
tion. Ever since his first film, What's New
Pussycat?, which he wrote, appeared in,
disliked doing, but was paid for by
United Artists in 1966, he has always
worked for Hollywood studios where
the pressure is away from artistry and
toward commerce. Woody Allen is a
veteran of making movies that must
take that occupational conflict into
account. '

willing to continue financing him. Were
he to take larger risks, “go deeper,” this
delicate balance might be upset, as it
was with two of his more serious and
least popular films, Interiors and Star-
dust Memories. Stardust Memories, inci-
dentally, is about a filmmaker at the
end of his rope. His audiences like his
“earlier, funnier” films. When he says
that he doesn’t want to make funny
films anymore because there's “too
much suffering in the world,” he’s

One tends to forget this because he's
taken risks and made films whose
appeal is limited to the more cos-
mopolitan segment of the moviegoing
population. And because he's made
films for “us,” his intellectual sidekicks,
fellow analysands, bicoastal New Yorkers,
readers of Flaubert and lovers of Gersh-
win, we've made him our own and
forgotten that his “art™ is knit from two
skeins, invented, as all art is, for self-
pleasure, but dafined and limited by the
boundaries of commercial moviemak-
ing, as the words on this page are
defined by the “essay™ form, or a poem
is framed inside a sonnet.

THIS “marriage” of Woody Allen and
Hollywood is a double-edged sword,
one which he chafes at, but needs. The
limitations a movie studio imposes are
one side; the other is its gifts. Both are
interwoven with Allen's movies. No
other art requires quite as much money
as filmmaking. It is possible to move to
New Hampshire to paint or write
novels, but the audiovisual pleasures of
Annie Hall, Manhattan, and Hannah and
Her Sisters depend on a level of techni-
cal expertise only money can buy. A
three-million dollar budget was behind
the amber-glowed production values
which gave Radio Days its distinctive
“look.™

No one knows this better than

Woody Allen. That's why he makes -

medium-budget films that earn enough
money so the studios trust him and are

told by a studio representative that
“Suffering doesn’t sell tickets in Kansas
City.” He's taken to meet a new group of
studio heads and is aghast. “Another
new group of studio heads,” he laments.
“I meet a new group of studio heads
every six months. Where do they go? It's
like the black plague.” But of course,
Woody Allen knows where they go.
And, he knows as well that if Ingmar
Bergman tried to make films in this
country (rather than in Europe where
the climate is more protective toward
artists), he'd go with them.

NoO. Woody Allen is “mainstream,”
Beneath the multitude of personalities
who compose the alter egos in his films;
beneath the neurotic intellectual obsessed
with the meaning of life, love, sex, and
death—is not F. Scott Fitzgerald, but a
nice Jewish boy who wants to succeed.
And he has—with the people in his
industry who finance his films and vote
him Oscars and with the audiences who
continue to endorse him at the box
office. His genius is to have negotiated a
“truce” between “art” and the movie
executive and to have invented a per-
sonal solution to a dilemma that haunts
many of us all our lives. Whatever the
flaws of Radio Days and its siblings, it's
hard to know if they spring from Woody
Allen’s inability to “grow™ as an artist, or
the system’s inability to tolerate more
“art.” Depth? Seen alongside most of the
computerized films at the local Multiplex,
Radio Days is oceanic, a Grand Canyon
of a movie.
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BOOKS & AUTHORS

Philip Roth and the Exploration of Self

Review-Essay by HELEN A. WEINBERG

Doctor Spielvogel. this is my life, my only
life and I'm living it in the middle of a
Jewish joke! I am the son in the Jewish
Jjoke—Only it ain't no joke!

—Philip Roth, Portnoy’s Complaint

Beforc Portnoy’s Complaint, published
in 1969, Philip Roth had written
Goodbye, Columbus (1959), the title
novella of which was a Jewish love story
in an updated Fitzgeraldian style while
most of the other stories of note were
pointedly about secular Jews whose
behavior was described (comically and
satirically) as immoral, unethical, or
sexually inappropriate; Letting Go
(1962), a realistic Chicago novel, in
which the hero, Gabe Wallach, resem-
bles the activist hero of Bellow's Augie
March; and When She Was Good (1967),
a very boring and well-made novel
which was not at all about Jews.

In 1962, Roth had commented in an
essay in Commentary, “Writing American
Fiction,” on the loss of subject matter
for writers in America: the events report-
ed every day in newspapers outrivaled
the imagination and, furthermore, there
was an “unfriendliness between the self
of the writer and the realities of the cul-
ture.” But, still, writers like Saul Bellow,
Herbert Gold, Grace Paley, William
Styron—practitioners of a “bouncy
style,” urban and hence usually Jewish
and immigrant—had found a subjectin
the self. This essay, written well before
the “bouncy” Portnoy's Complaint, looks
at the problem (which Letting Go pre-
sents in narrative form) and makes evi-
dent Roth’s very early conscious
struggle as a writer with concepts of self,
community, reality, and fantasy:

... that our communal predicament is
a distressing one, is a fact that weighs
upon the writer no less, and perhaps
even more, than his neighbor—for to
the writer the community is, properly,

HELEN A. WEINBERG's most recent con-
tribution was a review of Maus: A Sur-
vivor's Tale (January 1987).

