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Soviets Step Up

GREECE: 2
A TERRORIST'S FRIEND?
CAPITAL WIRE 2

ANTI-SEMITISM IN CENTRAL
AMERICA: THE UNTOLD STORY

JutY 1985

Anti-Semitic Activity

“In late July 1984, Soviet authorities began a
major, sustained crackdown on Hebrew teach-
ers and other Jewish cultural activists. By the
end of January 1985, eleven activists . . . had
been arrested and four sentenced to terms in
Soviet labor camps. The arrests were accom-
panied by a series of searches, beatings and
threats which have sent shock waves through the
Jewish community.”

— US Department of State Report.
January 29,1985

In a report issued earlier this year, the
State Department expressed deep concern
for the safety of Soviet Jews in the light of a
resurgence of official, state-sponsored
anti-Semitism in the Soviet Union. The
report cites evidence that points to an
intensive, long-term campaign by the
Soviet government ‘‘to discredit and
destroy the revival of Jewish culture in the
Soviet Union.”

On July 26, 1984, Soviet authorities
arrested Aleksandr Kholmianski, a
Moscow Hebrew teacher, and charged him
with “hooliganism.” In a search of his
apartment, police reportedly found a
loaded pistol. In September, another
Hebrew teacher, Yuli Edelshtein, was
arrested. In this case, the police search
located narcotics in Edelshtein’s parents’
apartment. Based on this evidence —
believed by the State Department to have
been planted — the two men were tried and
convicted. Kholmianski received a sen-
tence of eighteen months in a labor camp,
while Edelshtein received three years.

The report also describes the brutality of
this new campaign. Iosif Berenshtein, who
was sentenced in December to three years
hard labor for resisting the police, was
beaten and stabbed while in custody, suf-
fering deep facial wounds that caused the
loss of sight in one eye and severe damage
to the other. Other reports tell of Dr. Evgh-

eny Lein, a former Leningrad prisoner of
conscience, who was severely beaten by
the KGB. Deaf in one ear, Dr. Lein was
held at knifepoint by agents who deliber-
ately beat him around his good ear.

The increase in arrests, violence,
imprisonment and harassment of individu-
als has been accompanied by an increase in
official anti-Semitic propaganda. The
Soviet media have given prominence to the
activities of the “Anti-Zionist Committee
of Soviet Society.” Established by the
Soviet government in 1983 to discredit and
deny the presence of the Soviet Jewish
emigration movement, the Committee has
labelled emigration activists as “purveyors

of Zionist propaganda.” It has also been
responsible for spreading false reports of
Israeli “atrocities” in Lebanon and of a
“criminal alliance between the Zionists
and the Nazis” during World War II.

The resumpfion of arms control talks
between the United States and the Soviet
Union led some observers to hope for a
reduction in Soviet anti-Semitic activity
and an increase in Jewish emigration from
a low of 896 emigrants in 1984. To date,
these expectations remain unfulfilled.

On June 14, 1985, the State Department
issued a follow-up report providing details
of additional cases of anti-Semitic per-
secution in the Soviet Union. The report
concluded: “We wish to emphasize the
extreme seriousness with which we regard
these developments . . . We call upon the
Soviet Union to end this tragic and nee-
dless campaign. Soviet commitments
freely undertaken . . . require it, and sim-
ple human decency demands it.”

I
Administration Postpones

The Reagan Administration is delaying
its decision on whether to sell sophisti-
cated weaponry to Jordan. During his visit
to Washington in late May, King Hussein
sought the support of senior Administra-
tion officials for his request to buy $750
million-worth of arms including advanced
fighter aircraft, Stinger anti-aircraft mis-
siles and transport helicopters. While this
request has been shelved for the moment,
the Administration has agreed to provide
Jordan with $250 million in economic aid
as a gesture of support for the King’s efforts
towards peace in the Middle East.

A major factor contributing to the
Administration’s decision was the opposi-
tion the sale encountered in Congress. Sev-

Jordan Arms Sale

enty-two senators had signed a resolution
calling on the President to refrain from
selling additional weaponry to Jordan until
King Hussein agrees to join the Middle
East peace process. Had the Administra-
tion pursued the sale, Congress appeared
ready to vote down the foreign military
sales credits needed to finance the sale.

The events surrounding the sale have
raised debate over the role arms sales
should play as a tool of U.S. foreign policy.
In seeking Congressional approval for the
sale of the advanced AWACs surveillance
planes to Saudi Arabia in 1981, the Admin-
istration claimed that the sale would

Continued on page 3
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REYNOLDS NOMINATION
QUASHED

A coalition of Democrats and liberal
Republicans on the Senate Judiciary
Committee has blocked the nomination
of Bradford Reynolds to be Associate
Attorney General. Mr. Reynolds, who is
presently the Assistant Attorney Gen-
eral for Civil Rights, has been responsi-
ble for implementing President
Reagan’s policy of making America a
colorblind society by eliminating

Two Republican Senators — Charles
McC. Mathias of Maryland and Arlen
Specter of Pennsylvania — used their
votes to ensure the nomination’s defeat.
The Senators claimed that their opposi-
tion to the nomination was based on the
question of Mr. Reynolds’ ‘‘cred-
ibility.” However, beneath their public
posture many of Mr. Reynolds’ oppo-
nents were merely pursuing their policy
of refusing to confirm any Reagan
Administration nominee who opposes
the discriminatory quotas.,

Although quotas have proved damag-
ing to the interests of American Jews,
the Jewish community remained all but
silent on the Reynolds nomination.
Richard J. Fox, the National Jewish
Coalition’s national chairman, was
among the few Jewish leaders to testify
on Reynolds’ behalf, praising him for
having “breathed new life into the idea
of equality for all under the law.”

The Committee’s defeat of the

Reynolds nomination may yet prove to
be a Pyrrhic victory for the proponents
of quotas. Mr. Reynolds has announced
that he will remain in his present posi-
tion as chief of the Civil Rights Divi-
sion of the Justice Department. From
there, he will continue to lead the
Administration’s drive for fairmess and
equality in America.

SENATORIAL LETTER
EXPRESSES CONCERN OVER
SOVIET JEWRY

Writing in a letter signed by twenty-
one Republican senators, Sen. William
Armstrong (R-Colo.) told the Secretary
of State that Soviet anti-Semitism repre-
sents a ‘‘dangerous element of a sophis-
ticated psychological warfare campaign

being waged against us. Consequently,
it is a matter of U.S. national
security. . .”

The senators urged the U.S. to go
“beyond [the matter of Jewish] emigra-
tion” and confront additional issues,
such as the harassment and Soviet
imprisonment of Jewish culturalists and
refuseniks.

The letter also called for stronger
action by the State Department on
behalf of the many other oppressed
groups in the Soviet Union. Noting that
“believers are ]
amounts to religious apartheid,” the
senators asked the Administration to
use “‘every possible area of potential
leverage with the Soviets” to show our
concern on this matter.

Senator Armstrong’s reference to
Soviet oppression of non-Jews as well
of Jews represents an important ini-
tiative in the campaign to promote
human rights in the Soviet Union.
Through coordinated efforts, Jewish
and Christian groups in the West can
enhance the effectiveness of the cam-
paign to free their Soviet co-
religionists.

"RADIO MACGABEE"
PROPOSED

Senator Paula Hawkins (R-Fla.) has
introduced an amendment aimed at
establishing a special program of Rus-
sian-language radio broadcasts specifi-
cally designed for Soviet Jewry. The

. nown-as--Radio-Mae-
cabee,” would be established as a spe-
cial unit of Radio Liberty.

Senator Hawkins told the Senate that
Radio Maccabee would “provide a life-
line of encouragement and support for
the Soviet Jewish community.”” It would
broadcast “items of general cultural,
intellectual, political and religious
interest to the Soviet Jewish population,
as well as Hebrew education courses.”

Although the Senate endorsed the
Hawkins proposal, the future of Radio
Maccabee is uncertain. A House
amendment dealing with the issue re-
commends only that the possibility of
establishing such a program be studied.
A committee of House and Senate
members must work out the differences
between the two proposals before the
amendment can be signed into law.

Greece:
A lerrorists

Friend?

The hijacking of TWA flight 847
focused the world’s attention on the grow-
ing terrorist threat and raised the question
of how to combat it. One of the major
problems facing the governments of the
free world is that of identifying the sources

of terrorism — not only the terrorists them-

selves but also the individuals, groups and
nations who aid them.

. . . US intelligence
sources helieve that
the Ilijackers received
high-level assistance
from Greek officials.

The major terrorist groups and their
sponsors are often well known. More diffi-
cult to identify are governments which,
though outwardly respectable, facilitate
and sometimes encourage terrorist opera-
tions. These governments pose as great a
threat to the effective combatting of the
war against terrorism as the terrorists them-
selves.

‘The TWA hijack révealed thaf one U.S.
ally — Greece — may fall into this cate-
gory. The Greek government of Andreas
Papandreou has never concealed its antipa-
thy towards the United States. Although a
NATO member, Papandreou’s Greece has
maintained close relations with Moscow,
believing that “the USSR cannot be called
an imperialist power like the United
States.” The Greek government has also
repeatedly threatened to withdraw from
NATO and to force the United States to
dismantle vital military facilities in
Greece.

Western Governments are increasingly
concerned about the practical effects that
Greece’s policies now appear to be produc-
ing. Evidence cited by the Washington
Times indicates that the Greek government
was more than an innocent bystander in the

Continued on page 3
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Jordan Arms Sales

Continued from page 1

encourage the Saudis to support U.S. pol-
icies in the Middle East.

Since the approval of the AWACs sale,
however, the cooperation and assistance
that the Administration expected from the
Saudis has failed to materialize. Indeed, on
several occasions the Saudis have actively
thwarted U.S. policy in the Middle East. In
1983, for example, the Saudis’ refusal to
support the United States caused the failure
of a painstakingly-crafted accord intended
to produce a simultaneous Israeli-Syrian
withdrawal from Lebanon.

The disappo

intment over Saudi policy
ce T98 T prompted COTce fITE Saic
mistake not be made with Jordan. The
Administration hoped to provide King
Hussein with the weapons he requested as
a “reward” for what some perceive as his
more flexible position on peace talks with
Israel. The sale’s opponents, however,
point to the fact that very little progress has
in fact been made and that much more
remains to be done. They expressed their
fear that if the Administration agreed to the
sale at the present time, the King would
lack any substantial incentive to join in
direct negotiations with Israel.

Of additional concern was the pos-
sibility that selling such advanced weapo-
nry to Jordan would set off a new arms race
in the Middle East. Such a development
would prove extremely burdensome to
Israel at a time when the Israeli govern-
ment is attempting to impose an austerity
program that includes cut-backs in govern-
ment spending.

With the concept of “linkage” between

—————the-Jordan-arms-sale~and-KeingHussein’s

willingness to enter peace talks with Israel
achieving widespread support on Capitol
Hill, the Administration sought another

The disappeintment
over Saui policy . . .
rmm ted concern
hat the same mistake
not he made with
Jordan.

way of demonstrating “‘goodwill” towards
the King. The Administration believes that
the King requires some degree of Amer-
“initiative” in the face of opposition from
Syria and Moscow. Failure to make such a
gesture, it is felt, could jeopardize such
prospects for peace as may exist and per-
haps cause King Hussein to turn to
Moscow for the arms he seeks.

In order to resolve this dilemma, the
National Jewish Coalition urged the
Administration to delay selling arms to the
Jordanians until such time as meaningful,
face-to-face negotiations have been
achieved. At the same time, the Coalition
recommended that the Administration

NIC Bulletin is published monthly by the
National Jewish Coalition.
GEORGE KLEIN
Co-Chairman
GORDON ZACKS
Co-Chairman
CHRIS GERSTEN
Executive Director
ANTONY KORENSTEIN
Editor
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Washington, DC 20002.
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grant the King’s request for economic
assistance. The Administration could thus
demonstrate its support for the King’s
efforts while providing the incentive for
him to go further.

This is the position that the Administra-
tion appears to have taken, hoping that the
coming months will produce sufficient
progress to justify rewarding the King’s
efforts towards peace. In the meantime,
even the economic aid package, shorn of
the arms sales provision, faces stiff opposi-
tion on Capitol Hill. Congressional oppo-
nents seem to be questioning the sincerity
of King Hussein’s commitment to direct
talks with Israel while his pursuit of peace
appears to be contingent on how much

Greece

Continued from page 2

recent hijacking. The Times reports that
U.S. intelligence sources believe that the
hijackers received high-level assistance
from Greek officials. According to the
report, these men not only sympathized
with the hijackers, but looked the other
way when the arms used in the seizure were
smuggled aboard the plane in Athens. One
of these men is Agamemnon Koutsos-
giorgas, Greece’s Interior Minister, the
other, Costas Laliotis, a former under-
secretary to the Prime Minister.

Also of concern was the Greek govern-
ment’s response to the seizure of the plane.
Its first reaction was to release a Shiite
Moslem suspected of being a member of
the hijack team. And despite (or perhaps
because of) evidence that the weapons
used in the hijack were smuggled on board
the plane at Athens airport, it took ten days
before an enquiry into the incident was
initiated by the Greeks.

The Papandreou government has long
voiced the most anti-Western and pro-
Soviet views of any ally of the United
States. Nevertheless, until the hijacking of
flight 847, none of these views produced
results that seriously undermined Western
security.

This time, however, things were dif-
ferent. One American is dead and thirty-
nine others were held hostage because of a
terrorist act that appears to have been car-
ried out with Greek complicity.

The Reagan Administration responded
by warning Americans against travelling to
Athens airport. The Greek government
should view the warning as a sign that
America has run out of patience with states
that countenance terrorism.
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Anti-Semitism in Central
America: The Untold Story

SENATOR CHIC HECHT

The responsibilities I bear as a Jew lead
me to write here of a government that so
persecuted its Jewish population that the
entire community was driven from the land
it once called home. I speak not of Spain
under the Inquisition, nor of Russia under

effort to expel Israel from that body while
accusing Israel of “‘mass genocide” in
Lebanon of akind “not seen since Hitler.”

The Sandinistas’ support for the PLO is
consistent with the assistance they provide
to many other terrorist organizations

We now have a responsibility to protect
Jewish communities elsewhere in Central
America. The Sandinistas are attempting
to undermine the security of their neigh-
bors by sponsoring insurrections. Further-
more, the Sandinistas have expanded
Nicaragua’s Soviet-equipped army from
fewer than 10,000 men in 1978 to over
125,000 today. These developments gave
rise to concern in El Salvador, Costa Rica

and Honduras that the Sandinistas are pre-
paring to launch what Commandante
Tomas Borge has described as “a revolu-
tion without borders.”

The anti-Semitism inflicted on their co-
religionists in Nicaragua has made Jews in
other Central American countries

£S

the Czars, nor even of Germany under the  throughout the world. Terrorists from
Nazis. I speak, rather, of Nicaragua under  western Europe and Latin America, many

the Sandinistas.

The story of Sandinista anti-Semitism is
one of which most Americans and even
most Jews remain unaware. But one of the
first anti-Semitic attacks by the Sand-
inistas occurred even before they had
seized power. One Friday evening in 1978,
while members of Managua’s Jewish com-
munity were gathered for services in the
city’s synagogue, a fire-bomb was thrown
at the building. As the congregants tried to
escape, masked gunmen blocked their way,
gunmen who identified themselves as
Sandinistas.

Once they took power, the Sandinistas
adopted more formal and systematic
means of persecuting Nicaragua’s Jews.
Sandinista agents visited Jewish homes
every day, terrorizing their occupants who
were held at gunpoint and often beaten as
their homes were searched and looted. At
the same time, new laws enabled the gov-
ernment to confiscate Jewish property on

of them fugitives from justice, receive
refuge and often training and financial
backing from the Sandinistas who have
helped to make Nicaragua a center for
international terrorism. And just as these
terrorists were once able to travel freely
using Lebanese passports, the papers they
now carry are often issued by the govern-
ment of Nicaragua.

"We say to our
brother Arafat that
Nicaragua is his land
and the PLO cause is
the cause of the
Sandinistas.

—Commandante Tomas Borge,

, bond 2 Vi o

either abandoned it or were unable to man-
age it.

The Sandinistas also maintain close ties
with the PLO. So close is their relationship
that Tomas Borge, the Sandinistas’ Interior
Minister, made this pledge to the PLO
leaders: ‘“We say to our brother Arafat that
Nicaragua is his land and the PLO cause is
the cause of the Sandinistas.”

Today, the Sandinistas are among the
PLO’s foremost supporters outside the
Arab world. Granted diplomatic recogni-
tion by the Sandinista government, the
PLO maintains a fully-accredited
“embassy” in Managua. The Sandinistas
have also provided the PLO with support in
the United Nations, joining an Arab-led

Chic Hecht is a Republican Senator from
Nevada.

Interior.

heightened recently when a Nicaraguan-
trained terrorist confessed to plans to kid-
nap leading members of the Costa Rican
Jewish community.

Dr. Jaime Daremblum, a leading mem-
ber of that community and a prominent
journalist in San Jose, expressed the con-
cern with which Jews throughout Central
America view the Sandinistas’ policies. Dr.
Daremblum called on the United States
“to fulfill its duty as the most important
member of the democratic community that
we would all like to see survive in this
hemisphere . . .”” by helping to promote
and preserve democracy in the region.

It is time for American Jewry to speak
out on behalf of the Jews in Central Amer-
ica who are today threatened by the expan-
sionist policies of the Nicaraguan
communists. By supporting the Admin-
istration’s policies towards the anti-San-
dinista rebels, American Jews can help
ensure that Jew and gentile alike will enjoy
freedom and human rights, safe from a

—_— o 2L
government that seeks to spread its policies

of violence and anti-Semitism throughout
the region.
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Washington, DC 20002

Bulk Rate
U.S. Postage
PAID
Merrifield, VA
Permit No. 2446










Bulletin i

Jimmy Garter’s
“The Blood Of
Abraham”

A Book Review By Joshua Muravchik

Jimmy Carter’s new book, The Blood of
Abraham, will do more to tarnish than to
reinforce the former president’s reputation
as aMiddle East peacemaker. In this book,
Mr. Carter discards his role as an honest
broker, emerging as a full-fledged partisan
of the Arab cause and a rather nasty critic
of Israel.

It is not just the current diplomatic
positions of the Arabs that Mr. Carter
favors over those of Israel; he recapitulates
the entire history of the Arab-Israel conflict
with the same bias. In 1948, when the
Arab armies attacked the newborn Jewish
state, “there was some doubt about their
specific objectives,”” says the former presi-
dent. He is apparently unimpressed by the
declaration at the time of the attack by
Azzam Pasha, secretary general of the
Arab League, that: “this will be a war of
extermination and a momentous massacre

which will be spoken of like the Mongolian
massacres and the Crusades.”

In 1967, according to Mr. Carter’s chron-
ology, “Israel launched pre-emptive attacks
on the airfields” not only of Egypt and
Syria, but also of Jordan. This is simply
false. It has been widely reported and
verified that Israel, through U.S. inter-
mediaries, appealed to Jordan to stay out
of the 1967 war and struck at Jordan only
in counterattack after King Hussein spurned
the appeal and commenced hostilities. There
are many other such distortions.

Throughout, Mr. Carter casts Arab rulers
and their positions in a flattering light,
while portraying Israel darkly. Jordan’s
King Hussein, who attacked Israel in 1967,
who has refused ever to talk peace with
Israel and who joined the Arab extremists
in breaking diplomatic relations with Egypt
to protest the Camp David accords, is
characterized by Mr. Carter as‘“a constant
force for stability and peace.”

Mr. Carter concedes that Syria’s Presi-
dent Hafez Assad “rejects the concept of
bilateral discussions between any individual
Arab state and Israel”, but adds reassuringly
that the Syrian leader “has reiterated to me
and others his willingness to negotiate with
Israel and other interested parties on the
basis of U.N. resolutions 242 and 338.”

Brad Reynolds and Civil Rights

MAX GREEN

More than one man’s advancement was
at stake when the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee considered Bradford Reynolds’
nomination to the post of Associate Attorney
General. As Assistant Attorney General
for Civil Rights, Reynolds has sought to
return to the original civil rights vision of a
color-blind society, to realize Martin Luther
King’s dream that his children would one
day be “judged by the content of their
character, not the color of their skin.”” The
Civil Rights Division under Reynolds’
leadership continues to file suits in cases in
which blacks are the victims of discrimination

Max Green is Acting Staff Director of the
United States Commission on Civil Rights.

in voting, employment and housing. But
Reynolds opposes not just discrimination
motivated by conventional bigotry; he also
opposes the discrimination that is sometimes
practiced in the name of affirmative action.

When the city of Memphis, Tennessee
was ordered by a federal judge to lay off
white firefighters in order to save the jobs
of blacks with less seniority, Reynolds
argued forthrightly that blacks who were
not individual victims of discrimination
were not morally or legally entitled to
retain their jobs at the expense of innocent
whites. The Supreme Court agreed with
Reynolds in a decision that approvingly
quoted Congressional assurances that the
Civil Rights Act “does not permit the

Mr. Carter forgets that in his own memoirs,

published in 1982, he described Assad as
““the man who...sabotaged the Geneva

peace talks by refusing to attend under any
reasonable circumstances.”

Mr. Carter’s deep animus toward Israel
sometimes drives him to the very boundaries
of respectable debate. There is a faint echo
of the “Zionism is racism” accusation in
his bitter suggestion that Jews regard them-

selves as a chosen “race.” In fact the
notion of a ““chosen people” is non-racial;
it has to do with obeying God’s laws and
anyone may become a member of this
people by conversion.

This mean-spirited book will make no
contribution to the search for peace. Its
partisan thrusts, intended to be self~serving,
succeed only in revealing the petty sancti-
moniousness that played so poorly against
Ronald Reagan’s geniality in the 1980
election. The book may win plaudits from
some Arab partisans, but it casts a dark
cloud over Jimmy Carter’s reputation as a
peacemaker.

Mr. Muravchik is a senior policy fellow
with the Washington Institute for Near
East Policy. This piece is adapted from a
review by Mr. Muravchik that appeared
in the Washington Times.

ordering of racial quotas...” Reynolds sought
to have quotas for municipal hiring imposed
by lower courts revised in accord with the
Memphis decision. Doing so earned him
the bitter enmity of the civil rights establish-
ment, which opposed his confirmation from
the beginning,

Presidents are normally entitled to appoint
persons in whom they have confidence and
who share their views. The Congressional
confirmation process is not supposed to be
a means for resisting the results of an
election or making it harder for a President
to govern. No serious objections were ever
offered to Reynolds. When asked about a
two-year-old civil rights case.

Reynolds mistakenly asserted that he
had himself spoken to the plaintiffs, when
in fact only his staff had done so. But prior
to his good faith but erroneous testimony,
the Democrats on the Judiciary Committee
were opposing his confirmation on the
forthright if unprincipled grounds of policy
differences. Using a simple memory lapse
as an excuse, two committee votes shifted,

Continued on page S
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NJC Applauds U.S.
Capture Of Terrorists

As the hijacking of the Achille Lauro
ended, the world learned that PLO ter-
rorists, under the leadership of the notor-
ious Abu Abbas, had committed yet
another crime against the free peoples of
the world. With the murder of an elderly
and infirm American Jew and the release
of his murderers by the government of
Egypt, the United States responded by
capturing the terrorists through the res-
trained yet effective use of force.

After hearing of the American action,
the National Jewish Coalition sent a tel-
egram to President Reagan applauding
the steps he had taken to bring the hi-
jackers to justice. The NJC supports the
forcing down of the EgyptAir jet and the
administration’s efforts to bring Abu

Abbas to trial as invaluable contributions
to the war against terrorism.
The Coalition’s telegram read as

Black Community

More Conservative Than
Black Leaders

A recent survey published in Public
Opinion magazine shows that the nation’s
black leaders are far more liberal on
social issues than the black population as
a whole. The survey was conducted by
Linda Lichter, co-director of the Center

for Media and Public Affairs.
Among the survey’s findings:
e Sixty-eight percent of black leaders

considered themselves liberals while only
twenty-seven percent of the black popu-

lation classified themselves in the same
way.
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® Asked if blacks were making pro-
gress or slipping backwards, sixty-one
percent of the black leaders said that
they were slipping backwards; sixty-six

percent of the black public said that they
were advancing.
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Such disparities are in evidence through-
out the survey. Lichter points out that
the survey is significant because it illus-
trates that the black community is not a
“monolith™. As Lichter observes, the
apparent conservatism of the black pub-
lic on social issues may make that com-
munity more “up for grabs politically”
than either political party may realize.
The survey poses a difficult problem
for the liberal black leadership. If they
are truly to represent their community,
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JORDAN ARMS PACKAGE
PROPOSED

On September 27 the Reagan adminis-
tration notified Congress of its intent to
sell a package of sophisticated weapons
to Jordan. The package includes 40 ad-
vanced fighter aircraft (either the F-20 or
F-16), 12 improved Hawk surface-to-air
missiles, 300 AIM-9P4 air-to-air missiles,
72 Stinger missiles and 32 Bradley M-3
tanks. The advanced nature of these
weapons would eonstitute an additional
threat to Israel’s security, forcing Israel
to make further sacrifices in order to
defend herself.

Major congressional opposition to the
sale has developed. A joint resolution of
disapproval aimed at preventing the sale
will be introduced shortly and requires a
simple majority in both houses to pass.
The president then has the authority to
veto the resolution after which two-thirds
of each body would be needed to over-
ride his veto and block the sale.

Congressional Republicans are playing
a critical role in this debate. In the House,
Reps. Vin Weber (R-MN), John McCain
(R-AZ), and Mark Siljander (R-MI) are
leading the opposition, joined by Demo-
crats Dante Fascell, William Gray, Larry
Smith and Mel Levine. John Heinz (R-

Packwood (R-OR), Alfonse D’Amato
(R-NY) and Rudy Boschwitz (R-MN),
along with Edward Kennedy, Alan Cran-
ston and Daniel Inouye are leading the
opposition in the Senate.

SENATORS APPROVE
KOZINSKI NOMINATION

On September 12, the Senate Judi-

Pa.), Robert Kasten (R-WI), Robert -

ciary Committee voted to approve the
nomination of Alex Kozinski to the
Ninth Circuit U.S. Federal Court of
Appeals based in Los Angeles. The com-
mittee vote cleared the final major hurdle
to the nomination, which is now expected
to be approved by the full Senate.

Mr. Kozinski presently serves as the
Chief Judge of the U.S. Claims Court in
Washington, D.C. On confirmation, Mr.
Kozinski, at age 34, is expected to become
the youngest Federal Appeals Court judge
in the country.

Judge Kozinski’s appointment was
vigorously opposed by the Institute for
Policy Studies, a left-wing Washington
“think tank.” Rep. Pat Schroeder (D-
Colo.) was also involved in the effort to
halt confirmation of the Jewish immi-
grant from Romania.

However, Kozinski’s nomination drew
broad support from the legal profession.
It was welcomed by Appeals Court judge,
John P. Wiese, who describes Kozinski
as “a superb intellect tied to an unbend-
ing commitment to excellence.”

Involved in numerous Jewish philan-
thropic activities, Judge Kozinski also
served as a volunteer attorney for the
1984 Reagan-Bush campaign.

ADMINISTRATION ACTS
ON ISRAEL BONDS TAX

Assistant Treasury Secretary, Ronald
A. Pearlman, recently alerted the Senate
and House tax committees of a 1984 tax
law which could unintentionally impair
the marketability of Israel Bonds. The
new law places a tax on artificially low
interest rates which would directly penal-

ize holders of four percent Israel Bonds.

Israel Bonds serve to bolster the Israeli
economy and are not viewed as a tax
shelter. The new tax would inhibit the
purchase of bonds and undermine the
Israeli economic recovery.

As a result of the Administration’s dis-
closure, Sen. Pete Wilson (R-Cal.) and
Rep. Charles B. Rangel (D-N.Y.) spon-
sored legislation to exempt the bonds
from tax penalities.

GOP LAWMAKERS
OPPOSE TALKS WITH PLO

The National Jewish Coalition and
Rep. John R. Miller (R-Wash.), produced
and circulated an unprecedented con-
gressional letter urging President Reagan
not to abandon America’s long-standing
policy of prohibiting government officials
from negotiating with PLO terrorists.

The letter, the first of its kind on the
subject of negotiating with the PLO, was
delivered to the White House on Sep-
tember 10. The letter called to the Presi-
dent’s attention the recent surge of terror-
ist attacks planned by the PLO, and
reiterated an American law which states
that “no officer or employee of the Uni-
ted States ... shall negotiate with the
Palestine Liberation Organization.”

Rep. Miller’s initiative gained the broad
support of House Republican leaders.
Those signing the letter included key
members of the House Foreign Affairs
Committee, a majority of the newly
elected Republican members of the House
and the membership of the pro-Israel
Conservative Opportunity Society.

Continued on page 5

Breger Promoted:
New Face At White
House

President Reagan has chosen Marshall
Breger, special assistant to the President
“for liaison with the academic and Jew-
ish community,” to become chairman of
the Administrative Conference of the

United States. In his new position, which
carries with it a rank equal to that of an
under-secretary, Breger will be responsi-
ble for making recommendations to im-
prove the operations of other federal de-
partments and agencies.

Mr. Breger has served in his current
position since 1983. He was formerly a
fellow at the Heritage Foundation and is
on leave from the faculty of New York
University’s School of Law.

The Jewish community’s new point of
contact at the White House is Max
Green. Mr. Green, who becomes Asso-

ciate Director of Public Liaison, has re-
sponsibility for Middle East policy and
Soviet Jewry, and for broader defense
and foreign policy issues.

Mr. Green moves to the White House
after serving as acting director of the
U.S. Commission on Civil Rights. Dur-
ing his tenure there, he worked closely
with representatives of the major Jewish
organizations and was responsible for
reorganizing all 50 state advisory coun-
cils to the Commission. Prior to entering
the federal government, he spent ten years
with the United Federation of Teachers.
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Murray Friedman’s

*The Utopian

Dilemma”

A Review By
Rabbi Morton M. Kanter

Milton Himmelfarb, observing the
political behavior of American Jews, has
said that they have incomes like Episco-
palians but vote like Puerto Ricans. The
question of why American Jewry is the
most -liberal white group in. America is
examined by Murray Friedman in his
recent book, The Utopian Dilemma
(Ethics and Public Policy Center/Seth
Press, P.O. Box 130, Bryn Mawr, PA,
$7.95).

Jewish leaders in this country, both
religious and secular, will welcome Dr.
Friedman’s essay. By providing a studied
overview of the Jewish organizational
approach to public policy since 1945, the
essay lends insight into the present politi-
cal attitudes of American Jewry.

Friedman’s study makes it clear that

liberals always have answers. For them,
the solution is always easy: follow liberal
ideology, no matter what results or how
little good it does. For example, Fried-
man cites the strong support among the
liberak-leaning Union of American Hebrew
Congregations (UAHC) for the liberal-
ization of abortion and for government-
aided abortions for poor women. Fried-
man relates the testimony of Rabbi
Alexander Schindler, president of the
UAHC, before a Senate subcommittee
wherein he argued that a proposed
“Human Life” bill “would impinge upon
Jewish practice, thereby denying Jews
the opportunity to apply their faith’s
moral standards.”

Liberal opponents of the bill also ob-
jected to the use of history as a source of
support for pro-life advocacy. Jews, in
particular, felt a distaste for the “state-
ments of some pro-life advocates who
have likened abortion to the Holocaust.”

Liberal supporters of abortion on
demand use traditional Jewish sources
and recent history to back their demands.
Conservatives, too cite the same sources
in opposing abortion, yet they frequently
fail to examine the moral fall-out. Fried-
man correctly asks whether or not abor-
tion should be available as a matter of

ADC
Continued from page 3

The anti-Israel community’s concern
with the alliance between fundamentalist
Christians and pro-Israel groups was
explained by Rev. Donald Wagner,
director of the Palestine Human Rights
Campaign (PHRC). Noting that Presi-
dent Reagan and Defense Secretary
Caspar Weinberger were fundamentalists,
he commented that “this is serious busi-
ness. It is shaping the political pro-
cess . . . the foreign policy decisions of
our country. And we must stand to
counter it.”

Three outspoken critics of Israel re-
layed their views on the coalition: Rev.
Wagner; Khalid Bin Sayeed, political
studies professor at Queen’s University in
Canada; and Rabbi Elmer Berger,
founder of American Jewish Alternatives
to Zionism. Cal Thomas, vice-president
for communications for the Moral
Majority presented the pro-Israel view.

Rabbi Berger condemned the funda-
mentalist Christian and Jewish coalition
as “Mr. Falwell’s moral majority blank
check for the Zionist state” and “the so-
called Jewish people.” He accused Fal-

well of stifling debate over U.S.-Israel
relations and of “inhibiting the right to
free speech with totalitarian cant.” Aside
from attacking Falwell and other pro-
Israel Christian leaders such as Pat
Robertson and Jimmy Swaggert, Berger
analyzed passages in the Old Testament
which, according to his interpretation,
show no justification for a Jewish state.
Berger concluded that pro-Israel activists
have “polluted Judaism” by “equating it
with Zionism.”

Professor Sayeed also turned to the
Bible to discredit the concept of a Jewish
homeland. Sayeed presented a scenario
whereby Jews and Christians would
“wage a war against all of Islam.” In
condemning Israel’s 'supporters in the
U.S., he said, “What kind of Israel are
you supporting? . . . You think democracy
will be built on neo-fascism . . . on this
kind of racial intolerance?”

It was here that Sayeed inserted
another popular theme of the conference—
the “Israel-South Africa link.” Sayeed
spoke of a “link between Falwell, Kahane
and South Africa” as an “inexorable”

Continued on page 5

convenience or as a form of birth con-
trol? He concludes: “[Liberal] Jewish
groups seem to be approaching the issues

from the viewpoint of Planned Parent-
hood . . . But Jewish groups are not
Planned Parenthood ... They were
brought into existence to guard Jewish
interests . . . and bring Jewish values to
bear on public policy issues.”

Friedman also points out that the Jew-
ish conservative is stymied by semantics.
Any re-examination of past policies is
branded as a move to the “Right” and
therefore considered as “reactionary.”
Too many Jews are too embarrassed to
admit that they feel more comfortable
with the politics of a conservative politi-
cian than with those of a liberal. They
can only whisper, “We trust Reagan
more than we trusted Carter, because
he’s not so ready to make concessions to
the Russians just to make himself look
good.”

Recent surveys by the American Jew-
ish Committee have indicated that a sub-
stantial number of American Jews have
ceased practicing their religion and have
only the most tenuous sense of religious
identity. When this conclusion is coupled
with the fact that “individual Jewish
congregations are basically autonomous,
and compliance with resolutions of cen-
tral bodies . . . is voluntary,” it should be
clear that American Jews do not always
follow historical precedent or adhere to
social or Biblical laws. The politics of the
conservative movement will draw increas-
ing support from American Jews when it
acknowledges that Jews act on the basis
of their feelings, their tastes and their
wills.

Rabbi Kanter served as Deputy Com-
missioner of Youth Development in the
Ford administration and has led congre-
gations in Ohio, New York and Michigan.

BLACKS . ..

Continued from page 1

they must address the various disparities
illustrated in the Lichter survey.

However, many black leaders, includ-
ing NAACP Executive Director Benjamin
L. Hooks and the Reverend Jesse Jack-
son, dismissed the survey’s findings. But
one NAACP official, spokeswoman
Felicia Kessel, was more candid. Kessel
summed up the implications of the sur-
vey by observing that “the black com-
munity as a whole is more conservative
[than the black leadership]—not that
we’re happy with that, that’s just the
case.”
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Jordan Arms Sale

Delayed

In a significant victory for opponents
of the administrations proposed arms
sale to Jordan, Congress passed a joint
resolution stating that the sale not pro-
ceed until March 1, 1986 unless direct
peace negotiations between Israel and
Jordan are underway. The resolution
passed on a voice vote in the House and
by 97-1 in the Senate.

The delay is being viewed as a major
setback for State Department officials
who had argued that the sale was essen-
tial to achieving progress in the peace
process, and who lobbied actively for the
sale to proceed. As recent developments
indicate, however, the peace process re-
mains alive despite the congressional
action.

The joint resolution took on greater
political significance as a result of the
Republican role in convincing the admin-
istration to delay the sale. Prior to the
votes delaying the sale, letters of outright
disapproval were circulating in both
houses of Congress in the hope of secur-
ing enough votes to override a potential
Presidential veto. In the Senate, 74 sena-
tors co-sponsored a resolution opposing
the sale spearheaded by Democrats
Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.) and Daniel
Inouye (D-Hawaii), and Republicans
John Heinz (R-Penn.), Alfonse D’Amato
(R-N.Y.), Rudy Boschwitz (R-Minn.) and
Robert Kasten (R-Wisc.). Eventually, 28
Republicans co-sponsored the resolution.
Facing such solid bipartisan opposition,
the administration had no alternative but
to agree to the delay.

For some cosponsors of the Kennedy-
Heinz resolution, this was the first time
they had opposed an arms sale to an
Arab country. While on most foreign

policy matters these senators—including
Jesse Helms (R-NC), Steve Symms (R-
ID), Gordon Humphrey (R-NH), Thad
Cochran (R-Miss.), Don Nickles (R-OK),
Charles Grassley (R-lowa), Mack Mat-
tingly (R-Ga.) and Frank Murkowski
(R-AK)—form a solid bloc of support
for the administration, on this occasion
they felt constrained to oppose what they
viewed as an unwise sale.

Opposition to the sale developed largely
because of the lack of progress towards
peace in the Middle East. Jordan has
failed to take steps to enter negotiations
with Israel, and the sale’s opponents are
reluctant to send more arms into an
already volatile area when there is no
sign of getting anything in return.

In addition, there is a new awareness
of the degree to which the sale would
undermine Israel’s security. This results,
in part, from trips that several members
have taken to Israel recently. Jesse Helms,
for example, returned from his first visit
to Israel with a new understanding of
Israel’s vulnerability. Sens. Gordon
Humphrey and Frank Murkowski, who
also visited Israel recently, returned with
a similar appreciation of Israel’s problems.

Also contributing to this awareness is
the Republican Party’s view of foreign
policy which favors support for Ameri-
ca’s democratic friends around the world.
Israel, as a democratic and strategically
valuable ally, unquestionably meets stan-
dards that call for strong U.S. support.