16

both his subject and his audience. And
it may be that when the predicament
produces in the writer not only feelings
of disgust, rage, and melancholy, but
impotence, too, he is apt to lose heart
and finally, like his neighbor, turn to
other matters, or to other worlds; or to
the self, which may, in a variety of
ways, become his subject, or even in
the impulse for his technique. . .. The
sheer fact of self, the vision of self as
inviolable, powerful, and nervy, self as
the only real thing in an unreal
environment, . . .that vison has given to
some writers joy, solace, and muscle. . . .
However, when survival itself becomes
one’s raison d'étre . . . when the self can
only be celebrated as it is excluded
from society, or as it is exercised and
admired in a fantastic one, we then, I
think, do not have much reason to
be cheery.

Certainly Portnoy’s Complaint was an
exploration of self in a straightforward
and traditional (given Freud) way—the
conflict between the natural, sexual self
and the acculturated self. The family
scenes in the novel, set in Jewish
Newark, New Jersey, made this explora-
tion seem too close to home, too
autobiographical, and too Jewish for
many Roth readers, and Roth, having
tried to bring a particular community
into relevant and realistic relation to a
particular novelistic and situational
self, was attacked by some Jews as a
self-hater and by some Gentiles as
parochial.

Three novels—QOur Gang (1971),
about Nixon; The Breast (1972), a Kaf-
kan exercise; The Great American Novel
(1973), about baseball—followed; and it
began to seem that Roth had given up
the self in relation to community as a
subject until in 1974, with My Life as a
Man, he reopened the investigation and
has stayed with it more or less ever
since. The acculturated self is now the
writing self or very specifically the
novelist; and while this writer is not so
“bouncy” as Alex Portnoy, he is still
Jewish, he is still given to comic

exaggeration, flamboyant underlining,
the surreality of the actual, the ques-
tioning of reality, the black humor of
existence, the saying of the outrageously
unsayable. Through it all he himself
has survived as a writer and become a
major American literary voice.

Ironically, not until Roth invents
Nathan Zuckerman, in the Ghost Writer
of 1979, more like himself in fact and
history than the other invented heroes
of self—-Wallach, Portnoy, Tarnopol, et
al —does the theme of writerly creation
and imagination as paramount emerge.
Who is the ghost writer in The Ghost
Writer? Anne Frank? The older Jewish
novelist? The younger Jewish novelist
(Nathan)? Henry James, on whose
volume Nathan stands to eavesdrop
through the ceiling on the other two? Or
is it Roth himself? Whoever, The Ghost
Writer is the first in a series of novels
about Nathan Zuckerman’s literary his-
tory, and The Counterlife* is the last, or
the last so far.

If I were to say what is the large theme
of these novels—four in all; or five if

" one counts the novella Prague Orgy,

which concludes the first three, The
Ghost Writer, Zuckerman Unbound
(1981), and The Anatomy Lesson (1983),
and binds them together as Zuckerman
Bound (1985)—1 would have to say that
it is not only the definition of the writ-
ing self, but also and most preeminently
the writing self as creative and imagina-
tive and thus capable of retrieving the
past, of making Anne Frank, Kafka,
other writers, other worlds, other writers
in other worlds, live again.

IN The Counterlife this activity of the
writing self is so sophisticated, refined
to such a point, that the novel is a series
of narratives about the invented, com-
plete, consummate writerly self, Nathan
Zuckerman's, and his family and
friends as characters that offer a set of
variables, alternative possibilities in the
realm of action in the world today, such

*Farrar, Straus & Giroux, 324 pages, $18.95.

Congress Monthly



as it is. The world today is a remnant
world, in which one may make a num-
ber of choices, relevant or irrelevant.
Nathan Zuckerman and his characters
in The Counterlife only make relevant
choices: life, death, love, war. The most
important character other than Nathan
himself is Henry Zuckerman, Nathan's
brother and, in this playing with
character-possiblities, his doppelgdinger.

Henry is a successful dentist who
lives with his wife and three children in
an expensive suburb of Newark; he has
a heart problem which makes him sex-
ually impotent. Nathan is a successful
writer who lives alone in Manhattan; he
too has a heart problem which makes
him sexually impotent. As brothers they
share memories of Jewish family life in
Newark—neither is a serious Jew,
though Henry belongs to a synagogue
and Nathan has had problems with the
Jewish community because of his sex-
ually explicit novel Carnovsky. Each
has, or has had, a Gentile mistress
named Maria: Henry's Maria is a Swiss-
German; Nathan's Maria, English,

Heart problems brought on by, or
accented by, romantic involvement
with Gentile mistresses with whom
Henry and Nathan wish to be potent
(powerful) lead to heart operations, and
death, in two of the narratives. When
Henry dies, Nathan does not do his eul-
ogy and feels an outsider at the funeral.
When Nathan dies, Henry does not do
his eulogy at the funeral. Alternatively:
when Henry does not die after his
operation, he goes to Israel and
becomes a Zionist activist with an
extremist group on the West Bank, leav-
ing his American-Jewish family in_the
suburbs. When Nathan does not die
after his operation, he marries his
Maria, who becomes pregnant with his
child, but shortly quarrels with her over
her English family's anti-Semitism and
her inherent passivity about it and the
ways of anti-Semitic Christendom, very
complacent and apparent in England,
in general. Roth’s writer, Nathan, has
the power to create alternatives and to
take each one to a conclusion: the con-
clusions that hold up are life is better
than death, love is better than sex, and
to be a Jew in Israel is better than to be a
Jew in Christendom.