With Republicans now playing a lead-
ing role in supporting Israel, the political
dynamics involved in foreign policy-mak-
ing with regard to the Middle East have
changed in recent years. When, in 1981,
the administration proposed to sell

Continued, page 3

Bennett Addresses
School Prayer

Speaking before the National Jewish
Coalition’s board of directors at the
White House this month, Secretary of
Education, William J. Bennett addressed
Jewish concerns over the issue of church-
state separation. The Secretary discussed
his view of the role religion should play
in American society, and examined
specifically the question of prayer in pub~
lic schools. It was his first address to a
Jewish group since taking office.

Observing that the American expe-
rience cannot be undeistood without ref-
erence to the Judeo-Christian tradition,
Secretary Bennett argued that our demo-
cracy is closely tied to the vitality of that

tradition. Bennett expressed his belief
that the Founding Fathers had shown
their religious commitment in the Decla-
ration of Independence by writing: “We
hold these truths to be self-evident: that
all men are created equal; that they are
endowed by their creator with certain un-
alienable rights. . . .” The Secretary inter-
preted this introduction as indicating that
the Founding Fathers based their belief
in human rights and the dignity of man
on the Judeo-Christian tradition.

The Secretary reiterated opinions he
explained in a speech before the Knights
of Columbus earlier this year. “We are
not a Protestant, nor a Catholic, nor a
Jewish nation,” he told the Catholic
group. “But we are, as Justice Douglas
said, ‘a religious people...” When we
have disdain for our religious tradition,

Continued, page 3
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NJC URGES END TO
QUOTAS

The President will soon consider sev-
eral proposals to revise Executive Order
11246 which sets hiring obligations for
federal contractors. The revisions, pro-
posed by Attorney General Edwin Meese,
would eliminate the requirement that fed-
eral contractors use quotas and other
discriminatory hiring practices to achieve

labor market. The use of voluntary goals
and timetables would remain permissible,
so long as they do not discriminate.
American presidents have historically
used unilateral declarations to put the
federal government in the forefront of
the fight against discrimination. In 1968,
the Labor Department issued regulations
implementing President Johnson’s order
calling for “affirmative action” by federal
contractors in recruiting and hiring.

the “numbers” of their employees in spe-
cial categories, such as “Black” and “His-
panic,” and encouraged the employment
of individuals from these groups.

By 1970, the regulation required em-
ployers to submit in writing detailed
plans of action aimed at meeting recruit-
ment and hiring goals, and in 1971, the
guidelines began using statistical means
to judge whether an employer was guilty
of discrimination. Finally, through further
adicial . o
numbers became the standard for hiring
minorities, even where discrimination
was absent. Over time, a de facto system
of quotas was created, changing an effort
to secure equality of opportunity to one
that sought to guarantee equality of

results.

Richard Fox, chairman of the Na-
tional Jewish Coalition, has written the
President urging that he adopt the revi-
sions which would return the executive
order to its original intent: insuring
equality of opportunity for all individuals

and equality of treatment under the laws

regardless of gender or minority status.
The N.J.C. is a founding member of

the Coalition Against Quotas. Morris

Abram, Vice-Chairman of the U.S. Civil

President.

In the House, a bi-partisan letter to
the President dealing with Soviet Jewry
was sponsored by Reps. H. James Sax-

ton (R-N.J.), Dean Gallo (R-N.].), Peter
Kostmayer (D-Pa.) and Hamilton Fish
(R-N.Y.). The letter alerted Mr. Reagan
to the Soviets’ campaign of disinforma-
tion about Soviet Jewry, and urged him
to make the matter a top priority at the
summit.

statistical parity with the surrounding KRights Commission, Richard Lesher of

the Chamber of Commerce, Nathan
Perlmutter of the Anti-Defamation
League and Walter Berns of the Ameri-
can Enterprise Institute, are among the
many business, ethnic, and professional
leaders whose organizations are involved
in the CAQ’s efforts.

RAISING SOVIET

These regulations asked contractors for JE WRY 'N GENE VA

Before his departure for Geneva, Pres-
ident Reagan was urged by members of
Congress to press Mikhail Gorbachev to
increase Jewish emigration. Legislators
active on behalf of Soviet Jews, such as
Sen. Alfonse D’Amato (R-N.Y.), are con-
cerned over the intensification of anti-
Semitic persecution since Mr. Gorbachev
assumed power.

A letter initiated by Sens. Charles

NJC'S WALDMAN, SOLL
IN NEW POSTS

Bruce Soll, former executive director
of the Jewish Coalition of the Republi-
can National Committee and deputy
director of the National Jewish Coali-
tion, has assumed a new appointment as
finance director of the Ronald Reagan
Presidential Foundation. In this capacity,
Mr. Soll, an attorney, will oversee the
funding, design and construction of the
Ronald Reagan Library and Center for
Public Affairs.

Ben Waldman, who was director of
the California Jewish Coalition for
Reagan-Bush in 1980, and executive
director of the Reagan-Bush Jewish Coa-
lition in 1984, recently became Associate
Director of Presidential Personnel at the
White House. Prior to assuming his new
position, Mr. Waldman was a special

R=towa)yrPauta—Hawkims~(R=——"consuttart o the Departméent of Hous-

Fla.), Alan Cranston (D-Calif.) and
Robert Dole (R-Kan.), and co-sponsored
by 85 others, urged Mr. Reagan to do
his utmost to secure freedom for Soviet
Jews. Senate Majority Leader Dole also
discussed the issue privately with the

ing and Urban Development.

Both Mr. Soll and Mr. Waldman will
retain close ties to the Coalition as mem-
bers of the NJC’s board of directors. Mr.
Soll will also continue to serve as the
Coalition’s counsel.

]
Reagan: "Repeal
Zionism Is
Racism’”

Ten years after the 1975 United Na-
tions General Assembly resolution label-
ling Zionism as “a form of racism,” Pres-
ident Reagan called for the resolution’s
repeal.

When the resolution was passed, then-
U.S. ambassador to the United Nations,
Daniel P. Moynihan, said that the United
States “. .. will never abide by [and]
never acquiesce to this infamous act.” In
a message to a conference on lsrael,
Zionism and the U.N., the President
wrote: “Today, 1 am proud to reaffirm
that promise and, further, to pledge my
support to the removal of this blot from
the United Nations record.”

Speaking at the conference, chief
Israeli delegate to the U.N., Benjamin
Netanyahu, noted that the resolution has

provided legitimacy for its supporters’
hostility towards Israel and the Jewish
people. The resolution has served as a
justification for efforts to ostracize Israel
and as a pretext for anti-Semitism around
the world.

The President’s message follows con-
gressional action against the resolution.
Led by Sen. Alfonse D’Amato (R-NY),
Congress unanimously passed a motion
that “formally repudiates [the resolu-
tion] and calls upon the parliaments of
all countries that value freedom and
democracy to do the same.”
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After The

Geneva Summit

In an address to Congress and the
nation after the Geneva summit, Presi-
dent Reagan reported on his meeting
with Mikhail Gorbachev. The leaders, he
said, had discussed U.S. proposals for
nuclear arms reductions, proposals which
Mr. Reagan believes “would make not

just for a world that seemed safer, but

the two sides are now talking, it is possi-
ble that opportunities have been created
to deal with other issues of concern to
the free world, particularly that of Soviet
Jewry.

Holding true to his pre-summit com-
mitment, Mr. Reagan raised in Geneva
the issue of widespread human rights

United States, there are indications that
the administration will not comply unless
the Soviets dramatically increase the
number of Jews allowed to emigrate.

During the talks, the President also
reiterated his administration’s refusal to
countenance Soviet expansionism and
the brutality that accompanies it. Having
sought to make regional conflicts a focal
point of his discussions, the President cri-
ticized Soviet actions in areas from
Afghanistan, to Central America, to
Angola.

The President reaffirmed that the
United States will continue to support
the forces of democracy around the

that really is safer.” On his return, MTr.
Reagan renewed his commitment to pol-
icies designed to achieve a safer world: a
willingness to discuss mutual problems
with the Soviets, coupled with a refusal
to accept any agreement that comprom-
ises Western security interests.
“Preparations for the summit,” the
President told Congress, “Started . ..
five years ago when . . . we began strength-
ening our economy, restoring our na-
tional will and rebuilding our defenses
and alliances.” During this period, the
Reagan administration has pursued poli-
cies whose goals are the preservation of
U.S. and Western security. The Presi-
dent’s recognition that arms control is a
means for ensuring security rather than
an end in itself, and his rededication of
America to its own defense and to the
defense of freedom, have, for the first
time, created an opportunity for serious
superpower talks that can lead to an
arms control agreement that brings

abuses by the Kremlin, discussing at
length the status of Soviet Jews. Mr.
Gorbachev, however, has continued to
deny abusing human rights, claiming
that there are no political prisoners in the
Soviet Union and that “the so-called
problem of Jews in the Soviet Union
does not exist.”

Mr. Gorbachev said
that “the so-called
problem of Jews in
the Soviet Union
does not exist.”
]

Despite the:pessimism evoked by Mr.
Gorbachevs pu(bhc posture, the Presi-

preater, ot esssecurity: ==

By returning home without an accord
on arms control, Mr. Reagan resisted
considerable pressure from the Soviets
and from many in the West to reach a
quick agreement—one that would favor
the Soviets. The President stood firm on
his commitment to the Strategic Defense
Initiative, resisting the temptation to
remove what the Soviets have described
as the “major obstacle” to an arms con-
trol agreement. By displaying the pa-
tience necessary of a statesman, Mr.
Reagan made clear to his Soviet coun-
terpart that the United States will not
bargain away the promise of true secur-
ity in the future for the sake of a mean-
ingless treaty now.

The discussions in Geneva, sharp
though they often may have been, pro-
duced what both sides regard as a fresh
start in East-West relations. And because

dent’s-refusal-to- ignore—the—isswe-Taises———of-Soviet-diplotimey=Thatit-row appears— -

the hope that some progress on the ques-
tion of Soviet Jewish emigration may be
forthcoming. For while the Soviet leader
is eager to achieve an improvement in

world By providing aid {0 anti-com=

munist freedom fighters. He also told the
nation in his November 23rd radio
address that the United States will only
continue to comply with the unsigned
SALT 11 agreement if the Soviets set a
date for their withdrawal from Afghan-
istan.

The full implications of the Geneva
summit will not be known for months or
even years. However, certain trends have
emerged from the meeting, trends that
suggest that Ronald Reagan understands
what is required in dealing with the
Soviets: a strong America, an America
firm in support of its values, an America
no longer willing to accept easy solutions
to complex problems.

“We are not like you Americans,” a
Soviet foreign ministry official was quoted
as saying. “We do not expect everything
to happen tomorrow.” This readiness to
hold out for an agreement that satisfies
national concerns has long been a mark

also to be a mark of American diplo-
macy justifies cautious optimism that
Western interests will be preserved,
whether or not a U.S.-Soviet agreement
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WILL YASIR ARAFAT BE
BROUGHT TO JUSTICE?

A detailed legal brief has been submit-
-ted to the Attorney General, Edwin

Meese, outlining a case for the Justice
Department to indict PLO leader, Yasir
Arafat, on charges of murder. The brief
relates to the 1973 kidnap and murder of
the US ambassador to the Sudan, Cleo
Noel, and the charge d’affaires, George
Moore, by Palestinian terrorists,

Interest in the case was sparked by the
revelation of evidence indicating that Mr.
Arafat personally ordered the terrorists
holding the American diplomats to
murder them. Israeli and US intelligence
sources are said to possess a tape record-
ing of a telephone conversation between
Arafat and the terrorists in which the
order was given. The existence of the
tape has been confirmed privately by the
U.S. ambassador to the United Nations,
Vernon Walters, and by other former
and current senior administration officials.

Although such evidence would provide
firm grounds for prosecution, the deci-
sion on whether to do so has yet to be
made. The decision is being delayed by
wrangling between the State and Justice
Departments over jurisdiction in the case,
and by political ‘questions.

As news of the incriminating tape’s
existence spreads, however, pressure is
mounting for Mr. Arafat to be indicted.
In the Senate, a letter has been written to
the Attorney General by Sefator Wilm
liam Armstrong (R-Colo.), chairman of
the Senate Republican Policy Commit-
tee. The letter urges Mr. Meese to expe-
dite consideration of this matter and, if
Mr. Arafat is indeed implicated, to pur-
sue his indictment forthwith.

EXTRADITION TREATY
PROPOSED

As part of its effort to combat terror-
ism, the Reagan administration has signed
an agreement amending the Anglo-Amer-
ican extradition treaty. The amendment
makes the extradition of suspected ter-
rorists easier by limiting the scope of the
“political exception.” Numerous terrorists
have escaped trial by fleeing to the

United States and claiming that they
could not be extradited because their
offenses were “political” in nature. If the
proposed amendment is ratified by the
Senate, terrorists would no longer be
able to avoid extradition for violent
crimes such as hijacking, hostage-taking
and murder, by claiming that the crimes
were politically inspired.

In testimony before the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee, the State De-
partment’s legal advisor, Abraham Sofaer,

_argued that the extradition of “political”

offenders was permissable between stable
democracies because “ the political sys-
tem [of the country requesting extradi-
tion] is available to redress legitimate
grievances, and the judicial process pro-
vides fair treatment.”

Once the amendment is ratified, the
Anglo-American treaty will form the
basis of similar agreements between the
United States and other nations, includ-
ing Israel. Such a treaty would enhance
Israel’s own efforts to combat the terror-
ist threat she faces from the PLO.

BOYCOTT OF LIBYA
TIGHTENED

President Reagan has issued an execu-
tive order which has tightened a congres-
sionally mandated embargo on oil im-
ports from Libya. The President signed
the order after learning of attempts to

—circumvent the embargo which became
law earlier this year.

The embargo was originally proposed
as part of the effort to combat terrorism,
In May, Representative John Miller (R-
Wash.) offered an amendment banning
U.S. aid, loans and assistance to Libya
and calling for an international civil avia-
tion boycott of both Libya and Iran.
Subsequently Congress passed the Miller
amendment, along with another proposed
by Rep. Benjamin Gilman (R-NY) and
Senator Arlen Specter (R-Pa.). These
required the President to “prohibit any
article grown, produced, extracted or
manufactured 'in Libya from being im-
ported into the United States,” notwith-
standing any other provision of law.

As the embargo took effect, however,
it became clear that the Libyan govern-
ment was taking advantage of a loophole

to export petroleum products to the
United States. Rep. Gilman, concerned
at the violation, wrote alerting the Presi-
dent to the fact that “Libyan oil is being
imported into the United States through
a variety of subterfuges™ in violation of
the embargo.

In response to these concerns, Presi-
dent Reagan signed the executive order
on November 15th. The order states that
“considering that the Libyan government
actively pursues terrorism as an instru-
ment of state policy. .. no petroleum
product refined in Libya ... may be
imported into the United States, its terri-
tories and possessions.”

D’AMATO STRONG
AMONG N.Y.C. JEWS

Recent polling data show New York
senator, Alfonse D’Amato, with high
approval ratings among Jewish voters in
New York City. According to an NBC
News poll, 66% of Jewish voters rated
the New York Republican as doing an
good or excellent job as senator. A
further 17% of those polled believed that
D’Amato was doing a fair job, and only
11% considered his performance poor.
Jewish support for the junior senator
from New York was actually twelve
points higher than that he received from
the population in general.

The strength of D’Amato’s support
among Jews may have influenced the
decisions of other potential candidates
on whether to challenge D’Amato for his
Senate seat next November. Both Eliza-
beth Holtzman, who ran against D’Amato
in 1980, and former congresswoman and
vice-presidential candidate, Geraldine
Ferraro, have announced that they do
not intend to run in 1986. A New York
Post/ABC News poll taken in the late
summer showed D’Amato leading Fer-
raro among registered Jewish voters. A
December poll indicated that Jews sup-
ported him three-to-two statewide.

The increase in Jewish support for
D’Amato from the 8% he received in
1980 reflects the Senator’s efforts on
behalf of the state’s Jews. He has devel-
oped close ties to the Jewish community
and has become a congressional leader in
support of U.S.-Israel relations and
Soviet Jewry.
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“The Media’s War
Against Israel”

A Book Review by Charles Brooks

Since 1948, Israel has been forced to
maintain a state of armed vigilance to
deter and combat the repeated attacks of
her adversaries. The price has been high
in terms of lives and economic costs, but
necessary for survival. A new book, The
Media'’s War Against Israel, (Steimatzky
Publishing, New York/Jerusalem, 1985)
documents the battle-front on which
Israel encounters what is perhaps her
greatest tactical disadvantage.

The Media's War Against Israel, edited
by Peter Goldman, director of Ameri-
cans For A Safe Israel, and Stephen
Karetzky, a specialist in mass communi-
cations, is an indispensable resource for
anyone interested in the Middle East.
The book brings together essays by some
of America’s foremost intellectual writers
which examine media attitudes towards
Israel, In their essays, such writers as
Norman Podhoretz, Rael Jean lsaac,
Edward Alexander, Frank Gervasi, and
David Bar lllan, analyze the lack of
objectivity, use of injudicious sources,
irresponsible reporting, and in some cases,
overt propagandizing practiced by many
of America’s leading news organizations.

The importance of this collection is
not to be underestimated. lsrael is a tiny
country whose vitality and security are
directly affected by each partial and dis-
torted newscast. The book’s contributors
are unanimous in their belief that anti-

Charles Brooks is the NJC'’s Outreach
Director.

Israel media bias has encouraged terror-
ism, exacerbated anti-American senti-
ment abroad, eroded world support for
Israel and has cost Israel millions of dol-
lars in lost tourism and investments.

This book’s uniqueness lies not only in
the illuminating and potent nature of the
essays, but also in their diverse approaches
to the problem. David Bar Illan, a pro-
lific scholar/writer and host of the televi-

sion public affairs program, “International ,

Dateline,” dissects the media’s coverage
of the recent terrorist hijack of TWA
Flight 847. Bar lllan concludes that the
“tragic spectacle of an impotent, bewil-
dered and helpless Ameriea, venting its
frustration and rage on lIsrael instead of
on the terrorists, was largely" brought
about by journalists.” Similarly, author
Rael Jean Isaac’s piece on “Time Against
Israel” outlines the magazine’s “subver-
sion” in standing “facts, words and moral
principles on their heads to achieve
[Time’s] portrait of the Arab-Israel conflict.”

The majority of the essays focus on
the media’s anti-Israel excesses in report-
ing lsrael’s intervention in Lebanon.
Ze'ev Chafets, who served as director of
Israel’s government press office, delivers
a revealing, first-hand, account of how
journalists deliberately distorted coverage
of Israel during the conflict. He docu-
ments numerous cases of PLO intimida-
tion against reporters and cites the failure
of the American press to provide cover-
age of major events or of Arab atrocities
such as the Syrian government’s massa-
cre of 20,000 of its own citizens on one
day in the city of Hama. Frank Gervasi,
of the Center for International Security,
elaborates on many of Chafets’ findings
and suggests that the reader contemplate
the parallels between the media’s manip-
ulation of facts relating to the Lebanon

war, and Orwell’s “Newspeak™ in his
prophetic 1984.

In the spirit of Emile Zolas classic
work, Norman Podhoretz, editor of
Commentary magazine and author of
five books, presents his own version of
“JAccuse.” Podhoretz, as always, pro-
vides a penetrating analysis that will elicit
rage against “journalists” who have built
their careers on foundations of hypocrisy
and denunciations of Israel. He contends
that many of the media’s attacks on
Israel were a cover for a loss of Ameri-
can nerve, acquiescence to terrorism and
appeasement of totalitarianism. He
accuses all those who have joined in the
attacks “not merely of anti-Semitism, but
of the broader sin of faithlessness to the
interests of the United States and indeed
to the values of Western civilization as a
whole.”

1t is difficult to do justice in so short a
review to a book that contains work of
such consistently high caliber. Professor
Edward Alexander’s cogent critique of
NBC News’ bias against Israel could
almost serve as a lawyer’s brief. But per-
haps Peter Goldman and Marvin Maurer
best summed up the views of all the writ-
ers. In their concluding essay, “Lessons
of the Lebanon Campaign,” Goldman
and Maurer write that the media “sought
to undermine the moral legitimacy of the
State of Israel and its democratically
elected leaders while simultaneously ideal-
izing the PLO.”

The Media’s War Against Israel pro-
vides more than essential reading for
friends of lsrael: it provides ammunition
for fighting the battle of words that the
media are likely to wage in the future. At
a time when journalistic prejudice seems
to be increasing, it is imperative that all
misinformation and damaging propaganda
be challenged. This book is an invaluable
weapon for those who wish to do so.

ADC, cont. from page 1

tims of terror perpetrated in the name of
Arab nationalism: now, we must con-
demn similar violence when it is directed
against those whose views differ from
our own.

Beyond the moral argument against
terror lies the practical fact that the
attacks against the ADC weaken the inter-
ests of the Jewish community and streng-
then those of the ADC. Whether or not
Jews were responsible for the attacks, it
is on Jews that suspicion has first fallen.
Under such circumstances, the claim of

Israel and her supporters to favor demo-
cracy loses credibility as the ADC and its
allies point to Jewish violence and in-
tolerance.

In fact, the ADC has already used
these attacks to further its cause. The
organization has long received frequent
and prominent coverage in the media.
But, its leaders are now seeking to capi-
talize on the public sympathy generated
by the attacks to claim that their views
are not heard, and that “Zionist forces”
are at work to deny Arab Americans

their right to liberty and justice.

The Jewish community will continue
to condemn the violence suffered by the
ADC or any others. The community
joins the rest of the nation in urging the
authorities to conduct a thorough inves-
tigation and to prosecute those guilty to
the full extent of the law. But while the
nation is united in an effort to ensure
that such a tragedy is not repeated, it is
regrettable that the Arab-American lead-
ership should cynically seek to turn the
attacks into a propaganda weapon.
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U.S.-Soviet Trade And

Soviet Jewry

“The so-called problem of Jews in the
Soviet Union does not exist.” With these
words, the Soviet leader, Mikhail Gor-
bachev, dismissed the issues of Soviet
anti-Semitism and Jewish emigration.
Speaking during the Geneva summit last
month, Mr. Gorbachev appeared to con-

firm what many had begun to fear: that—trade relatiomns be eased forther:

Soviet Jewry will suffer under his rule as
they did under his predecessors.

With the Kremlin hiding behind the
pretense that U.S. concern for Soviet
Jewry is unfounded, the Reagan admin-
istration faces a problem. Although the
commitment of the President and his
aides to securing freedom for Soviet
Jews is indisputable, the question of
whether the United States will pursue a
policy that can achieve that goal remains
in doubt.

To overcome the Soviet pretense that
Soviet Jews are happy and content, and
achieve increased emigration, the United
States must make such an increase a
condition for concessions in areas in
which the Soviets have particular inter-
est. The area in which the Soviets are
most eager to see improvement, and
which therefore 1s most likely to yield
dividends in terms of emigration, is that
of bilateral trade.

— As he seeks to bring growth to the
abysmal Soviet economy, Mr. Gorbachev
has made modernization a priority. In
order to modernize, however, he needs

~extensive non-agricultural trade with the
United States. Although the President
refuses to relax restrictions on trade in
high-tech, strategic items, he is under
pressure to improve trade in other areas.

Congress has long recognized the value
of linking U.S.-Soviet trade to human
rights issues. In December, 1974, it passed
the Jackson-Vanik amendment, tying
trade benefits to the Soviets to the Krem-
lin’s emigration policy in an effort to per-
suade the Soviet Union to allow greater
emigration.

But in recent months, the lessons of
Jackson-Vanik have been neglected. As
tension between the superpowers eased
prior to the summit, so did trade rela-

tions, and during 1985, the Soviet Union
has doubled its orders of American-made
machinery and equipment. Despite receiv-
ing nothing in return for this improve-
ment—only 345 Soviet Jews have been
allowed to leave during the past three
months—some propose that U.S.-Soviet

In fact, Commerce Secretary, Malcolm
Baldrige, recently joined U.S. business
leaders at a conference in Moscow which
examined ways to improve the trade cli-
mate. While in the Soviet capital, Mr.
Baldrige spent three hours discussing the
issue of trade with Mr. Gorbachev and
also met separately with the Soviet trade
minister. At a press conference afterwards,
he expressed satisfaction with the talks,
saying that he hoped that commerce be-
tween the two countries would soon
improve. Despite being pressed on the
subject of human rights, the Secretary
declined to discuss the fact that there has
been little emigration in recent years to
justify the increase in trade he supports.

Those who advocate this approach,
though, claim that if the United States
demonstrates goodwill towards the Sovi-
ets, they will respond by allowing more
Jews to leave. To support this position,
advocates point to Soviet indications of a
willingness to comply with this arrange-
ment.

The Kremlin, however, has frequently
shown itself to be adept at hinting at
flexibility only to maintain its inflexible

position. When Secretary of State, George
P. Shultz, travelled to Moscow to pre-
pare for the summit earlier this year, for
example, reports circulated that a sharp
increase in Soviet Jewish emigration was
imminent. Some two hundred Jews who
had applied for permission to emigrate
were called into government emigration
offices, suggesting that they would soon
be allowed to leave. The anticipated
surge in emigration, however, failed to
materialize. Yet by successful manipula-
tion, the Soviets succeeded in temporar-
ily defusing a contentious issue at a sensi-
tive time.

The notion of-giving the Soviets the
trade they seek without a guarantee of
greater emigration appears dubious. Only
by adhering to the linkage laid down by
Jackson-Vanik can the United States
force the Kremlin to release more Jews.
In short, this means that no improve-
ments in bilateral trade should be allowed
unless and until the Soviets have estab-
lished a record of allowing Soviet Jews
to emigrate.

In July of this year, Joseph Mendele-
vich, a former prisoner of conscience
who now chairs the Soviet Jewry Educa-
tion and Information Center in Jerusa-
lem, appealed for support for such a pol-
icy. Speaking for all Soviet Jews, he
wrote: “Any attempt at renewal of trade . . .
with the Soviets, any attempt to cancel
the Jackson-Vanik amendment under
present circumstances, would be viewed
by us as a betrayal of our struggle.”

Trade is the most potent weapon avail-
able to the President as he seeks to free
Soviet Jews. For their sake, let us hope
that the Commerce Department and
others in the administration choose to
use it wisely.
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BUSH CONDEMNS

TERRORISM,
ANTI-SEMITISM

On December 15, Vice President
George Bush addressed Yeshiva Univer-
sity’s Hanukkah Convocation. Primary
among the topics he discussed were ter-
rorism and anti-Semitism, and the threat
they_pose to the values of Judaism and
western civilization.

Terrorism, Mr. Bush suggested, can-
not be excused by saying that “one man’s
terrorist is another man’s freedom fight-
er.” He said that terrorism perpetrated
against innocent civilians is an evil which
threatens to undermine the values and
traditions of our civilization. “We must
be clear about this—the goal of the ter-
rorism we see in the world today is to

undermine western democratic society.”

He indicated that to understand this, one
has only to recognize the states which
sponsor terrorist attacks—Iran, Libya,
Syria, Nicaragua, North Korea, South
Yemen, Cuba and the Soviet Union.
These, and any other governments or
organizations that embrace terrorism, he
stated, should be treated as outcasts.

First among these, he asserted, is the
PLO. With an appalling record of spon-
soring terrorist attacks against innocent
civilians, PLO leaders now want to be
included in peace_negotiations. But he
reaffirmed that the administration will
neither recognize nor negotiate with the
PLO until that organization “explicitly
accepts Security Council Resolutions 242
and 338, renounces what it calls ‘armed
struggle’ and recognizes Israels right to

_exist.”

According to Mr. Bush, anti-Semitism
represents a serious challenge to civilized
values. In this regard, the Soviet Union
has been a prime offender—both in its
treatment of Soviet Jewry and in its
attempts to spread “obscene invective” in
such bodies as the United Nations.

Just as American values require us to
fight against racism, Mr. Bush argued, so
too they require us to support the forces
of freedom and democracy worldwide.
Thus, “Israel—because of our shared
values—is our foremost strategic friend
in the Middle East.” Understanding that
only a strong, viable Israel can protect

these shared values, the Vice President
asserted that the administration is “com-
mitted to maintaining Israel’s qualitative
edge in armaments over any possible
combination of adversaries.”

Summing up his speech, Vice Presi-
dent Bush pointed out the right—indeed
the duty—of Jews and others to advo-
cate the causes and values that they hold
most important. “I've heard criticism of
the American Jewish community for its
vocal support of Israel and of other
issues its members believe in. I don’t go
along with that. I, for one, am deeply
disturbed when . . . someone takes the
allegedly traitorous conduct of a single
individual—such as Jonathan Pollard,
the man accused of [spying for Israel}—
and tries to make generalizations about
‘divided loyalties.”” These innuendos are
little different from overt anti-Semitism,
he said. “Let no one tell you that the
causes you advocate represent ‘special
interest politics.’ Citizen advocacy streng-
thens our country. It gives America vital-
ity. It’s part of why America is so great.”

ISRAEL EXPANDS
DIPLOMATIC TIES

Sources in Washington report that
Togo and Gabon may be the next Afri-
can states to recognize Israel. This infor-
mation comes at a time when a number
of countries in_Africa, Europe and Cen-
tral America are moving to establish,
upgrade or re-establish relations with
Israel.

Last month the president of lIvory
Coast, Houphouet-Boigny, issued a joint
declaration with Israel’s prime minister,
Shimon Peres, pledging to renew rela-
tions between the two countries. Accord-
ing to the Israeli Embassy in Washing-
ton, details and appointments are ex-
pected to be worked out very soon.

The. Ivory Coast was one of several
African states that succumbed to Arab
pressure and broke diplomatic relations with
Israel in 1973 and 1974. In 1982, Zaire
was the first of these to re-establish ties,
followed shortly after by Liberia.

On January 16, it was announced that
Spain would become the 79th nation to
maintain full diplomatic relations with
Israel. At a meeting with Arab envoys in
Madrid, Spanish Foreign Minister

Ordonez gave notice of his government’s
plans to recognize Israel, saying that the
two nations would exchange ambassa-
dors within six months. Prior to this
announcement, Spain, which has tradi-
tionally maintained a policy of friendship
with the Arab world, was the sole mem-
ber of the western bloc to shun Israel.

In Central America, El Salvador, which’
had no resident ambassador in Israel last
year, recently appointed Enrike Gutfreund
to reopen and move San Salvador’s em-
bassy from Tel Aviv.to Jerusalem. Neigh-
boring Honduras has announced that it
will open an embassy in Tel Aviv. The
new Honduran ambassador is expected
in Israel sometime in February. The
Israeli government, which has had diplo-
matic relations with Honduras for some
time, plans to open an embassy in Tegu-
cigalpa as soon as possible.

GRASSLEY OPPOSES
RACISM IN FARM BELT

Senator Charles E. Grassley (R-lowa)
has condemned the rising tide of racism
and anti-Semitism in the nation’s farm
belt. In a statement submitted to the
Congressional Record in December, Sen-
ator Grassley warned that racist groups
have been exploiting the depression
among rural communities and farm fam-
ilies to stir up hatred. .

The Senator cited examples of this
racism. Neo-Nazi groups have charged
that the farm economy is hurting because
of an international Jewish conspiracy or
because blacks and Jews are importing
America’s former enemies—the Japanese,
Chinese and Vietnamese.

lIowa’s farm economy, Grassley ex-
plains, is in a great state of turmoil, and
as a result, people who are desperate have
begun to believe this kind of vindictive
rhetoric. Bigotry and hatred, he said, will
poison life in rural America, stealing
hopes of recovery. Recovery can be
achieved, he believes, only if the real
causes of the farmer’s problems are rec-
ognized and remedied.

We must take every opportunity to
improve our economy, he said. “Recov-
ery is possible if we all work together...
Let’s not let unfounded conspiracy theor-
ies and hatred take that hope away from
us.”
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Shcharansky Release:

A Perspective

On February 11, Anatoly Shcharansky,
human rights activist and campaigner for
Soviet Jewish emigration, walked across
the Glienicke bridge to freedom after
eight years of detention in the Soviet
Gulag. Shcharansky’s release was the high
point of a carefully orchestrated East-
West exchange that has been hailed as
one of the most concrete and dramatic
results of the November Reagan-Gorba-
chev summit meeting.

Although there has been conjecture as
to precisely how the release came about,
it is clear that the personal commitment
and determination of both President
Reagan and Secretary of State George
Shultz were instrumental in the process.
From the summit meeting in Geneva to
lower level discussions, Shcharansky’s
case was raised at every opportunity by
administration officials.

Political analysts agree that it was the
Reagan administration’s strong posture
at Geneva, its commitment to a strong
defense and unflagging determination to
pursue development of the Strategic De-
fense Initiative, which persuaded the
Soviets to come to the negotiating table.
The decision to release Shcharansky in
the wake of the summit was made in the
hope that such a gesture would soften
the American position on bilateral issues
such as trade and arms control.

Some, however, have adopted the
Soviet interpretation of the events lead-
ing up to the release: that it was the
warming of relations at Geneva which
created a “climate” in which the swap
could occur. According to this view, Jew-
ish emigration from the Soviet Union is
linked to America’s pliability on issues of
concern to the Soviets. But what brought
the Soviets to the table in the first place,

and what, in the weeks following, per-
suaded them to release Shcharansky, was,
in fact a tough U.S. stance and consist-
ent public pressure.

Harvard law professor Alan Dersho-
witz, Mr. Shcharansky’s U.S. attorney,
maintains that his client’s release was the
product of an “eclectic diplomacy™—years
filled with contacts and pressures from
various quarters. Certainly, the efforts of
Shcharansky’s wife Avital and of the tire-
less Soviet Jewry activists were impor-
tant. The letters, rallies and petitions
provided constant pressure on Congress
and on successive administrations to
work for Shcharansky’s freedom.

This public and diplomatic effort also

had its impact on the Soviet Union. The
relentless pressure from the West may
have made a nuisance of Shcharansky,
making his continued detention more
costly to the Soviet image than his re-
lease.

It has also been suggested that the
decision to allow Shcharansky to emi-
grate is part of the Soviet campaign to
crush whatever remains of the refusenik
movement in Russia. Ya'acov Gorodet-
sky, former leader of the Jewish cultural
movement in Leningrad, announced that
the Gorbachev regime was interested in
releasing key Zionist dissidents in order
to further weaken the movement by de-
priving it of leadership. Gorodetsky and
Rabbi Eliahu Essas, another Jewish
leader, were released just before Shcha-.
ransky, in early February.

Soviet policies of repression have lar-

Continued, page 4

T T T T
From AWACS to

Jordan Arms

The Reagan administration’s recent
decision to postpone the sale of $1.1
billion-worth of arms to Jordan repre-
sents a singular victory for the Jewish
community. It is a victory which con-
trasts sharply with the defeat suffered by
the pro-Israel community in 1981 when it
failed to prevent the sale of AWACS
(Airborne Warning and Control System)
surveillance aircraft to Saudi Arabia.

The Jewish community failed in 1981
largely because it had neglected to de-
velop working relationships with those
outside the Democratic Party. In a Re-
publican-controlled senate, GOP support
was essential to block the sale. But with-

out significant ties to the Jewish com-
munity, and under strong pressure from
the administration, 41 of 53 Republican
senators voted to providle AWACS to
Saudi Arabia.

The AWACS defeat marked a turning
point. Having failed to prevent a sale
that threatened to undermine Israel’s
security, the Jewish community was com-
pelled to re-think its political strategy. In
doing so, the community came to recog-
nize that in order to ensure the preserva-
tion of Israel’s security, it had to foster
broad bi-partisan support for Israel.

The decision to take a new approach

Continued, page 4
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Jordan Arms

continued from page 1
was strengthened by the growing realiza-
tion that, with some encouragement, Re-
publicans could become staunch allies.
President Reagan’s strong support, in
particular, has encouraged the Jewish
community to build closer ties with Re-
publicans, based on mutual interest. The
community has come to understand that
the Republican Party’s internationalist
view of foreign policy, which favors sup-
port for America’s democratic friends
around the world, accommodates, quite
naturally, strong support of Israel.

Under the Reagan administration,
U.S.-Israel relations have never been bet-
ter. The President and Republicans on
Capitol Hill maintain that American pas-
sivity in foreign affairs encouraged Soviet
expansionism and have seized foreign aid
as an invaluable tool for combatting the
Soviet threat. Thus, aid to Israel has
increased from under $2 billion to over
$4 billion, and has been converted from
a combination of grants and loans to all
grants. In addition, the strategic relation-
ship between the two countries has been
strengthened and a U.S.-Israel free trade
area established.

With the emergence of groups such as
the National Jewish Coalition which have
been building strong relations with the

GOP, Republicans are now playing a
leading role in supporting Israel. This
development has been reinforced by the
growing number of pro-Israel political
action committees (PACs). These groups
have recognized the importance of gen-
erating support among candidates across
the country, not only those in areas with
large Jewish populations. Thus, they have
built ties with Republicans from all parts
of the country, helping to encourage.their
support for Israel. As these relationships
have grown, so have PAC contributions
to Republicans, further reinforcing good
relations. According to a Washington
Post survey, the ten largest of these
PAC:s gave a total of $167,150 to Repub-
licans as opposed to $139,450 to Demo-
crats in the first six months of 1985.

The fact that Congress recently over-
whelmingly rejected administration efforts
to push through the Jordan arms pack-
age, attests to the success of the Jewish
community’s efforts to recruit Republi-
can support. Last October, Congress
passed a joint resolution which called for
the Jordan arms sale to be delayed until
March 1 unless there was a major break-
through in the peace process. The resolu-
tion passed on a voice vote in the House
and by 97-1 in the Senate. In the Senate,
28 Republicans co-sponsored the resolu-
tion, including Jesse Helms (R-NC), Steve

Symms (R-ID), Gordon Humphrey (R-
NH), Thad Cochran (R-Miss.), Don
Nickles (R-OK), Charles Grassley (R-
Iowa), Mack Mattingly (R-Ga.) and
Frank Murkowski (R-AK)—senators
who, on most matters, form a solid bloc
of support for the administration.