THERE are qualifications to these
conclusions—nothing is easy. However,
The Counterlife has a Jewish Everyman
feeling about it in spite of (perhaps
because of) its deconstructivist strategy
that breaks the conventional single
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narrative down into alternating narratives.
If there is a traditional-plot conflict sus-
tained through the various narratives, it
is the conflict between the brothers, and
at the center of this is Zuckerman's Car-
novsky, the publication of which shamed
the family and made Henry angry with
Nathan. After Nathan’s funeral, Henry
goes to Nathan's apartment and finds
his current manuscript (The Coun-
terlife): he takes out, and destroys,
“Basel,” the first chapter, which is about
his love affair with the Swiss-German
Maria and other things concerning his
sexual life. Finding the eulogy for
Nathan, delivered by Nathan’s editor at
the funeral—a eulogy focusing on Car-

" novsky as brilliant, bold fiction—~Henry,
realizing Nathan wrote the eulogy -

before he died, renews his anger with
his dead brother: “Carnovsky wasn't fic-
tion, it was never fiction—the fiction and
the man were one! Calling it fiction was
the biggest fiction of alll™ Yet Henry's
case against the novelist is not that he
tells the truth but that he distorts it.
The conflict between the brothers is

as literary as it is Freudian. Based on
Carnovsky, it is resolved not in the
narrative(s) but outside, in the world of
Roth’s, not Zuckerman's, novels. If we
begin with the son in the Jewish joke in
Portnoy’s Complaint, we end in the con-
cluding chapter of a deconstructed
morality tale, “Christendom” in The
Counterlife:

Circumcision confirms that there is an
us, and an us that isn’t solely him and
me. England's made a Jew of me in only
eight weeks, which, on reflection, might
be the least painful method. A Jew
without Jews, without Judaism, without
Zionism, without Jewishness, without a
temple or an army or even a pistol, a Jew
clearly without a home, just the object
itself, like a glass or an apple.

With this novel Philip Roth achieves
an eamned resolution to any conflict he
has had with the Jewish community. He
has found a simple truth about being a
Jew in modernity, for himself or
writer.

Israel & Ishmael

Arab and Jew: Wounded Spirits in a
Promised Land. By David K. Shipler.
Times Books. 596 pages. $22.50.

Reviewed by RAPHAEL DANZIGER

within a few months of its publica-
tion, Arab and Jew had spawned
major controversy. Described by some
reviewers as “the best and most com-
prehensive work there is in English on
this subject” and as a “thoughtful, well-
researched, deeply caring work,” it has
been denounced by others as a “master-
piece in the Israel-bashing genre™ and
as the work of a “master of artifice.”
Does this book deserve the approbation
it has won or the opprobrium it has
sustained?

Based largely on interviews with
Arabs and Jews in Israel and the West
Bank that Shipler conducted during his
tenure as New York Times bureau chief
in Jerusalem (1979-84), Arab and Jew
examines the relationships between the
two peoples in three dimensions: the
forces on both sides that have given rise

RAPHAEL DANZIGER is assistant director
of the AJCongress Commission on Inter-
national Affairs.

to mutual aversion (war, nationalism,
terrorism, and religious absolutism);
their images of each other (violent,
craven, primitive, alien, etc.); and their
varied interactions (cultural mingling,
police repression, sexual liaisons, efforts
at reconciliation). As indicated in the
book’s opening sentence, Shipler is
neither Arab nor Jew; but he is no out-
sider either since his wife, Deborah, is
Jewish; indeed, his criticisms of Israel,
even at their harshest, have the distinct
ring of en famille admonitions.

Arab and Jew is a severe indictment of
both sides. Shipler deplores the obstinate
denial by the two communities of the
legitimacy of each other’s nationalism.
He condemns Arab terrorism and its
near-universal acceptance among the
Palestinians as well as the indis-
criminate hatred of all Arabs it has
generated among many Jews. He is
equally revolted by Arab anti-Semitism
and by the anti-Arab rantings of Jewish
religious extremists. And he detests the
mutual hatred and stereotypes the two
groups have enunciated in school text-
books and other writings as well as in
conversations and interviews with
him. .

Although Jews and Arabs mingled
culturally since the advent of Islam and
Jews fared much better under Islam
than under Christianity, most recent
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Arab-Jewish interactions have been
negative. Arabs under Israeli control
~ have been severely repressed by the

Security Service—the Shin Beth—
which Shipler describes as a “secret
police in an open society.” Arab citizens
of Israel are routinely discriminated
against and mistreated, and sexual or
marital liaisons between Arabs and
Jews are viewed almost as mortal sins.
Although an admirer of private groups
promoting reconciliation between Arabs
and Jews in Israel, Shipler is profound-
ly pessimistic about their prospects. In
the book's final sentence he describes
their efforts as “seed sown in the
brass earth.”