The overwhelming coalition that the
Jewish community built in opposition to
the sale forced the White House to halt
its efforts to push the arms package until
Hussein took real steps to enter negotia-
tions with Israel. Under the joint resolu-
tion, the administration would have been
free to proceed with the sale after March
1. But in the face of solid bipartisan con-
gressional opposition, the White House

reached an agreement on January 30;

promising not to go ahead with the sale
if Congress would not put forward reso-
lutions to block it.

Clearly, the recent victory testifies to a
greater political sophistication on the part
of the Jewish community. The lesson
learned by the pro-Israel community since
1981—that it is crucially important for
Jews to have a bipartisan influence on
American politics—has been vindicated
by the clear victory on Jordan arms. In
the end, only by building relationships
with Republicans as well as Democrats
can Jews guarantee that their concerns
are a factor in America’s decision-making.

Shcharansky

continued from p. 1

gely silenced open protest in Russia. Lit-
tle remains of the wide-spread movement
for human rights and religious freedom
that was prevalent during the 1970s.
Criminal trials, exile and harassment have
driven underground whatever activity has
not yet been extinguished.

In the final analysis, it is Moscow’s
perception of Soviet interests which deter-
mines who, as well as how many, shall
be allowed to emigrate. And it was such
a calculated consideration of Soviet in-
terests which prompted the decision to
free Shcharansky. 1t is clear, however,
that the Soviet Union is trying to replay
its old message: “Look how nice we can
be if you behave nicely toward us.” And
that old message is just as false as ever.

While presenting a moment of triumph,
it is clear that Shcharansky’s release does
not signal a general relaxation of Soviet
policy toward dissent and Jewish emigra-
tion. Just six days after Shcharansky was
freed, seven young Jews were arrested in

Leningrad and subjected to harassment
and bullying for holding an informal
Jewish gathering. Leningrad activists re-
port that the raid was part of a general
process of increased pressure on religious
groups. o

Letters written by Andrei Sakharov and
smuggled out of Russia to the West pro-
vide fresh evidence of Soviet repression.
Not unexpectedly, descriptions of the
torture he and his wife Yelena Bonner
experienced while isolated in the closed
city of Gorky contrast sharply with offi-
cial Soviet pronouncements that the two
have been living in “normal conditions.”

While Soviet officials claim that all
Jews who want to quit the Soviet Union
have done so, American Jewish activists
report that 400,000 of some two million
Jews living in the Soviet Union have
applied to get permission to leave but
have been refused.

Clearly, Shcharansky’s release repre-
sents only a very small gesture on the
part of the Soviets who would have us
believe that they have reformed. Thus,
while Jews everywhere celebrate Shcha-

ransky’s repatriation to Israel and his vic-
tory over repression, the Jewish com-
munity must not ease its efforts to secure
the release of all those who wish to gain
freedom. As the struggle is resumed, it
should_be remembered that the crucial ____
factor in convincing the Soviets to release
Shcharansky was American strength.
Only by maintaining this strength and
continuing to communicate our resolve
can more substantial victories be won in
the future.
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U.S. Foreign Policy
and American Jewry

During the 1970s, America watched
with growing concern as the Soviet Union
expanded its global influence unchal-
lenged by the United States. The Ameri-
can people responded by calling for
America to resume its leadership of the
free world. American Jewry, however,
continued to advocate policies that en-
courage Soviet expansion and today
threaten the security and welfare of the
" State of Israel.

The evidence supporting a reassessment
of American foreign policy was over-
whelming. In Laos, Cambodia and Viet-
nam, Ethiopia, Mozambique and Angola,
forces backed by the Kremlin seized
power, placing their nations firmly in the
Soviet orbit. In Nicaragua, the Marxist
Sandinistas began the process of creating
a Soviet-style dictatorship in Central
America. In Poland, the independent
trade union, Solidarity, was suppressed,
and in Afghanistan a massive Soviet
force established a brutal occupation.

Meanwhile, the Kremlin was stifling
dissent at home. Even as the Helsinki
Accords on human rights were signed,
the Kremlin continued its policies of re-
pression. Shortly after, the independent
group set up to monitor Soviet com-
pliance with the Accords was mercilessly
crushed, its leaders arrested and im-
prisoned.

Throughout, America remained weak
and impotent. Proponents of neo-isola-
tionism believed that the United States
was largely responsible for many of the
world’s conflicts. Under President Carter,
this view became enshrined in govern-
ment policy: as the Soviet empire en-
gulfed nation after nation, the United
States sat back and watched.

The weakness demonstrated by the
Carter administration in the face of
Soviet expansion led revolutionary Iran
to believe that it, too, could challenge
U.S. power with impunity. This resulted
in the Iranian hostage crisis and 444 days
of American anguish and humiliation.

The election of Ronald Reagan in 1980
was a response to the impotence that had
left America bereft of credibility in the
eyes of the world. Americans overwhelm-

ingly rejected neo-isolationism, and sup-
ported President Reagan’s defense build-
up and the U.S. intervention in Grenada.
America understood how U.S. weakness
had provoked Soviet aggression.
Americans came to recognize that the
Soviet Union is a totalitarian state which
vigorously pursues policies of repression
at home and expansion abroad. These
policies, it became clear, pose a threat,

Jews must
recognize that
support for Israel
can no longer be
limited to pushing
for foreign aid.
]

not only to its own citizens, but to the
entire world. The American people came
to believe that only through policies that
promote democracy, support U.S. allies
and defend U.S. interests can Soviet

= fdemgns be thwarted.

Jews, too, have become increasingly
aware of the aggressive nature the Soviet
Union as the Kremlin has relentlessly

persecuted Soviet Jewry and aided radi-

cal Arab nations in their conflict with
Israel. But unlike the American people at

large, most Jews have failed to draw the
conclusion that follows from this aware-
ness: that the motivations behind the
Soviet threat to Jewish interests are the
same as those behind Soviet expansion-
ism and repression around the globe.

Led by the Jewish establishment,
American Jewry has resisted the policies
that would strengthen U.S. interests in
the face of Soviet expansion. Enthralled
by the liberal movement which they
helped nurture, many Jews continue—
unquestioningly—to support the liberal
neo-isolationism which advocates Ameri-
—ca’s abdication. of her responsibilities as
leader of the free world. Were they to
examine the implications of such an ab-
dication, many would understand that
such neo-isolationism endangers the in-
terest the Jewish community has in keep-
ing Israel secure,

Unless the United States is willing to
project its power in defense of its allies
and its global interests, Israel’s security
would be jeopardized. If the Soviets per-
ceive a United States unwilling to protect
its interests in Nicaragua—in America’s
own back yard-—why would they believe
that the United States would come to the
aid of an Israel faced with a concerted,
Soviet-backed Arab attack?

American Jews must recognize that
their support for Israel can no longer be
limited to pushing for foreign aid and
opposing arms sales to Arab countries.
For unless the United States demonstrates
its willingness to defend its allies world-
wide, Israel will be vulnerable. For the
sake of Israel and of America, Jews must
work to create and maintain a climate in
which America’s commitment to freedom
is both strong and credible.
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Joshua Muravchik’s

“The Uncertain Crusade”

A Book Review by David Cahn

The translation of concern for human
rights into a coherent and effective for-
eign policy is a complex and difficult
endeavor. The problems encountered by
the adminjstration of Jimmy Carter in
developing and implementing such a pol-
icy are explored in The Uncertain Cru-
sade (Hamilton Press, New York, 1986),
a first book by Joshua Muravchik. Mur-
avchik, a former aide to the late Senator
Henry M. (Scoop) Jackson (D-Wash.)
and Senator Daniel P. Moynihan, is pres-
ently a senior fellow at the Washington
Center for Near East Policy.

The Carter human rights policy, Mur-
avchik writes, originally emerged as a
compromise between the Scoop Jackson
and George McGovern factions of the
Democratic Party. The Jackson Demo-
crats focused on the large scale abuses of
totalitarian communist regimes, while the
McGovernites were more concerned with
the repression of opponents by rightist
dictatorships. The two factions found
common ground by agreeing that Car-
ter’s human rights policy would seek to
combat abuses in both leftist and rightist
countries with equal vigor.

Although in the first days of the Carter
presidency, the State Department spoke
out strongly against Soviet violations of
human rights, within a month, these
statements ceased. Faced with Kremlin
protests which threatened to jeopardize
the arms control agreement so desired by
Carter, U.S. criticism of Soviet human
rights abuse was muted for three years
until the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan.

This U.S. response to Soviet protesta-
tions reflected the administration’s will-
ingness to overlook human rights abuses
in those East-bloc and Third World coun-
tries with which Carter hoped to culti-
vate better relations. In order to avoid
the tension and embarrassment that would
result from U.S. protests against human
rights violations in these countries, the
administration preferred to ignore, or at
least to down-play, the abuses. Thus,
instead of focusing on the systematic and
pervasive denial of human rights in the
Eastern Bloc, the Carter policy concen-

trated on specific cases of abuse, usually
by rightist dictatorships in weak coun-
tries which were friendly towards the
United States.

Muravchik points out, however, that
no effective human rights policy can ig-

Overall, the Carter
policy must be

judged a failure.
]

nore the connection between a nation’s
political system and its attitude towards
human rights. Democracy is rooted in
individual rights and self-government.
Dictatorships, on the other hand, may
deny these rights, and totalitarian dicta-
torships, such as those in the communist

world, take this abuse to an ideological
extreme in which the individual exists

only to serve the state.

This inconsistency in the Carter policy
was defended on grounds that U.S. ex-
pectations and interests differed from
country to country and that U.S. influ-
ence with rightist dictatorships, such as
Guatemala and Uruguay, was greater
than those of the left, such as Romania
and Hungary. The result, however, was
that U.S. human rights policy was least
rigorous in precisely those countries—
especially those ruled by radical-left re-
gimes—where rights are most severely
abused.

But even in rightist-ruled countries
where the Carter administration did seek
to improve human rights, its policies
achieved only limited success. The ad-
ministration used foreign aid sanctions
against violators including Pinochet’s
Chile and Bokassas Central African
Empire in an effort to reduce abuses.
This was ineffective and often counter-
productive. All such punitive measures
accomplished was to distance the Carter
administration from the regimes it consid-
ered oppressive, thereby reducing any in-
fluence the United States might have had
in convincing them to moderate their
policies.

‘Nevertheless, Muravchik does credit

Continued, page 4

Exercise in
Accountability

(The following article appeared in the
‘Wall Street Journal’ on March 11, 1986).

The Reagan administration has thrown
down the gauntlet to House Democrats:
Either aid the contras in Nicaragua or
take the heat for what happens in Cen-
tral America. Faced with accepting re-
sponsibility, the House Democrats and
the liberal community generally are whin-
ing about “McCarthyism.”

The Democrats have nothing to fear,
of course, if they’re right that there is no
harm in allowing the consolidation of a
communist government in Nicaragua.
They can go ahead and defeat contra aid
in the March 19 vote, and nothing bad
will happen. Indeed, if the Sandinistas
turned to literacy campaigns, left their
neighbors alone and negotiated a settle-

ment with the Contadora group, the
Democrats could claim much credit. They
could go to the voters saying they blocked
a reckless adventure; why are they so
affronted at being given this opportunity?
They are affronted, of course, because
they know their policy is wrong. Despite
the words he feels he needs to mouth,
Rep. Richard Gephardt is not such a
fool as to believe the Sandinistas are
respecters of a free press and private
property. When Sen. Jim Sasser com-
plains that the contras “are not an effec~
tive military force,” he understands full
well that this is because Congress cut off
military aid when the contras were mak-
ing rapid progress in 1984, and because
the Soviets have been stuffing the Sandi-
nistas with tanks and attack helicopters.
Speaker Tip O’Neill does not for a min-
ute believe that “smart diplomacy” could
make Nicaragua turn out like the Philip-

pines.
The Democrats understand that if the
Continued, page 4
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Accountability, cont'd

Sandinistas remain in power, they will
grow increasingly totalitarian and increas-
ingly a threat to their neighbors. The
Democrats understand that there will be
no negotiated settlement, that Central
America will remain in turmoil. They
understand that. with the contras fading
from lack of supplies, this vote will give
the Sandinistas a free ride. They smart
when White House aide Pat Buchanan
writes that in the contra vote they are
either with the president or with the
communists. Their complaint is that Mr.
Buchanan’s division is wrong; their real
fear is that it is right.

How many more elections do the
Democrats want to lose, after all, by
running on a platform of American weak-
ness? A glance at the op-ed page of the
Washington Post shows that Mr. Buch-
anan’s rhetorical onslaught succeeded in
no less than resurrecting George
McGovern himself as the spokesman for
the Democratic position. Jimmy Carter,
Walter Mondale and the San Francisco
convention cannot be far behind. If Nica-
ragua does keep Central America in tur-
moil, a generation of Republicans will be
able to point to March 19 as the day the
Democrats gave it away.

This predicament has the Democrats

writhing. They recognize that whatever
the polls say about the contras, on na-
tional-security issues their party is fun-
damentally out of step with the electo-
rate. (Indeed, they probably would have
no chance of defeating contra aid if their
House majority were not swelled by ger-
rymandering.) They can no longer sup-
port the Sandinistas; the last time they
did, Danny Ortega slapped then in the
face with his Moscow junket. They can
no longer rail against American imperial-
ism; they have just applauded a great
imperial venture in the Philippines. So
they are reduced to arguments about
good manners. They assert that they are
being ill-treated. They protest that to
point out the likely outcome of their pol-
icies is to question their patriotism.

And, of course, they importune the
administration to compromise—which is
to say, let the Democrats have the policy
and the administration have the blame.
Vote some aid, but on the condition the
contras be starved another six months.
Giving the contras just enough aid to
stumble on with no prospect of success is
cynical, but it is also a brilliant solution
to the Democrats’ political predicament.
They can say that it was the administra-
tion’s policy that failed. This ploy has in
fact worked repeatedly in the past, but so
far talk of the administration compro-

mising seems to be mostly the Demo-
crats grasping at straws.

What is different this time is precisely
that Mr. Reagan has decided not to fuzz
the issue but to sharpen it, not to com-
promise but to insist on an up-or-down
division. The vote-counters say he faces
an uphill battle, and it is no surprise that
he should lose in the House’s packed
committees. From outside the Beltway
the impressive thing is that he won even
one. House Armed Services Chairman
Les Aspin pushed the aid through in a
thirty-second voice vote, not even letting
Rep. Pat Schroeder speechify. It is a sign
that some Democrats learn from painful
experience.

The president has warned House
Democrats that if they grab the reins
“history will hold them accountable.” It
will be fascinating to watch the House
Democrats come March 19; sometimes
making the opposition responsible pro-
duces a responsible opposition.

Reprinted by permission of the ‘Wall Street Jour-
nal, © Dow Jones & Company, Inc., 1986. Al
Rights Reserved.

Editor’s Note: On March 20, House
Democrats voted against the President’s
aid request by 206 to 46 and on March
27, Democratic Senators opposed it by
361011

Muravchik, cont'd.

the Carter policy with “some small over-
all beneficial impact” on human rights
around the world. In Indonesia, for ex-
ample, the Carter policy helped ensure
that democratic elections were held des-
pite the Jakarta government’s desire to
cancel them. Moreover, in Argentina,
Muravchik writes, “pressures brought by
the Carter administration helped bring
about an end to ‘disappearances’.”

But overall, the Carter policy must be
judged a failure. While the administra-
tion did achieve certain limited benefits
raising the level of respect for human
rights in some countries, it “achieved lit-
tle in the realm of its indirect goals—
restoring American pride, winning the
admiration of the Third World, captur-
ing the ideological initiative...” Murav-
chik also reminds the reader that any
benefits that were achieved also brought
with them losses, such as those in Nica-
ragua and Iran. )

Muravchik offers a solution to the
dilemmas involved in the development

and implementation of a coherent and
effective human rights policy. Such a pol-
icy, he says, is essential to combatting
communism which today is the greatest
enemy of human rights. But “to resist
communism effectively, the United States
must oppose it both in the realm of arms
and in the realm of ideas.”

To ignore the former, he says, would
be calamitous. To do so would strength-
en the enemies of democracy and human
rights until only in America would these
values survive intact. In pursuing the lat-
ter, though, consistency is essential, con-
sistency tempered with common sense
concerning how extensively a country’s
human rights situation can in fact be
improved over a limited period. How-
ever, Muravchik writes, “U.S. human
rights policy should give high priority to
providing moral support to persecuted
democrats and dissidents wherever they
are found,” be they in the Soviet Union,
mainland China, Saudi Arabia, the Phil-
ippines or South Korea.

In The Uncertain Crusade, Joshua

Muravchik has made a valuable contri-
bution to an understanding of the U.S.
role in human rights during the Carter
administration. More importantly, he has
given us much to think about for the
future improvement of the dignity of
man.

David L. Cahn is a public policy consul-
tant with extensive experience in gov-
ernment and foreign affairs.
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The Kirkpatrick
Doctrine Revisited

In recent weeks, the world has wit-
nessed the fall of two dictators who, a
year ago, had seemed firmly in control of
their respective countries. The changes of
government came quickly to the Philip-
pines and Haiti as the peoples of those
nations demanded an end to the corrup-
tion and repression under which they
had lived. In place of the dictatorships of
Ferdinand Marcos and Jean-Claude
“Baby Doc” Duvalier, there is new hope
for greater freedom.

The Reagan administration has been
justifiably praised by politicians of both
parties for its role in facilitating the non-
violent transitions of power in Haiti and
the Philippines. In these two countries,
the will of man to be free has overcome
adversity, achieving victories that are also
a triumph for the interests of the United
States.

These events contain an important les-
son about the nature of dictatorship in
today’s world. Authoritarian dictator-
ships, of the kind typified by Marcos and
Duvalier, are often brutal, corrupt and
repressive. They may be governed by
single-party dictators, military juntas or
by ruling dynasties.

While they take differing forms, auth-
oritarian dictatorships share several im-
portant characteristics. Although they are
designed to perpetuate the power of the
ruling elite, they do not seek to promote
a particular ideology. Moreover, while
repression is a feature common to all
such regimes, the degree of repression
varies not only from country to country
but also from one period of time to
another within each country. During peri-
ods of lessened repression, the potential
for popular dissent and for overt opposi-
tion to the regime may be realized. And
this opposition itself has the potential to
cause the regime’s downfall.

The totalitarian dictatorships of com-
munist countries, on the other hand, pos-
sess markedly different characteristics.
The dictatorship seeks to reshape the
state in the image of the communist
party, making the interests of the two
entities indistinguishable from each other.

In order to create a society that con-
forms to strict ideological tenets, totalit-

arian dictatorships must control every
element of that society. Thus, these
regimes exert total control over the polit-
ical system, total control over education
and communications, and total control
over the police and military apparatus.
As a result of the complete control
that communist dictatorships impose on
the societies they rule, internal opposi-
tion is seldom allowed to develop. More-
over, on the rare occasions when limited

The communist
world cannot allow
the development of
political alterna-
tives to its ruling
parties.
]

dissent has developed, it has been ruth-
lessly suppressed. In Hungary and in
Czechoslovakia, Soviet tanks enforced
total loyalty to the state communist party

and to Moscow. In Poland, the imposi-
tion of martial law and the massing of
900,000 Soviet troops on Poland’s bor-
ders ensured that the free trade umnion,
Solidarity, was crushed. Enjoying both
total state control and the protection of
Soviet troops, no communist government
has ever been overthrown from within.

Herein lies the difference between the
authoritarian and the totalitarian, Al-
though repressive and undemocratic, the
potential for democratic opposition to
develop is always present in authori-
tarian-ruled countries. Such dictatorships
can and do give way to change, as they
have in-countries from El Salvador and
Argentina, to Uganda and the Central
African Republic.

But the communist world has not al-
lowed and cannot allow the development
of political alternatives to its ruling par-
ties. Communist ideology opposes it, the
communist system suppresses it, and the
leader of the communist world, the Soviet
Union, employs military might to ensure
that it does not come about. This results
in a steady stream of political exiles and
defectors from such regimes, a stream of
such great proportions that emigration
from communist countries is banned.

In the Philippines and Haiti, the Rea-
gan administration has shown that US
influence, used judiciously, can help bring
about change in authoritarian countries,
Whether or not democracy will now fol-
low the downfall of Duvalier and Mar-~
cos, the potential for the development of
democratic institutions has now been
established.
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CAPITAL W ire

LEGISLATIVE UPDATE

Contra Aid Setback

President Reagan’s policy in Central
America suffered another setback on
April 31 when supporters of the the pol-
icy failed to gather enough support to
force a new House vote on military aid
to the contras. Supporters of the aid
package needed to gather 218 signatures
on a “discharge petition” to force the
contra aid issue back to the House floor
on May 12—but failed to do so. The
House will not now have an opportunity
to vote on the issue until June.

The House first rejected the President’s
request on March 20. The Senate then
passed a modified version of the aid
package which was returned to the House
floor on April 16, where it was con-
sidered as an amendment to an appro-
priations bill that President Reagan had
threatened to veto. Supporters of the
package also feared that opponents such
as Reps. Dave McCurdy (D-OK) and
Michael Barnes (D-MD) would succeed
in passing amendments that would dilute
the aid request or even bar any aid from
reaching the anti-Sandinista resistance.
Supporters, wishing to avoid such amend-
ments and seeking to vote on the aid
package as a separate piece of legislation,
attempted to secure a discharge petition.
This would have by-passed efforts by the
Democratic leadership of the House to
block the package and bring the issue to
the House floor. With the failure of that
petition, some advocates of the proposal
now acknowledge that the prospects for
passage of the aid request appear increas-
ingly poor.

Defense Funds, Foreign Aid, Cut

House Budget Committee Democrats
are proposing deep cuts in the adminis-
tration’s defense and foreign aid requests
as part of a strategy to achieve a budget
deficit of $144 billion for 1987, the target
specified by the Gramm-Rudman deficit-
reduction legislation.

The Democrats’ plan would set defense
appropriations for 1987 at an estimated
$282 billion—$38 billion less than Presi-
dent Reagan’s request. This means that
by 1989, new defense budget authority
would be $303.4 billion, or just $2.5 bil-

lion more than the Senate-proposed level
for 1987.
The cuts made in foreign-aid requests,

“though smaller in dollar terms, are still

significant. Budget Committee Democrats
reportedly rejected an amendment backed
by the American Israel Public Affairs
Committee (AIPAC) to restore $400 mil-
lion included in the Senate budget reso-
lution. Currently, the House Democratic
proposal would provide an estimated
$13.8 billion in foreign aid during 1987—
$2.7 billion less—than the President’s
request and $1.3 billion less than current
spending as estimated by the House For-
eign Affairs Committee,

CIVIL RIGHTS
COMMISSION
CONTROVERSY

On April 23rd, U.S. Civil Rights Com-
mission vice chairman, Morris B. Abram,
criticized a General Accounting Office
(GAO) audit of the Commission which
he called “part of a larger effort to dis-
credit the Commission because our ideas
are unacceptable”.

The GAO’s audit, requested by Rep.
Don Edwards (D-CA), chairman of the
House Judiciary subcommittee on civil
and constitutional rights, charged the
Commission with mismanagement and
improper political hiring.

Supported by Commission Chairman,
Clarence M. Pendleton;—Jr.; Abram re-
sponded that the GAO had relied on
“innuendo” in its report. Abram said that
the real reason for the audit and the
harassment was the Commission’s oppo-
sition to racial quotas. “The real subject
of this dispute is over equality of oppor-
tunity versus equality of results. The real
issue here . . . is the struggle between the
fair shakers, who started the civil rights
movement, and the social engineers who
presume to speak for it.” The GAO re-
ports were triggered, he maintained, be-
cause “the social engineers have lost their
ideological monopoly of the Commis-
sion.”

Citing accusations that Pendleton had
made inflammatory remarks, Abram
asked why these accusations were not
raised when Commissioner Mary Berry
characterized Chairman Pendleton, At-

torney General Edwin Meese, and Assist-
ant Attorney General William Bradford
Reynolds as having “bigotry dripping
from their lips.” “Where are these sanc-
timonious guardians of public discourse
when Congressman Parren Mitchell or
others call Chairman Pendleton ‘a low-
level kind of houseboy’ or ‘Uncle Tom?*”
Abram asked.

They look the other way, he suggested,
because these speakers, no matter how
inflammatory their rhetoric, have “the
correct social engineering ideas.” The
GAO report, he claimed, was simply an-
other example “of heavy-handed attempts
at legislative interference with an inde-
pendent commission because of its ideas.”

ANTI-TERRORISM BILL
PROPOSED

On April 17th, Reps. Joe Barton (R-
TX), Bob Livingston (R-LA), and Dun-
can Hunter (R-CA) introduced a bill
which clarifies presidential authority and
strengthens the President’s hand in deal-
ing with terrorism. Identical legislation is
being introduced in the Senate by Sena-
tors Robert Dole (R-KS) and Jeremiah
Denton (R-AL).

The sponsors of the bill state that ter-
rorism is the number—one threat to the
safety and well-being of American citi-
zens. While diplomatic efforts and eco-
nomic sanctions must be part of an
overall anti-terrorism policy, the spon-
sors assert that-these-avenues are not suf-
ficient in themselves. “Terrorism can be
discouraged” they say, “only if terrorists
believe that the President has a full range
of anti-terrorism options and the ability
to act promptly with the backing of
Congress.”

Although the legislation gives the Pres-
ident no new authority, it seeks to clarify
—particularly to terrorists—that he has
the power to act “with all appropriate
means, including deadly force.” The reso-
lution defines as terrorists not only those
who pull the trigger or detonate the bomb,
but also those who “organize, lead, fund
and support terrorists.” In other words,
all those involved in the terrorist net-
work, including governments that openly
and actively promote and support terror-
ism as an instrument of policy, will be
held accountable.
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Saudi Arms
Stalled

On May 6th and 7th, Congress de-
feated . the administration’s proposal to
sell $354 million worth of Stinger, Side-
winder and Harpoon missiles to Saudi
Arabia. The Senate voted 73-22 and the
House 356-62 to block the sale, more
than the two-thirds needed to over-ride a
presidential veto. The administration is
seeking the sale in an effort to demon-
strate American commitment to Saudi
-security and deter Iranian aggression
against Saudi Arabia.

This effort to defeat the arms sale
included some of the strongest suppor-
ters of the administration. Republican
senators James Abdnor (SD), William
Armstrong (CO), Jesse Helms (NC),
Mack Mattingly (GA), Don Nickles
(OK) and Steve Symms (ID), and 28 of
32 House Republican freshmen voted to
defeat the package.

This unprecedented defeat of an arms
sale to an Arab government came even
though the Israeli government, American
Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC)
and the Conference of Presidents of
Major Jewish Organizations were not
actively opposing the sale. Having suc-

ceeded in convincing the administration
to remove more threatening elements of
the package, such as sophisticated fighter
aircraft and tanks, the principal pro-Israel
groups dropped further active involve-
ment.

However, substantial opposition had
already developed among pro-Israel
members of Congress, and continued' to
gather strength under its own momen-
tum.. Those leading the effort against the
sale, most notably Senators Alfonse
D’Amato (R-NY), Bob Packwood (R-
OR) and Alan Cranston (D-CA) con-

tinued to work for the sale’s defeat even:

after Israel and the major pro-Israel
organizations ceased their efforts to block
congressional approval of the package.

A further reason for the strength of
congressional opposition to a sale at this
time is the recent increase in Arab terror-
ist attacks against the United States and
its allies. With Saudi Arabia maintaining
close ties with both Libya and the PLO,
sentiment on Capitol Hill was not favor-
able to the Saudis’ request for U.S. arms.

Despite the Israeli government’s view
that the Saudi package “was not worth
fighting,” a number of pro-Israel political
action committees (PACs), organizations
such as the Zionist Organization of
America, Hadassah, and the Union of
Orthodox Jewish Congregations, and
some leading members of the Jewish
community, lobbied against the sale.

Their efforts created a perception among

legislators that, despite the lack of oppo-
sition on the part of the organized Jew-

ish leadership, opposition to the sale was
strong among American Jews. Concerned
that they not alienate their Jewish con-
stituents in an election year, 23 of 29
senators facing re-election in November
voted against the sale.

While congressional opposition was

growing, however, the administration did
not mount a high-level effort to gain pas-
sage for the sale during the 30-day period
leading up to the congressional vote.
With the Tokyo economic summit, the
battle for “contra” aid, and efforts to
deal with Libya and international terror-
ism underway, the Saudi missile sale
was, understandably, not at the top of
the administration’s agenda.

Nevertheless, President Reagan is now
expected to veto the resolution disapprov-
ing the sale. The resolution will then be
returned to Congress where a two-thirds
majority in each house will be required
to over-ride the presidential veto.

In an effort to ensure that his veto is
sustained, the President has begun work
to persuade some of the senators who
voted against the sale that the package
should, indeed, proceed. The administra-
tion needs to persuade only seven of the
73 senators who opposed the sale to
change their votes for the veto to be sus-
tained and the sale approved.

U.S. Power y continued from page |

It also demonstrated that the American
people will strongly support military
action when their patience has been
exhausted and alternatives yield no result.

Opinion polls taken since the strike
show that an overwhelming majority of
Americans—79 percent—approve of the
President’s action, 76 percent approve of
the President’s handling of foreign policy
overall, while on Capitol Hill, leaders of
both parties have hurried to support the
strike. Such popular backing serves fur-
ther to reinforce the perception that the
U.S. armed forces are a credible tool of
American foreign policy that can and
will be used when necessary.

The air strike may not bring an im-
mediate end to Qaddafi’s sponsorship of
terrorism. But by acting when talking no
longer proved a reasonable alternative,
the Reagan administration has put Qad-

dafi and his allies in Damascus, Teheran’

and even in Moscow, on notice that the
United States will defend itself when at-
tacked.

The Kremlin has recognized the impli-
cations of the American action. Unwill-
ing to risk a confrontation with a U.S.
administration committed to the defense
of its citizens, the Soviet Union withdrew

-its ships frem Libyan ports, and allowed

the American strike to proceed unhin-
dered by Soviet forces. In the face of
American determination to fight the ter-
rorism that the Kremlin had encouraged,
the Soviet Union pulled back. The price
of confrontation was simply too high.

It is instructive that Israel, the nation
with the greatest experience in combat-
ting terrorism, was among the few U.S.
allies to give unequivocal support the
President. The Israelis recognize that
appeasement and weakness serve only to
embolden one’s adversary.

Despite the reticence of most of our
other allies, the strike against a declared
enemy of “America, Great Britain and
NATO,” will engender the recognition by
friend and foe alike, that America will
not engage in appeasement, but can and
will use her power in defense of freedom.
This recognition will be particularly reas-

suring to friends of Israel. The demon-
stration of American willingness to use
force in the Middle Fast will send a
strong message to any adversary of
Israel, that the Israeli people can look

for, and receive, U.S. support in the

event of a conflict in the region.

America has now reached, if not the
end of the post-Vietnam era of paralysis,
then at least the beginning of the end.
April 14th, 1986, will be remembered as
a glad day for democracy.
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Jewish Apologists for
Anti-Semitism

Nicaraguan Jews who fled their coun-
try when the Sandinistas came to power
assert that the Sandinista regime is anti-
Semitic and anti-Israel. Jewish leaders
representing organizations such as the
Anti-Defamation League, the American
Jewish Committee and the National-Jew-
ish Coalition, have accepted their testi-
mony. However, the New Jewish Agenda
and New York rabbi, Balfour Brickner,
deny accounts of these eyewitnesses,
adopting the Sandinista line that Jews
fled not because they were persecuted as
Jews, but because they were supporters
of ousted dictator Anastasio Somoza.

Nicaraguan Jews deny that they sup-
ported Somoza. Most were either neutral
or supportive of efforts to move Nicara-
gua toward democracy. Sarita Kellerman,
a native Nicaraguan, says that she felt
safe returning to her country after the
revolution because the Sandinista govern-
ment had promised the people “true de-
mocracy, human rights, social justice.

Brickner, who visited Nicaragua after
almost all of the small Jewish commu-
nity had left, said of assertions that the
community was non-political, “That’s just
a damn lie.” His information is based on
discussions with Sandinistas.

Fred Luft, former secretary of the
Nicaraguan Jewish community, reports
that most Jews fled out of fear for their
personal safety—fear stimulated by the
1978 firebombing of the Managua syn-
agogue, telephone threats, carbombings
and anti-Semitic graffiti on homes and
businesses.

Oscar Kellerman was worshipping in-
side the synagogue when it was fire-
bombed. When he and others tried to
escape the burning building, they were
met by gunmen who identified themselves
as Sandinistas. “If you don’t go back we
will kill you. What Hitler started, we will
finish,” he quoted one as saying.

According to Brickner, this incident
represents, at worst, the actions “of a
small gang of excited supporters of the
revolution . . . “When questioned about
the event, Brickner snapped: “I don

want to argue about that ... nobody
really knows what happened. I suggest to
you that what happened is different than
what they report.”

Brickner is not concerned that the
Sandinista-approved newspaper, Nuevo
Diario, has referred to “synagogues of
Satan” and denounced Jews “who . ..
massacre the Palestinian people without

Brickner is

dedicated to the
radical left, not
Judaism and the

Jewish people.
|

mercy.” He is not concerned that the
PLO maintains an “embassy” in Mana-
gua, that the Sandinistas provide PLO
members with Nicaraguan passports to
facilitate terrorism, nor that Sandinistas
participated in PLO attacks against Jews
in Israel and Europe during the 1970s.

Brickner continues to believe Nicaraguan
Foreign Minister Miguel D’Escoto, who
claims that the regime is “neither anti-
Semitic nor anti-Israel.”

Sarita Kellerman is surprised that
Nicaraguan Jews have not received more
support from American Jews. “We are
one people, and therefore we have one
destiny . . . What happens to a Jew in
any place in the world i1s bound to
happen to every Jew any place in the
world if you let it happen.”

Unfortunately, Rabbi Brickner does
not accept this view. He has cast off his
Jewish mantle, donning that of an apol-
ogist for the overt anti-Semitism of a
regime which he admires. Brickner has
chosen to take the word of Sandinista
officials, who understandably deny alle-
gations of anti-Semitism, rather than
that of the many Jewish victims of San-
dinista persecution.

Brickner’s willingness to ignore the
human rights abuses of the Sandinistas is
consistent with his world view. While he
apologizes for Sandinista anti-Semitism,
he also sympathizes with those who
accuse Israel of persecuting the Palesti-
nian people. According to a 1985 New
York Times article, Brickner’s synagogue
invited Mohammed Milhem, a member
of the PLO Executive Committee, to
speak to its congregation.

Rabbi Brickner has dedicated himself
to the causes of the radical left rather
than to Judaism and the Jewish people.
It is time that the Jewish community
repudiate those, like Brickner, who are
prepared to sacrifice Jewish security and
welfare to advance their own political
agendas.
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A —
Affirmative Action

Without Discrimination

Mark R. Disler

The continuing, vigorous debate over
the proper form of affirmative action in
the workplace has, once again, been
fueled by a Supreme Court decision in
which the Justices produced multiple
opinions. In the administration’s view,
the decision in Wygant v. Jackson Board
of FEducation is a vindication of the
Reagan administration’s civil rights poli-
cies and a victory for the principle of
equal justice under law.

Since 1981, the administration’s civil
rights program in employment has con-
sisted of three components: 1. a cessation
of the employer’s discriminatory practices;
2. compensation and relief for all victims
of the employer’s discrimination that in-
clude back-pay, the provision of an ap-
propriate job at the next available open-
ing and retroactive seniority to the date
of the discrimination, and; 3. affirmative
action in what Morris Abram, vice-
chairman of the U.S. Commission on
Civil Rights, called its “original, unde-
filed meaning,” i.e., affirmative efforts to
attract qualified women and members of
minority groups into the applicant pool
who may then compete for a position on
a nondiscriminatory basis. The administra-
tion has refused to use numerical objec-
tives, be they called quotas or goals, or
any other preferential technique, to help
those who have not personally experi-
enced discrimination by employers at the
expense of innocent third parties.

In Wygant, the Court reviewed a
racially-preferential layoff policy. The
Jackson, Michigan, School Board and
the Jackson Education Association had
negotiated a labor agreement which pro-
vided that when teachers are laid-off,

Mark R. Disler is Deputy Assistant
Attorney General for Civil Rights.

those with the most seniority would be
retained except when the percentage of
minority teachers laid off exceeded the
percentage of minorities employed at the
time of the lay-off. As a result of this
provision, the school board laid-off non-
minority teachers while more junior,
minority teachers were retained solely
because of their race, in order to maintain
a particular racial proportion among
Jackson teachers.

In striking down this odious, racially-
preferential lay-off provision, the Court
established important principles.

1. Governmental racial classifications
are subject to strict judicial scrutiny
regardless of the race of the party advan-
taged or disadvantaged by such classifica-
tions. This is a highly significant result:
before Wygant, many lower courts errone-
ously believed that a racial classification—
that imposed disadvantages on non-
minorities was subject to a lesser standard
of review than a classification that im-
posed disadvantages on minorities. This
double standard is no longer viable after
Wygant: every American is entitled to
have any racial classification which
penalizes him or her reviewed under the
same rigorous test for legality.

2. “Societal” discrimination is no justifi-
cation for a racial classification. Nor may
the value of minority employees as role
models (in this case, for their students)
serve as a basis for racial classification.

3. In order for any racial classification
to be valid it must meet a two-part test:

Continued, page 5

e
Exploding Myths About

Evangelicals

Rabbi Joshua 0. Haberman

In view of the huge number of
Americans who are Evangelical Christians—
estimated as high as sixty million—would
any rational Jew question the importance
of developing dialogue with them? As
one who has done so for more than ten
years, | confess that, at least to begin
with, the Jewish public and its recognized
leadership have been far from supportive
of such efforts. In my own experience,
most of the difficulties I encountered
stemmed not from Christian bias, but
from Jewish suspicion and reluctance to
have any dealings whatever with Evan-
gelicals. What makes this cold-shouldering

Rabbi Joshua Haberman is rabbi
emeritus of the Washington Hebrew
Congregation in Washington, D.C.

of potential friends even more mystifying
is the fact that Evangelicals are, by far,
the most ardent Christians in expressions
of friendship for Jews and support for

the State of Israel.

1 am happy to detect signs that the ice
between Jews and Evangelicals is finally
breaking and that the Jewish community
is becoming more responsive to Evan-

gelical initiatives. Major credit for this

turn of events must go to a few interfaith
relations leaders of great wisdom and
courage, such as Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum,
Rabbi James Rudin of the American-

Jewish Committee and Nathan Perl-

mutter, National Director of the Anti-
Defamation League of B'nai B'rith.