To 11S detractors, Arab and Jew is
unabashedly anti-Israel. They charge
that Shipler's preferred solution to the
Arab-Israeli conflict is a PLO-style
“secular democratic state,” blocked
only by Israel's “racist attitudes.” In
order to pin the blame on Israel, they
assert, Shipler seeks to blemish Israel’s
moral standing through a variety of
stratagems: To portray the Arabs as the
-underdog he reduces the conflict to one
between Israeli Jews and Palestinian
Arabs (instecad of the entire Arab
world). His rhetorical strategy is to
make his own criticisms appear mild by
reciting extreme condemnations of
Israel by Israeli leftists. He stacks his
sources by describing detractors of
Israel in positive terms while denigrat-
ing its defenders. His basic method is
the portrayal of a “mirror image” be-
tween Israelis and Arabs, which, given
the fundamental asymmetry of the con-
flict, is an anti-Israel deception.

The worst instance of “spurious
balance,” the critics contend, pertains to
terrorism. Despite the obvious imbalance,
Shipler represents the Israelis as being
at least as guilty as the Arabs, in fact
devoting more space to Jewish terrorism
against Arabs than to Arab terrorism
against Jews. Even when describing
instances of Arab terror, he evokes
anger against Israel by describing the
Jewish crowd’s angry reactions in
greater detail than the terrorist act itself.
Another egregious portrayal of a
“mirror image” concerns literature,
when in fact Israeli-Jewish literature
has been harshly critical of Zionism
while self-criticism is entirely absent in
Arab literature. Similarly, in describing
the 1948 war Shipler devotes far more
space to alleged Israeli excesses against
Arabs than to Arab atrocities against
Jews. Worst of all, the critics charge, he
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even makes an analogy between Israelis
and Nazis.

While none of the other reviewers
accuse Shipler of harboring an anti-
Israeli bias, most of their criticisms as
well refer to instances in which he is
supposedly too hard on Israel. There is,
they argue, a certain “moral fussiness”
in his complaint that Arabs passing
through Ben-Gurion Airport undergo
humiliating searches when there is a
real danger of being blown out of the
sky, as there is in Shipler's disapproval
of Jews who were reluctant to check into
Arab hospitals during an Israeli doc-
tors’ strike, when even the Arabs them-
selves trust Jewish hospitals more than
their own. And when the IDF seized the
PLO archives in Beirut, rather than try-
ing to “steal the Palestinians’ past and
identity,” the Israelis had good reasons
to examine the information about them
the PLO had collected. Furthermore,
there is no justification for Shipler's
uncritical, lengthy recitation of Palestin-
ian descriptions of alleged torture by
the Shin Beth when elsewhere in the
book he himself concedes that Arabs
tend to overstate their agony.

In this reviewer's opinion, many of
these criticisms are well-founded. While
it is incorrect that Shipler equates Jews
with Nazis, blames the conflict on racist
Israeli attitudes, or espouses a PLO-
style state, he indeed tends to come
down much harder on Israel than on
the Arabs and to “turn the emotional
tables” on it. So his moral judgments,
whether explicit or implicit, warrant cir-
cumspection. But does this mean that
Shipler is an enemy of Israel, as suggest-
ed by some of his critics?

IT SEEMS that the key to Shipler’s think-
ing lies in his professional credo (as
printed in his entry in Who's Who in
America).

I have been guided professionally by

the conviction that an open society
needs open examination of itself to
survive. Defining problems, inspecting
blemishes, probing wounds, and
exposing injustices are the required
pastimes of a free people.

Since to Shipler Israeli Jews are the
“most open and candid . . . people” he
has “met anywhere in the world"—a
characteristic he certainly does not
ascribe to the Arabs—it seems that far
from wishing to harm Israel, his
foremost objective is to prod it into con-
fronting and addressing its “blemishes”
in order to make it a better and, in the

long run, sturdier nation. The overly
harsh, and occasionally, gratuitous
criticisms of Israel appear to have been
intended to serve as a kind of shock
treatment of some of that country’s very
real and very serious ills.

In pursuing his professional credo,
Shipler may well have departed at times
from the journalist’s solemn obligation
to uphold strict standards of balance,
fairness, and proper perspective. Further-
more, friends of Israel may reasonably
question the efficacy of Shipler's
apparent quest to “save Israel in spite of
herself” Since Adrab and Jew was
originally published in the United
States (a Hebrew translation is still
under negotiation), the book is far more
likely to hurt Israel's standing in U.S.
public opinion than to have positive
effects on Israeli society.

Nonetheless, one cannot help but be
impressed with the admirable, yet
remarkably unassuming and realistic,
goal Shipler seeks to promote. Wisely
recognizing that the “pluralistic, inte-
grationist approach that has been the
standard of American society has no
relevance” in Israel—or anywhere else
in the area—he pleads for “good-
neighborly relations, a middle course
between the extremes of integration and
apartheid.” If the book—whether in its
English or in its future Hebrew
version—can help further this worthy
objective, its likely public-relations cost
would be well worthwhile to the

Israelis.