Continued, page 5
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SAUDI ARMS
UPDATE

Missile Package Passes

On June 5, the U.S. Senate failed in
an effort to over-ride President Reagan’s
veto of a congressional resolution banning
the sale of $354 million worth of advanced
weaponry to Saudi Arabia. The vote of
66 to 34 was only one vote short of the
two-thirds majority required to over-ride
a presidential veto. The sale of the
Harpoon and Sidewinder missiles con-
tained in the weapons package can now
proceed as requested by the administra-
tion.

Congress had earlier passed the resolu-
tion banning the sale by large majorities
of 73-22 in the Senate and 356-62 in the
House, marking the first time that Con-
gress has voted to block an arms sale.
Following passage of the resolution, the
administration removed the most contro-
versial item—the shoulder-held Stinger
anti-aircraft missile—from the package,
before the President vetoed the congres-
sional action. During the weeks that fol-
lowed, the administration mounted a
major lobbying campaign which succeeded
in persuading 34 senators to support the
President and to allow the sale to proceed.

AWACS To Be Delivered

President Reagan certified on June 18
that Saudi Arabia had met congressional
"conditions for the $8.5 billion sale of five
Airborne Warning and Control System
(AWACS) aircraft. The certification,
demanded by Congress in 1981 before it
would approve the AWACS sale, triggers
the delivery of the first aircraft, which is
expected to occur on June 28. Subse-
quently, one plane will be delivered every

two months until the Saudis have taken-

possession of all five.

SENATORS SEEK
ACTION AGAINST PLO

Although the Department of Justice
has decided not to seek the indictment of
PLO chairman Yasir Arafat for the 1973
murder of two U.S. diplomats, alternative
efforts to combat international terrorism
are underway. Senators Jeremiah Denton
(R-AL) and Frank Lautenberg (D-NJ)
are working to shut down the PLO infor-

mation office in Washington and have
circulated a resolution in Congress which
would bar Arafat from visiting the United
Nations by denying him a visa to enter
the United States.

According to the resolution, evidence
has accumulated in recent years testifying
to Arafat’s involvement in international
terrorism, including attacks aimed at U.S.
government officials and citizens. Arafat’s
al-Fatah has been responsible for the
murder of 32, the wounding of at least
38, and the kidnapping of at least 6
Americans. The PLO general command
has claimed responsibility for approxi-
mately 150 terrorist attacks since Febru-
ary 11, 1985. Moreover, in a statement
on November 13, 1985, that bolstered the
belief that Arafat presents a threat to
U.S. interests, the PLO leader announced
that: “We are on the threshold of a fierce
battle—not an Israeli-Palestinian battle
but a Palestinian-U.S. battle.”

Under current immigration laws, the
United States has the right to expel or
deny visas to aliens who “seek to enter
the U.S. solely, principally, or incidentally
to engage in activities which would be
prejudicial to the public interest or en-
danger the welfare, safety, lor security of
the U.S.” The U.S. government also has
the power to “control the entrance of
aliens” to the district of the U.N. head-
quarters in such a manner as to “safe-
guard its own security.”

The resolution has been signed by 45
Senators. Democratic presidential front-
runner, Gary Hart (D-CO), however, re-
portedly refused to add his name to the
list of co-signers because the resolution
“would interfere with the business of the
U.N.”

ANTI-APARTHEID
BILL PASSED

In a surprise vote on June 18, the
House of Representatives adopted, for
the first time, sweeping anti-apartheid
legislation requiring U.S. firms to divest
themselves of all holdings in South Africa.
The divestment bill, proposed by liberal
California Democrat, Rep. Ronald
Dellums, would also impose a trade em-
bargo on South Africa, although it per-
mits the United States to continue import-
ing strategic minerals from the country if

the President certifies that such minerals
cannot be obtained elsewhere. The House
bill will now be taken up by the Senate,
which is expected to reject or to radically
amend the sweeping nature of the bill.

The imposition of sanctions of any kind
against South Africa is strongly opposed
by the Reagan administration and by
many congressional Republicans. The ad-
ministration believes that sanctions would
be counterproductive in the effort to bring
an end to apartheid in South Africa.

The House action came as speculation
was growing that President Reagan is
considering naming a special envoy to
Africa to assess the effects that current
sanctions are having on the region. The
House vote also coincided with the veto
by the United States and Great Britain of
a U.N. Security Council resolution calling
for mandatory sanctions against the
Pretoria government.

CHEMICAL-WEAPONS
CONTROLS FOR SYRIA

In response to reports that Iraq had
used chemical weapons in its war with
Iran, Congress enacted the Chemical
Weapons Export Act in 1984 to prevent
the sale of industrial chemicals that could
be used in the manufacturing of chemical
weapons to Irag and Iran. Analysts now
believe that Iran is seeking to stockpile
its own chemical weapons arsenal, and
that it may approach Syria for help in
doing so. In an effort to- prevent-an
escalation in the use of chemical weapons
in the Gulf War, the State Department
announced on June 6 that the provisions
of the Act would be extended to Syria.

The Act does not impose a complete
ban on the sale of chemicals to Iran, Iraq
or Syria. It does, however, require that
the companies submit for Commerce
Department approval, details of which
chemicals they wish to sell to the listed
countries.

Since 1980, chemical weapons have
taken more than 10,000 lives, the State
Department estimates. Most of these
deaths have resulted from the use of
chemical weapons by the Soviets in
Afghanistan, and by the lragis in the
Gulf War. Both the Soviet Union and
Irag have denied that they have used
chemical weapons.
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(a) it must be predicated on concrete
evidence of actual discrimination and; (b)
even when such evidence exists, the racial
classification must be narrowly tailored
and not unnecessarily burden innocent
third parties. X

The application of these principles to
the Jackson School Board’s racially-
preferential lay-off provision revealed a
double legal flaw in that plan: 1. there
were no findings of discrimination upon
which the Jackson School Board based
the provision and; 2. even had there been
such findings, the layoff provision was

not narrowly tailored and fell too harshly
on innocent third parties, in this case, the
more senior non-minority teachers.

In his plurality opinion, Justice Powell
noted that a hiring preference would be
less burdensome in comparison to a lay-
off preference. Some commentators have
asserted that the Court, therefore, has
embraced hiring preferences as constitu-
tionally sound if properly based on evi-
dence of actual discrimination. There is
another, and more plausible reading,
however. Justice Powell’s reference to hir-
ing goals was made while discussing the
school board’s lay-off preference. As the
plurality opinion makes clear, the lay-off
preference was more burdensome on
third-party rights than another alternative

(i.e., hiring goals), and thus it was
constitutionally unacceptable. By the
same reasoning, however, the hiring goal
can only survive judicial scrutiny if there
is no other less burdensome alternative—
an inquiry not undertaken in Wpygant.
As the courts examine the implications
of the Wygant decision, we are confident
that the choice compelled by the Constitu-
tion will be the affirmative action program
which requires rigorous outreach and re-
cruitment (such as those utilized so
effectively by the Department of Justice
over the past few years) together with a
policy of nondiscrimination. Such a pro-
gram can effectively increase the number
of minority and women employees and is
far less intrusive on innocent third parties.

Evangelicals,
continued from page 1

1 wish to share with you part of Nathan
Perlmutter’s enlightening article which ex-
plodes various myths about Evangelicals
and Fundamentalist Christians.

Questioning Assumptions

It is curious that so much angst over
so long a time has occasioned so very
little investigation into the assumptions
upon which the angst is grounded. In the
hope that it may do some good, I'll try
to deal here with some of them.

Fundamentalism and Evangelicism are
intrusive mewcomers on the American
scene. Actually, they've been around in
various forms at least since colonial times.
The name “Fundamentalist,” however,
seems to have been culled from a series
of 1909 pamphlets known as The Funda-
mentals, which carried contributions by
such eminent theologians of the time as
James N. Gray, W.J. Erdman, and
H.C.G. Moule. Their pieces constituted:
1. a defense of Christian classical doctrine
against the high-powered assault of
German spcular scholarship and; 2. an
effort to hold back a trend toward
secularism by Christian denominations.

Fundamentalism is inextricably inter-
woven into the fabric of the American
Right and thinks, feels, and votes the
same ultra-conservative way abour all
social and political issues. | might as well
start with the conclusion to The Evan-
gelical Voter, by sociologists Stuart
Rothenberg and Frank Newport: “The
Evangelical voter is in many ways not so
very different from the American voter.”

But how like the American voter is he?

Rothenberg and Newport asked a sam-
pling of 1,000 Evangelicals about certain
controversial issues. They found the group
split almost evenly on nuclear freeze and
on direct military intervention in Central
America, but favoring by a slight margin
increased spending for defense.

Among their other findings: two-to-
one support for the proposed Equal
Rights Amendment; the dissemination of
birth control information in public
schools; the right to abortion and; the
massive use of government funds to find
a cure for AIDS.

There were more registered Democrats
than Republicans among Fundamenta-
lists, and some 60 percent of these Demo-
crats crossed over and voted for Reagan
in 1980; two years later, though, during
the congressional races, a small plurality
voted Democrat.

Fundamentalist views and Fundamen-
talist voting patterns clearly parallel
Gallup Poll findings about all Americans.

The religious Right marks for defeat
political candidates whose voting records
or platforms run counter to its stand on
selected issues. 1 might be somewhat more
worried if Jews, blacks, Catholics, liberals,
farmers, and corporations hadnt been
doing the very same thing for generations.
To put it another way: any candidate who
fails to appeal to my interests—my special
interests—is unlikely to get my vote. It is
said that the Reverends Falwell, Baker,
and Robertson and the long right flank
of Christian political activists have sought,
in Jesus’ name, to infiltrate Caesar’s terri-
tory. But so did the Reverend Martin
Luther King. So do the Fathers Berrigan.
So does the Reverend Andrew Young,

the Reverend William Sloane Coffin, the
reverend leaders of the National Council
of Churches. And so does the long list of
rabbis concerned with social issues and
with Israel. So what else is new?

Are we to reject Fundamentalist friend-
ship for Israel because its scriptural foun-
dation unnerves us? Is our bias perhaps
showing? Do we await the day when
these fire-and-brimstone preachers will
issue a blast of old-fashioned anti-
Semitism and we can issue in turn an
exultant, “See, we told you so™?

1 would suggest that it is high time for
American Jews to start, as the human
relations pastor put it, “a meaningful
dialogue” with Fundamentalists. When
the millenium—and the messiah—comes,
then there will be time in which to con-
sider our options. Meanwhile, let us
remain steadfast in our devotion—to ‘the-
separation of Church and State; and stead-
fast too, in our suspicion of smug
assumptions—about ourselves as well as
about Fundamentalists.

NJC Bulletin is published monthly by
the National Jewish Coalition
Max FISHER RICHARD J. Fox
Honorary Chairman National Chairman

GEORGE KLEIN IvAN BOESKY  GORDON ZACKS
Co-Chairman  Finance Chairman Co-Chairman

CHRIS GERSTEN
Executive Director
The NJC Bulletin welcomes comments and letters to the
editor. These, along with any address changes, should
be sent to:
NJC Bulletin
415 Second Street, N.E.
Suite 100
Washington, D.C. 20002

ANTONY KORENSTEIN SUSAN HOFFINGER
Editor Associate Editor































_ Why SDI Is

n

JACK KEMP ON 2
. THELAVI

SDI FUNDS 2
THREATENED

CAMPAIGN ’'86 3

AUGUST 1986

Non-negotiable

Daniel 0. Graham

Most of today’s talk about arms con-
trol negotiations with the Soviet Union
simply doesn’t make sense. Ten years ago
it made a little more sense, but not much.
The arguments on the subject can be
reduced to this sort of simple formula:
“They have 1400 missiles and we have
1000 missiles. They have nearly 10,000
strategic nuclear weapons and we have
over 10,000 strategic nuclear weapons.
Let’s cut these inventories by half. We'd
both be better off.”

This approach, however, is simple-
minded, reflecting a lack of appreciation
of the differences between the nuclear
strategies of the superpowers. It presumes
not only that the U.S. and Soviet nuclear
systems are of equal capability but also
that the nuclear strike forces of both
sides are designed to serve the identical
purpose of retaliating against an attack
from the other.

The fact is that U.S. and Soviet nuclear
forces are so drastically different in com-
position and mission that total numbers
have little to do with relative capabilities.
The U.S. nuclear force is, indeed, designed
to ride out a Soviet attack and then retal-
iate, which is to say that we have a
“second-strike” force. Most of our nuclear
weapons- are carried by bombers and
submarines which are either too slow or

Lt. Gen. Daniel O. Graham, USA (Ret.)
is the founder and director of High Fron-
tier. An advisor to President Reagan
during the 1976 and 1980 campaigns, he
has also served as director of the Defense

Intelligence Agency and as deputy direc-
tor of the CIA.

too inaccurate to use in a first strike
against Soviet nuclear forces.

The Soviet nuclear force, on the othér
hand, has been designed and postured to
launch a preemptive attack against U.S.
nuclear forces with some weapons and to
retain a large reserve of others in order
to deter or respond to a U.S. second
strike; that is, the Soviets have a first-
strike and a third-strike force. Their force
consists primarily of quick-reaction mis-
siles, a quarter of which (the SS-18 first-
strike force) are highly-accurate weapons

capable of launching an effective attack
on the U.S, retaliatory force within 30
minutes of a decision to fire. Three-quar-
ters of their nuclear forces would be left
either to reinforce this attack or to deter
a U.S. president from launching a retali-
atory attack with what nuclear forces he
had left after absorbing the damage
caused by a Soviet first strike. The target
for this Soviet third-strike force are the
towns and cities of the United States.

It was the realization of this situation
which gave rise to the Carter administra-
tion’s warnings about a “window of vul-
nerability.” And it is this fundamental
asymmetry between U.S. and Soviet nu-
clear attack forces which makes the sim-
ple arithmetic approach to arms control
not only foolish, but dangerous.

Continued, page 5
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Vice President

Visits Israel

Accompanied by eight American Jew-
ish leaders, all members of the National
Jewish Coalition, Vice President George
Bush spent four days in Israel as part of
his ten-day tour of the Middle East. Dur-
ing his stay, Bush visited the Holocaust
memorial at Yad Vashem, and became
the highestrranking U.S. official ever to
visit the Old City of Jerusalem, where he
offered a prayer at the Western Wall. A
major focus of the Vice President’s visit
to Israel was the plight of Jews in the
Soviet Union. Mr. Bush visited a Soviet
Jewish family now resident in Israel, and
met with the recently-freed Soviet Jewish
dissident, Anatoly Shcharansky. He also
addressed the issue of Soviet Jewry in his

speech to the Knesset, Israel’s parliament,
in which he reaffirmed the United States’
commitment to winning the release of
Soviet Jews.

Bush said he was “delighted” that the
eight leaders accompained him, as they
“enriched [his] understanding” of Israel
and of the many talks he held there. The
eight leaders were Gordon Zacks, the
NJC’s co-chairman, Jacob Stein, Presi-
dent Reagan’s first liaison to the Jewish
community, Joseph Gildenhorn of Wash-
ington, D.C., Paul Borman of Detroit,
Ivan Novick of Pittsburgh, Barbara Gold
of Chicago, Richard Goldman of San
Francisco and Jay Kislak of Miami.
Continued, page 5
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Bearing this in mind, how should we
look at the Gorbachev proposal to reduce
nuclear strike weapons by 50 percent, a
prospect now being dangled before U.S.
negotiators in Geneva? First of all, the
Soviets would probably take any nego-
tiated numerical cut from their third-
strike force, which even they must see as
grossly excessive for Soviet requirements.
But for the sake of argument, assume
that they would cut instead 50 percent of
their first-strike force in return for a
similar cut in our retaliatory force. This
would mean that half the Soviet first-
strike force would need to destroy only
half as many targets. The strategic asym-
metry between U.S. and Soviet forces
would remain the same. Even if the 50
percent reduction were applied to war-
heads rather than to missiles, the results
would be similar.

Thus, even if one assumes solution of
all the hitherto-intractable arms-control
problems, such as verification or cheat-
ing, the numbers game in arms control is
a losing proposition for the United States.
The only real answer to this dilemma lies
in the Strategic Defense Initiative—not
Just the research into, but also the deploy-
ment of defenses.

Even a modestly effective strategic-de-
fense system would restore symmetry to
the nuclear balance. Consider the case of
a U.S. strategic defense that was 80 per-
cent effective. With such a system in
place, only one in five of the missiles the
Soviets might use in a first strike against
the U.S. second-strike force could be
expected to reach its mark. The United
States’ ability to retaliate effectively
would, therefore, be substantially pre-
served, raising the risk that a first strike
would pose for the Soviets and reducing
the possibility that the Kremlin would, in
fact, strike first.

Under such conditions, the Soviets
would be forced to place greater empha-
sis on their own retaliatory capability,
reducing the present Soviet first and third-
strike forces into a second-strike force
similar to that of the United States. With
the forces of both superpowers thus pos-
tured for retaliation, numerical reductions
would become a reasonable, even achiev-
able, goal which would weaken neither
side.

The Soviets have already made it abun-
dantly clear that they do not relish the
thought of being forced to abandon their
thus-far successful pursuit of first-strike
capabilities. They have scrambled back
to the bargaining table and used every

carrot or stick at the disposal to dissuade
the United States from pursuing SDI.

They have even preferred reductions,
knowing full-well that their winning strat-
egy will remain intact if SDI is defeated.
The Soviets know that they are better off
with half the current number of missiles
still enjoying a free ride to their targets
than they would be with four times as

many missiles whose chances of reaching
their targets are severely reduced by an
American strategic defense.

It makes good sense to defend our-
selves from nuclear missiles, particularly
when we can do so by non-nuclear means.
What makes no sense is the plethora of
arguments in favor of dooming SDI to
mere research by striking a deal with the
Soviets to adhere to the ABM Treaty for
15 years in return for a mutual reduction
in nuclear weapons. At best, such a deal
promises only that a dangerous, funda-
mental, nuclear asymmetry will persist at
a lower level. When developed, strategic
defenses will force the Soviets to give up
their first-/ third-strike force in favor of a
second-strike force. Then we will be deal-
ing on equal terms, and we just might
agree that that the time for real cuts has
arrived.

Bush. continued from page 1

Bush was warmly welcomed in Israel,
both by the media and by government
officials. Israeli leaders, including the
prime minister, Shimon Peres, and the
defense minister, Yitzhak Rabin, wel-
comed the opportunity to discuss sub-
stantive issues affecting the two countries.

According to the administration, the
Bush trip was meant to prod peace initia-
tives in the region. Bush refused to meet
with the PLO, but met instead with
prominent Palestinans from the Israeli
settlements. on the West Bank and Gaza.
He also urged direct talks between Peres
and Jordan’s King Hussein as the next
step toward peace in the Middle East.
The Vice President also expressed his
commitment “to maintaining lsrael’s qual-
ity military edge.” and assured his hosts
that the United States “will not impose a
peace, but will serve only as a friendly
supporter” in secking a peace settlement.