PARADOXICALLY, then, Arab and Jew
deserves both the opprobrium and the
approbation it has drawn. Its outwardly
balanced treatment of Arabs and Jews
appears to veil an underlying tilt
against Israel—yet Shipler seems fun-
damentally to identify with the Israelis
and to seek to ameliorate their situation,
and his book’s net effect may yet prove
beneficial to Israel. Arab and Jew clearly
reflects the “moral fussiness” of a
liberal American piqued at Israel's
inability to meet his own country’s
exalted standards of religious and
ethnic pluralism—yet he concedes that
these standards are out of place in the’
Middle East and contents himself with
recommending better relations between
Arabs and Jews in Israel. And while
Shipler's unfamiliarity with the area’s
history, culture, and languages has
inevitably precluded the book from
attaining true scholarly depth, his
superb journalistic skills have turned
out a highly perceptive, incisive, infor-
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mative, factually accurate, and readable
book. In short, Arab and Jew needs to be
taken with more than a grain of salt, but
is eminently worth reading,

Still Howling

Collected Poems 1947-1980. By Allen
Ginsberg. Harper & Row. 837 pages.
$27.50

Howl. By Allen Ginsberg. Original
Draft Facsimile, Transcript & Variant
Versions, Fully Annotated by the
Author, with Contemporaneous Cor-
respondence, Account of First Public
Reading, Legal Skirmishes, Precursor
Texts & Bibliography. Edited by Barry
Miles. Harper & Row. 194 pages.
$22.50.

Reviewed by BENJAMIN IVRY

The appearance within two years of
both the Collected Poems and a
deluxe facsimile edition of How! naturally
suggests an assessment of the Beat poet
Allen Ginsberg's work is due. Howl,
written in 1955-56, moved a generation
of young rebellious spirits in its free-
flowing Whitmanesque elegiac format,
mourning the “best minds” of a genera-
tion destroyed by drugs, drink, and
political mishaps. At the time the
message struck home, but 30 years later,
somehow, things seem quite different.

What is the purpose of a facsimile
edition, apart from flattery of a poet?
The most celebrated recent example,
The Waste Land, was full of all sorts of
thorny editorial questions that were
resolved when the facsimile appeared.
Moreover, T.S. Eliot's poem in type-
script showed how indebted the work
was to the judicious editing of Ezra
Pound. So, not only was the text itself
amplified, but the creative process was
clarified in the appearance of the fac-
simile Waste Land.

By contrast, the How! facsimile is
mostly an exercise in nostalgia. There
are lots of photos of Ginsberg's friends,
by now familiar from the scholarly
industry centered around the Beat
writers. There are the expected photos
of youthful Jack Kerouac, Peter Orlovsky,

BENJAMIN IVRY is a free-lance writer liv-
ing in New York City.
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Neal Cassady, and others. Interestingly,
as the critical studies on the Beats mul-
tiply (usually written by academics in
very un-Beat tenured positions), the real
literary reputations of the circle seems
to decline. Ginsberg may be partly re-
sponsible for this, in his open-heartedly
generous way of treating his friends,
which is admirable, and his own work,
which is less appealing. Ginsberg has
always tried to mythologize Kerouac,
Cassady, Orlovsky, and the rest, with
whom he had deep emotional relation-
ships that did not exclude the sexual.
However, the works of all these writers
can hardly be said to be tinged with the
same interest now attached to their
lives, often brief and full of incident,
even if rather pointless, self-destruc-
tive incident.

MOST poets at 60 have a right to the ret-
rospective air that engenders a collected
volume of their works. However, re-
sponsible writers make an effort to
separate the wheat from the chaff. To
cite merely two examples, W.H. Auden
and Marianne Moore often omitted
famous poems wholesale from their
collected volumes, in a hypercritical
mood. Ginsberg goes to the other

extreme. The Collected Poems has
everything inside it, without discrimina-
tion. The reader feels like a child with
one day to spend at the circus, who
stuffs himself with so much cotton
candy, peanuts, popcorn, and hot dogs
that nausea results.

Ginsberg's talent was and is very real,
it should be stressed. Yet the talent is
surely as much for performance as for
writing words on a page. The poet was
notably “discovered” and recorded in
performance of his self-composed har-
monium songs only recently by record
producer John Hammond, great initiator
of the musical careers of performers
from Bessie Smith to Bruce Spring-
steen. This element of performance is
indistinguishable from what the poet
writes, as any audience member at
Ginsberg's frequent readings will testify
to. A poem that seems on the face of ita
rather rapacious attempt to seduce a
teenage boy will, as spoken by Ginsberg,
acquire the all-American hominess of
baseball player Tom Seaver discussing
his last year's pitching ERA. Some may
say, why should we separate the poet
from the poem? After all, Homer's
Odyssey also loses a lot on the printed
page. Yes, but what remains is-convin-
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. - cingly great poetry, unadorned by a
physical presence. With much of the
output in Collected Poems, this is unfor-
tunately not true.

There are, of course, high points that
enable us to understand, even if we did
not live through the Beat 1950s, what all
the fuss was about. While Howl may
seem skeletal and only half-formed,*
the slightly later Kaddish, an elegy for
the poet’s mother, is emotionally con-
vincing. A true portrait, lasting in its
concrete detail, is created of Naomi
Ginsberg, with her stays in mental
asylums, and her body scars. Here
Ginsberg's uncontained verbiage has a
power that climbs from the surface of
the page to involve the reader. Kaddish
is no two-dimensional text waiting for
performance. Its accomplishment, and
particularly Jewish viewpoint on life
and death, make it worth every
reader’s attention.

GINSBERG'S ethnic Judaism has been
an important element in his career, de-
spite his avowal of Buddhist and other
religious views. Whereas other American
Jewish poets are more “Jewish” cer-
tainly, none is more famous than
Ginsberg, and welcome to rarefied cir-
cles. The recent Harvard Anthology of
Contemporary Poetry has the air of an
“exclusive” country club of a few years
back Perhaps unconsciously, many
prominent Jewish poets are excluded
from this high-toned selection, includ-
ing eminent names like Richard
Howard and John Hollander. Yet there
is room for Allen Ginsberg Why
should this be so?

Doubtless Ginsberg's life-style—
homosexuality, drugs, past insanity—
telegraphs a certain message to the
critics of academe. Essentially, a bohe-
mian life of his sort says, “Ignore me at
your own peril. I may be another Van
Gogh or Rimbaud,” thought mad by
contemporaries, only to be revered by
later generations. The fact that such a
wild life could emerge from a rather

ordinary New Jersey Jewish youth may

*Lionel Trilling, Allen Ginsberg's teacher at
Columbia, to whom Ginsberg sent a copy of his
first volume, How! and Other Poems, replied as
follows (May 29, 1956): “I'm afraid I have to tell
you that I don't like the poems at all. . . . They
are not like Whitman—they are prose, all
rhetoric, without any music. . .. As for the doc-
trinal element of the poems, apart from the fact
that I of course reject it, it seems to me that I
heard it very long ago and that you give it to me
in all its orthodoxy, with nothing new
added.”
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be part of what delights the poet's
numerous admirers. Ginsberg’s father,
Louis, was a poet in strict, old-fashioned
meters, Louis Ginsberg’s inculcating
Hebrew traditions into the young Allen
would be a wonderful subject for a large
narrative painting, if such items were
still in fashion. Ginsberg absorbed cer-
tain elements of the lore, to be sure, and
fecls them wheleheartedly. Yet he is like
a football receiver who runs with the
ball, and instead of stopping at the end-
zone, continues with the ball out into
the street. . .

Allen Ginsberg may well be remem-
bered as the author of Kaddish and a
few short poems. One of the most
charming of the latter describes a
grubby old man in a California super-
market, “eyeing the delivery boys,”
whom the poet identifies as Walt Whit-
man. As Ginsberg himself approaches
the age of his own Whitmanesque
character, it is appropriate to be grateful
for the genuine poetry he has given us.
His stamina and staying-power are cer-
tainly astonishing, as are the cultural
syntheses he evolved, starting with a
Hebrew school education in Paterson.
This freedom of thought, even if it
resulted in a lot of less appealing work,
is an integral part of Ginsberg’s life and
work. Without it, he wouldn’t be the
Allen Ginsberg we all know and (some
of us) admire.

Terrorist Balance Sheet

The Financing of Terror. By James
Adams. Simon & Schuster. 293 pages.
$18.95.

Reviewed by WILL MASLOW

believes that current efforts all over

e world to cope with terrorists are
ineffectual. His thesis is that only by
depriving these armed bands of the
money that keeps them alive will the
civilized world be able to choke off the
use of terror for political ends. Mr.
Adams does not seek to regale us with
accounts of terrorist conspiracies or
cloak-and-dagger stories of the mys-
terious terrorist leaders. Instead he con-
centrates on—as the book’s subtitles

James Adams, a British journalist,

WILL MASLOW, general counsel of the
American Jewish Congress, is also editor of
its newsletter, Boycott Report.

declare—“How the groups that are
terrorizing the world get the money to
do it” and “Behind the PLO, IRA, Red
Brigades and M-19 stand the pay-
masters.”

We can check his thesis best by his
reports on PLO and Irish IRA finances.
Prior to 1982, when the Israelis invaded
Lebanon in an effort to smash the
PLO's home base, the PLO had forged
a financial empire that was earning
from $200 to $300 million a year.

Originally it had relied on the yearly
donations promised it by the wealthier
Arab nations—Saudi Arabia, Kuwait,
and Libya—but as these gifts were not
always forthcoming even when these
rich states could afford them, the PLO
searched for other sources of income. It
established- a Palestinian National
Fund (PNF), which functioned as its
Ministry of Finance. The PNF availed
itself of the 300,000 Palestinians in the
Lebanon refugee camps to create a
labor force, established small factories,
and put them to work. SAMED, the
PLO's industrial conglomerate, began
by producing clothes, uniforms, blan-
kets, and shoes. By 1986 it operated 35
factories in Lebanon and a large num-
ber of businesses located outside of
Lebanon, which resulted in an annual
turnover of $45 million. Its agricultural
division operated large farms in half a
dozen black African countries. Much of
SAMED was destroyed in 1982, but it
has relocated in Algeria, Tunisia, and
Syria (continuing its basic structure)
and still operates a $30 million enter-
prise in Lebanon.

OTHER sources of income are the
“voluntary” contributions made to the
PLO by rich Arab supporters and the 5
percent “tax” levied on the Palestinians
working in Arab lands. This tax is
collected by the various governments
and remitted to the PLO. Finally, the
PLO earns a return on its capital funds
of at least $100 million a year. There are
at least four different estimates of the
size of this capital fund but the lowest
puts it at 31.6 billion.

The PLO functions as a sort of state
with diplomatic offices, health and
educational services, pensions for the
families of its “martyrs,” and an “army”
that costs $160 million a year. The capi-
tal assets of the PLO are on deposit in
the Arab Bank Ltd., originally located
in Lebanon and then moved to Jordan,
which is reputed to be one of the largest
banks in the world. During the 1982
Israeli attack, the PLO quickly moved
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$400 million from the bank to Switzer-
land.

In a book that lays such stress upon
PLO finances, Mr. Adams never
bothers to give any evidence to support
his fantastic estimates. He states that
the PLO's investments around the
world amount to $5 billion, which he
says provide it with an annual income
of $1.25 billion. But surely a 25 percent
return is incredible, particularly by a
group as shadowy as the PLO. Nor does
Mr. Adams attempt to draw up a yearly
statement of the PLO’s income and
expenditures. From estimates in the
Economist, the New York Times, the Wall
Street Journal, and Forbes, 1 have con-
structed what amounts to a current
PLO budget as follows:

Income (in millions)
Return on investments $100
Saudi Arabia & Kuwait support 100

Voluntary contributions 15
Taxes from Palestinians 40
SAMED income 50
8305
Expenditures (in millions)
Palestinian Liberation Army  $100
Palestine Martyrs Fund 40
Palestinian universities &
housing subsidies 90
Red Crescent & health services 20
Diplomatic missions 50
Tunis headquarters 10
$310

Granting Adams's thesis that the best
way to undermine the PLO is to deprive
it of its financial base, he makes no sug-
gestion on how this is to be done by
Israel, the United States, or any other
country seeking to cope with terrorists.
How does one seize the PLO deposits in
the Arab Bank Ltd. or persuade Arab
nations to stop subsidizing the PLO or
prevent it from establishing lawful com-
mercial enterprises?

The IRA, the Irish Republican Army,
provides a better example for Adams's
thesis. For one thing, according to
British estimates, the IRA consists of no
more than 300 men and women,
although aided by several thousand
sympathizers. To pay its gunmen and
support a growing political base in
Northern Ireland, the IRA needs only
$7 million a year. Although the British
government, according to Adams, is
spending about $6 million a day in
countering the IRA, it is making little
headway against Irish terrorism.

May/June 1987

IRA’s funds until recently came from
monies collected more or less openly in
the United States from Irish-Americans
who contributed to Irish Northern Aid
(Noraid), headquartered in New York
City but with 92 chapters throughout
the U.S. Noraid claimed the support of
113 U.S. Congressmen but in 1977 the
four most prominent Irish-Americans—
Senator Edward Kennedy, Speaker
Thomas O'Neill, Senator Daniel
Moynihan, and Governor Hugh Carey—
publicly condemned support for the
IRA. Thereafter the amount of money
Noraid could collect was drastically
reduced.

Noraid is registered in the U.S. as a
foreign agent, required to report its
income and expenditures. When rumors
began that Noraid was also supplying
arms to the IRA, the FBI began inves-
tigations that drastically reduced the
supply of arms to the IRA. Its financial
support weakened by the events in the
U.S,, the IRA turned to illegal commer-
cial enterprises such as smuggling, sell-
ing “protection,” and even moving into
the taxi business after first muscling out
the competition. Nor did the IRA stop
robbing banks or extorting funds by
kidnapping.

IN 1985, in a rare example of binational
cooperation, President Reagan amen-
ded the current extradition treaty with
Great Britain to provide that terrorists
should not be immune from extradition
because they claimed to be seeking
political  objectives. Adams  de-
scribes the campaign against Noraid as
“the first and best illustration of coor-
dinated international moves that con-
centrate on the financing of terrorism.”
Yet the IRA continues to harass the
British and manages to raise the com-
paratively small sums needed to keep
it alive.

In another chapter, Adams main-
tains his thesis more effectively. He de-
scribes the alliance between drugs and
terrorists in Colombia. When narco-
terrorists can offer a $300,000 bounty for
any U.S. narcotics agent, dead or alive,
and even $5 billion to the Colombian
government in exchange for total
amnesty, we see the final result of
terrorists with unlimited capital.

Nevertheless, Adams concludes that
terrorism in general has been “remark-
ably unsuccessful,” a view that seems
strange when the mightiest power on
earth is shown as powerless when deal-
ing with Iranian terrorists. Only when
the weak-willed industrial countries

begin in earnest to cooperate in a global
assault on terrorism and those giving
asylum to terrorists, is there any hope of
ending this scourge.

A New Worldview

Judaic Ethics for a Lawless World. By
Robert Gordis. Jewish Theological Semi-
nary. 194 pages. $20.00.

Reviewed by JACK RIEMER

n his latest book, Robert Gordis sets

himself two tasks: the first is to de-
scribe the malaise that characterizes
much of modern life and to explain its
source; and the second is to propose a
worldview and a basis for morality that
will be more effective in dealing with
the malaise than the tools currently
being employed. He does well at
both efforts.

Gordis argues that the insights. of
Darwin, Marx, and Freud—or to be
more accurate, the exaggerations and
distortions perpetrated by their dis-
ciples and interpreters—have had a
devastating effect on the sense of self-
worth and on the morale of Western
man. Darwin’s “survival of the fittest,”
for example, has been turned into a
license for greed and cruelty, although
this was not what he had in mind at all
Darwin was not the militant secularist
that simple-minded followers and
simple-minded critics have made him
out to be. On the contrary, his Origin of
the Species ends with a passage that
speaks with awe and wonder about the
glory and mystery that is at the heart of
the universe; it is a veritable hymn to
the Creator. As for Marx’s “class
struggle,” this has been made the
ideological rationale for the creation of
a cruel state totalitarianism that is
worlds away from anything that he had
in mind. And finally, Freud's stress
upon the importance of the subcon-
scious has become the basis for an under-
tanding of the human being as the
helpless victim of irrational drives, an
understanding very different from what
Freud himself had in mind.

The net result of these distortions has
been a desacralization of life and a
demoralization of man. What is needed

JACK RIEMER is the rabbi of Congregation
Beth David in Miami.
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now, Gordis proposes, if we are to over-
come the prevalent cynicism and de-
spair, is nothing less than the creation
of a new worldview that will restore to
human beings a sense of self-worth.
Most specifically, the resources of
Jewish ethical tradition can be invoked
to bring about an achievement of
this goal

It is within the first chapter of
Genesis—the very chapter that the dis-
ciples of Darwin rejected so firmly-—
that Gordis finds the basis for a
universal ethic. He does this, not with a
foolish fundamentalism and literalism
of the kind that can only offend modern
readers, but by focusing on the ethical
truths that emerge from the Creation
saga. That the world is one world, that it
has plan and purpose, that the human
being is responsible for the rest of crea-
tion, that the human being is made in
the image of God, that man and woman
are equal, and that life is good—these
are the truths that Gordis finds in

Genesis 1. And these are the bases upon
which he believes that a moral code can
be constructed that will be cogent, per-
suasive, and universal

GORDIS explains what is to him real
religion and what is real science, and he
argues that both are necessary for a
worldview that is complete. He then
takes up some of the issues that beset
contemporary society, such as the mis-
use of the earth’s resources, the threats
to democracy, the diminution of the
right to dissent, and the danger of
nuclear war and seeks to show the
relevance of the biblical and the rab-
binic tradition to these issues. At the
heart of his argument is the doctrine of
natural law, by which he means a sys-
tem of ethics derived from an understand-
ing of human nature, verifiable by
reason, and that adheres to the stan-
dards of justice.

This kind of a book is important to
have nowadays because we are witness-

’

ing a revival of religious concern that is
" separate from concern with ethics. We
see a kind of piety becoming popular
among both Jews and Christians that
focuses on prayer and personal purity
and that withdraws from concern with
the welfare of the world. This book
comes to do battle with that kind of
mentality. It breathes a different spirit.
It focuses on how to make this world a
better, cleaner, safer world, and not on
how to escape from it
Not everyone will be convinced by
Gordis's revival of the doctrine of
natural law. But it is good to have a
book like this that is so life-affirming, so
full of concern with how to improve the
state of society, and so replete with
examples of how the Jewish ethical
tradition still has the power to speak to
the issues of our time. For his cogency
in stating the case for a living and perti-
nent Judaism, Robert Gordis is to be
thanked, and his book is to be
studied.

AJCONGRESS PUBLICATIONS

Copies of the following reports, published recently by AJCongress, are available at $2.00 per individual copy.
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OFFICE OF THE WASHINGTON REPRESENTATIVE
2n27 MASSACHUSETTS AVE., N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036
(202) 332-4001

December 3, 1987

The Honorable Peter Kostmayer
123 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Kostmayer:

We are pleased to respond to your request for the American Jewish
Congress' position on the "Grassley Amendment" which seeks to alose the
Washington and New York PIO offices. Please note that this letter reflects
the position of the Conference of Presidents of Major Jewlsh Organizations
as well.

We applaud the Initiative taken by those Senators and Congressmen who
Introduced leglslation to close the PLO offices in the United States. Thelr
diligence iIn pursuing this objective brought the 1ssue to a head,
culminating in the recent State Department directive mandating the closing
of the Washington PLO office.

Just yesterday, that directive was upheld in the Federal District Court
iIn the District of Columbla and is now proceeding through the appellate
process.

We believe that process 13 sending a clear message to the natlons of
the world that, in the opinlon of the United States, the PLO is not another
political entity but 1s an unabashed Instrument of International terrorism
whose presence In any gulse 1s not welcome in this country.

Since this 1s the case, we are not at the present time pressing for the
enactment of legislation to achieve that same goal. We bhelleve the
legislation now pending in the Congress 1s well-concelved, well-intended and
in complete consonance with constitutional guarantees of freedom of
expression. But, for the present, we do not belleve 1ts adoption 1is
necessary to establish the clear recognition that the PIO 1s a terrorist
body unacceptable iIn thls country.

Please feel free to contact us If we can answer any further questions.

Ipl Bawum

Phil Baum
Assoclate Executive Director Acting Washington Representative

Respectfully,