Though some found it disappointing

that Bush’s presence in the region could
not be used as a impetus to prepare for a
long-awaited summit between Peres and
Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak, Bush
did succeed in expediting a solution of
the Taba issue. Taba, a small strip of
land on the Israeli-Egyptian border in
Sinai, has been a major source of tension
between the two countries and an imped-
iment to the normalization of relations
between them.

In keeping with the Reagan adminis-
tration’s position that an economically
healthy lsrael is important to America’s
national security interests, Bush also
signed a tourism pact with Peres, which
is expected to boost bilateral tourism
ties. Israeli officals have expressed hope
that the high-profile of the Bush trip will
help restore tourism to its pre-1986 level.

On the military front, Bush praised
Israel for having joined the United States
in the development of the Strategic De-
fense Initiative. He also indicated that
there is interest in Washington in grant-

ing lsrael the same favored treatment for
U.S. arms purchases as that afforded
NATO allies. At the urging of Yitzhak
Rabin, Bush said he would set up a
commission to study the trade benefits of
such an arrangement.
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September 10, 1986

The Honorable AF1A

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Rep. AF2A:

On behalf of the National Jewish Coalition, I would
like to express my concern over the measure to bar U.S.
support to the forces fighting Angola's Cuban-backed regime
which is included in the Intelligence Authorization bill.

Passage of the measure would reinstate the 1976 Clark
amendment, which was repealed last year. By prohibiting U.S.
support for democratic guerrilla groups in Angola, the Clark
amendment provided the Soviet Union with a free hand to
install its ally, the MPIA in power in Luanda. Since then,
the Angolan government, with the help of some 35,000 Cuban

troops, have made Angola a bridgehead for Soviet expansion
throughout the region.

We at the NJC are concerned at the oppression that the
Angolan people must endure. We are also concerned at the
overt and extensive relationship between the MPLA and the
terrorists of the PLO. The PLO maintains a training camp
for Angolan troops near the northern city of Caxito, and
during a "state visit" in May, PLO leader, Yasir Arafat,
pledged support to the Angolan government. Shortly after
his departure, a reinforced battallion of PLO guerrillas
were reported to have landed in Luanda and been deployed in
a major offensive against the democratic forces of UNITA.

American Jews are concerned about the anti-Israel and
anti-American partnership between the PLO and the MPLA, and
so oppose action that inhibits U.S. aid to Angola's anti=-
Marxist resistance. We also believe that the United States
has a moral obligation to the people of Angola to help ensure
that their country becomes free and democratic.

I, therefore, respectfully urge that you vote to defeat
any measure that would prevent the United States from aiding
those fighting for freedom against the Luanda regime.

Sincerely,

Richard J. Fox
National Chairman






September 10, 1986

The Honorable AF1A
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator AF27:

On behalf of the National Jewish Coalition, I would like to
express our opposition to the proposal currently pending before
the Senate that would reduce drastically the threshold for
underground nuclear tests. It is my sincere hope that the Senate
will recognize the considerable weakening of U.S. security that
will inevitably result if the Aspin-Gephardt-Schroeder amendment
passed by the House were to become law.

The question of nuclear testing is one which has received
considerable attention in recent months. The Kremlin, having
completed its testing requirements for the present, has adopted
and extended a unilateral nuclear-test moratorium in an effort to
put pressure on the United States to follow suit.

For Congress to succumb to this Soviet pressure would be to
reward Mr. Gorbachev for what is widely-regarded as a publicity
stunt: the Soviet Union still refuses to permit the kind of
on-site verification of a test ban which the United States has
insisted must be included in any comprehensive test-ban treaty.
Given the Soviet's history of violating every arms control
agreement it has ever signed with the United States, such
verification measures are indispensible if the United States is
to be certain of Soviet compliance.

In the absence of an agreement on verification, however,
restrictions on U.S. testing such as those proposed by
Reps. Aspin, Gephardt and Schroeder, would permit the Soviet
Union to retain and even increase the testing advantage it gained
during the months preceding its moratorium. Unable to test the
reliability of existing weapons, the United States would lose
confidence in its existing nuclear arsenal--a condition which
would severely weaken the nuclear deterrent that constitutes the
mainstay of the West's defenses.

Moreover, such a ban would prevent the development of new
weapons, including the small, mobile ICBM known as "Midgetman,"
thereby permitting the Soviets to retain the advantage they have
gained by the deployment of their own mobile missile, the SS-25.
This, in turn, would result in a destabilization of the nuclear
balance, and a situation in which the U.S. deterrent is seriously
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undermined.

Throughout its history, the Jewish people have learned of
the importance of vigilance in the face of its enemies. We have

also learned that weakness and appeasement serve only to embolden
those who wish us ill.

I, therefore, respectfully urge that you adopt a position
against the imposition by Congress of unilateral restraints on
nuclear testing by the United States. For, instead of forcing
disarmament and reducing the likelihood of a nuclear war, such
restraints would render the West increasingly impotent in the
face of the Soviet Union's massive conventional and nuclear
forces--a condition that vastly increases the likelihood of war.

Thank ycu for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Richard J. Fox
National Chairman









1) vigorously oppose congressional efforts to reduce allied
participation in the SDI research program;

2) establish a U.S.-Israeli working group as soon as pogsiple to
accelerate research and development on an anti-tactical ballistic
missile (ATBM) system for Israel; and

3) begin working with Israel to upgrade the Israeli air defense
system around air bases, mobilization centers, and cities as a first
step toward a more comprehensive defense system against tactical
ballistic missiles.

THE TACTICAL BALLISTIC MISSILE THREAT TO ISRAEL

When Ronald Reagan unveiled his Strategic Defense Initiative in
March 1983, he offered U.S. allies the opportunity to participate in
the project. Three years later, in May 1986, with the unanimous
support of the Israeli Cabinet, Israeli Defense Minister Yitzhak Rabin
signed a Memorandum of Understanding with U.S. Secretary of Defense
Caspar Weinberger signaling a go ahead for Israeli involvement in the
program. This prompt Israeli response derives in large part from the
growing threat to Israel from ballistic missiles armed with
conventional, chemical, and nuclear warheads.

Arab states confronting Israel have accumulated weaponry that
totals well over $100 billion. Israel's chief adversary is Syria,
which boasts Soviet-supplied SCUD-B, SS-12, SS-21, and SS-22
surface-to-surface missiles. These missiles--even when carrying
non-nuclear warheads--can destroy Israeli military control centers,
storage depots, and airfields almost without warning. Virtually all
of Israel's airbases north of Jerusalem would be vulnerable to attack "
and could be neutralized for up to 24 hours. This would allow Syrie
to overrun Israeli forces on the Golan Heights.

Israel currently has ten airbases potentially wvulnerable to
Syrian short-range missiles.' Ten direct hits by either a chemically
armed or conventionally armed SS-21 could completely incapacitate a
base. The Syrians now possess about two dozen SS-21s. In the near
future, the Soviets could supply Syria with enough missiles to knock
out all of Israel's bases with a first strike.

1. For a detailed analysis of the Syrian missile threat to Israel airbases and major
cities, see Seth W. Carus, "The Threat to Israel From Tactical Ballistic Missiles,"
testimony before the Senate Subcommittee on Strategic Nuclear Forces, January 30, 1986.



The Syrian SS-21 short-range ballistic missiles have a range of
75 miles and an accuracy reported to be within 100 yards. They can
strike major Israeli population centers. A surprise attack by these
missiles would seriously disrupt the call-up of reserves,.the lifeline
of the Israel Defense Forces. Israel believes, moreover, that Syria
will soon receive the SS-23 with greater accuracy and more than four-
times the range of the SS-21. It could hit almost any point within
Israel.

The use of surface-to-surface missiles in the Iran-Iraq war has
revealed to Israeli officials the vulnerability of population
centers. One of Israel's most pressing needs thus has become to
develop technologies to counter this threat. That SDI offers a
promise to remedy this vulnerability is understood by the Israelis.

THE ADVANTAGES OF ISRAELI PARTICIPATION IN SDI

The U.S. invitation to its allies to participate in SDI stated
that the program will "examine technologies with petential against
shorter-range ballistic missiles." One of the first technologies
likely to emerge from SDI research will be for anti-tactical ballistic
missiles. SDI technologies thus could enable Israel to defend itself
rather than rely upon the risky strategies of deterrence by threat of
retaliation or preemptive attack. The development of an Anti-Tactical
Ballistic Missile System (ATBM) or a theater defense system offers a
near-term' deployment option for Israel. Interceptor weapons such as
kinetic energy kill systems, ground-launched hypervelocity interceptor
missiles, Rail guns, laser beams, particle beams_and various other
intercept technologies are already being tested.? Defense against
S§S=-21, SS-22, and SS-23 missiles could employ a wide range of current
technologies since the trajectories of the missiles are lower, and the
speeds are slower than those for ICBMs.

What Xind of System

Upgrading existing air defense systems to meet the short-term
ballistic missile threat would be the first step in creating a theater
defense system. Newer technologies, however, offer great promise. An
ideal candidate for an Israeli defense against the Syrians' SS-21 is
the U.S. Navy's "Aegis" acquisition radar deployed with a two-stage

2. Israel is reported to be able to deploy a ground-based free electron laser weapon
system capable of intercepting ballistic missiles as part of an ATBM system during the
1990s. The system could use a single system to defend the entire country and would rely
upon ground-based relay/fighting mirrors instead of space-based systems. Aviation Week
and Space Technolggy, October 20, 1986, p. 27.




hypervelocity missile being developed by Rafael Corporation in Israel.
Many of the major components for the missile have already been flight
tested. Also promising are a modified version of the U.S. Army's
"Patriot" air defense missile and the French "Aster" anti-ballistic
missile, which could engage warheads inside the atmosphere.

A point defense at a lower altitude could be composed of proved
"off the shelf" anti-ballistic missile technologies, which might also
include Patriot surface-to-air missiles. Newly devised "Swarm Jets,"
hypervelocity Rail guns, lasers, and various other ground-based
interceptors could serve as a second layer to catch missiles in the
terminal phase of their trajectories that permeate the higher altitude
deiense.

Each layer when utilized alone would have an 80 percent
reliability rate, and when combined, could produce a 96 percent
reliability rate. Syria, therefore, would need to target 500 missiles
per base, instead of ten missiles, to guarantee destruction of each
base. To wipe out all Israeli bases then would require 5,000 SS-21s.
Logistics, costs, and political and strategic constraints make this an
almost impossible number for Syria to deploy. Without SDI, the

Syrians now require only 200 SS=-21s to achieve the same results.

Enhancing Israeli Conventional Warfare Capability

SDI technologies should spill over considerably on Israel's
conventional capabllltles. Weapon designs and battlefield management
systems, for instance, could be upgraded via cooperation with the U.S.
in developing and sharing such state-~of-the-art technologies as
electronics, optics, computers, and energy. Domestic defense
production enhanced by SDI contracts and shared expertise will
contribute to Israeli self-sufficiency and the development of advanced
weapons systems necessary for Israel's survival. Writes Avram
Schweitzer, an Israeli journalist for the widely respected Ha'Aretz
newspaper: "A system that can make out, identify, hone-in-on, and
destroy an object less than 100 feet long, moving at near Mach 1 speed
at a distance of 10,000 miles, is essentially a [ballistic missiles
defense] system, the application of which could do to the foot
soldier, the artillery piece, the tank, or the helicopter, what its
space-progenitor is supposed to do to strategic missiles. To be in on
this kind of technology...could mean the purchase of peace for Israel,
or more realistically, the imposition, by non-aggressive means, of a
permanent state of non-belligerence along its borders."

The Israelis are already researching the possibilities of
converting offsh )ts of SDI hypervelocity Rail guns into weapons
capable of being .iounted on tanks and armored vehicles. Because of

3. Midstream, June/July 1985, pp. 6, 7.



SDI, Israel will be in a better position to update aviation
electronics and keep combat command and control systems close to
state-of-the-art. The 1982 Lebanese conflict demonstrated the
importance of these components for military success during Israel's
confrontation with Syria.

Reducing the Likelihood of a Future Arab/Israeli Conflict

Unable to match the numbers of men and weapons fielded by its
adversaries, Israel has had to rely on its qualitative advantage. But
because of economic restraints, and the influx of Soviet, British,
French, and even American weaponry to its adversaries, Israel's
qualitative deterrent has eroded seriously. Syrian short-range
missiles, for example, soon may be able to destroy Israel's fighter
aircraft on the tarmac in a surprise attack. 1Israel's only way to
counter such an imminent attack from surface-to-surface missiles would
be by a preemptive strike against the missiles before they can be
fired. Such a preemptive strike, of course, could ignite a new war in
the Middle East. SDI, however, could enable Israel to regain its
qualitative edge and thus be able to counter an impending missile
strike without having to take preemptive action. Such a capability to
deter Syrian aggression would not only enhance Israeli security
immeasurably, but stabilize the entire region as well.

Insurance'for Israel's Reserve System

The bulk of the Israeli Defense Forces consists of reserves.
Israel's standing armed forces number 174,000. The reserves bring IDF
to around 500,000~--and most of this can be done within 72 hours.
Israel's stralned econonmy, however, cannot bear the cost of a constant
reserves mobilization.

An ATBM system for Israel would help protect such Israeli
mobilization capabilities as storage depots, roads, and supply lines
which could seriously disrupt the call of the reserves. Moreover, by
providing Israel defensive cover for calling up the reserves, an ATBM
system would give the Israells more time to decide and prepare for
mobilization.

Strengthening the U.S.=Israeli Relationship

The U.S.-Israeli relationship will grow as the SDI program
expands. Shared research and development between industries and
applications of weaponry in the conventional arena will build a new
array of relationships. This could lead to heightened strategic
cooperation beyond anything envisioned at present.

Israel also will benefit from SDI relationships with those other
U.S. allies that have accepted the President's offer. Great Britain
and West Germany already have begun discussions on hybrid
technological ventures for theater defenses. With an SDI role, Israel



could assume a de facto allied membership by helping to guard the
southern flank. of NATO.

Economic Benefits

U.S. federal budget constraints could restrict future U.S. aid to
Israel. DPossible aid drops, however, could be offset by SDI contracts
awarded to Israeli defense industries. The Pentagon already has
signed three contracts with Israel. Israeli research facilities and
firms already have submitted some 150 science and technology proposals
(including a project for the study of the basic features of regional
anti-tactical ballistic missiles systems) to the U.S. Strategic
Defense Initiative Organization. Since high-tech products now account
for 40 percent of Israel's industrial exports, the rapid development
of SDI-related industries will boost economic growth.

Technological spinoffs could include new computer systems, energy
sources, communication devices, medicines, and thousands of consumer
products. SDI also will channel research funds to Israeli
universities and will help revitalize the Israeli sc1ent1f1c
community.

Israeli defense-related industries will receive contracts,
strengthening strategic and economic cooperation between Israel and
the United States. Major General David Ivry (Ret.), former Chairman of
Israel Aircraft Industries, confirmed that Israeli industry is
committed to playing a significant role in the SDI program. Such
high-tech firms and organizations as Ivry's, Technion, Tadiran,
Rafael, Elbit, El1l Op, Elisra, and the Sofek Nuclear Research Centre -
will be the likely recipients of the initial SDI subcontracts.

New opportunities in high=-tech jobs surely could prevent Israeli
scientists from leaving the country to seek opportunities in the West.
In fact, an expanded high-tech industrial base in Israel may serve to
be an attractive incentive for Jewish scientists abroad to move to
Israel. 1In a sense, the economic importance of SDI to Israel is
equally as important as the strategic benefits toward ensuring
Israel's survival.

ISRAELI CONTRIBUTIONS TO SDI

Israel can contribute substantially to the SDI effort.

Technological Innovations and Battlefield Experience

Israel leads the world in the share of its population employed in
research and development. There are approximately 300 engineers and
scientists per every 10,000 people in Israel. Israel excels in the
development of lasers, aero-mechanics, computer software, and



propulsion systems. Israel's vast battlefield experience, meanwhile,
can be of great value to SDI. Example: the development of such U.S.
weaponry as the F-16 Fighting Falcon interceptor aircraft was enhanced
by lessons Israel learned during the Lebanon war.

The Israeli Defense Forces' battle experience ranges from
remotely piloted yehicles (drones) to command, control, and
communications (C"). This could enhance development of SDI.

A Catalvst for the SDI Program

Because of the precarious nature of the Middle East, the Israelis
cannot afford long research and development time spans to move
weaponry from the drawing board to the field. The Israelis team the
military with scientists to conceive new technologies quickly. The
Israeli Weapons Acquisition Cycle, therefore, provides a quick
reaction capability and an emergency "surge" production capability.
This could catalyze the entire SDI program by accelerating its pace.

The Israeli military/industrial partnership has advantages over
the American. Since the Israeli military is small, it has a more fluid
organizational structure, and there is more room for individual
initiative in weapons proposals. Israel, moreover, need not contend
with a strong anti-national security political network. Israel's
historical experiencé dictates that military strength is the best
insurance for survival.

CONCLUSION

Deployment of a ballistic missile defense system in Israel is
feasible and necessary. An SDI system in Israel should prevent its
adversaries from contemplating attack. Such a system also could guard
against a conflict arising from an accidental launch or conventionally
armed shorter-range missiles. A joint U.S.-Israeli project, moreover,
will not only improve the SDI program with Israeli technical expertise
but produce important technical spinoffs for conventional armaments,
and it could stimulate economic growth in Israel by encouraging the
development of marketable high-technology spinoffs. Finally,
U.S.-Israeli cooperation on SDI will set a good example in
participation for Western Europe.

For both Israel and the United States, the Strategic Defense
Initiative is an opportunity and insurance policy for survival.
Recent congressional efforts to restrict SDI contracts to allies was
vigorously and successfully opposed by SDI supporters in Congress and
by the Reagan Administration. The Administration must continue to



oppose amendments designed at reducing allied support for SDI by
undermining competitive bidding on projects.

To facilitate research on a tactical ballistic missile defense
system for Israel, the U.S. should form a working group with Israel
and NATO allies to accelerate research and expedite cooperative
development not only of an ATBM system but improved air defense
systems as well. Establishing ATBM defenses in Israel and in Western
Europe would greatly reduce the chances of a successful preemptive
attack against Israeli and NATO forces. This would, in turn, deter
aggression and thereby help preserve the peace in two regions of vital
interest to the U.S.

SDI cooperation serves the interests of both the U.S. and Israel.
It strengthens U.S. and Israeli ties as well as the SDI program
itself. But clearly cooperation is most important for Israel. For the
ability to defend itself against a growing Syrian short-range
ballistic missile threat may some day be necessary for Israel's very
survival.

Prepared for The Heritage Foundation
by Charles Brooks,

an official of the Washington-based
National Jewish Coalition
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CAPITAL Wire

POLLS SUGGEST
JEWISH VOTING
PATTERNS CHANGING

Two recent opinion polls indicate a
weakening in the once-solid support given
by Jews to the Democratic Party. One
poll, conducted in early April by the New
York Times and CBS News, showed that
54 percent of Jews registered to vote
expected to vote Democrat in next year’s
presidential eleetion, while 12 percent ex-
pected to vote Republican. A poll con-
ducted earlier in the year by Richard
Wirthlin for the Republican National
Committee revealed similar results from
Jews who were asked to identify the party
they support. In that poll, 53 percent iden-
tified as Democrats, and 18 percent as
Republicans.

The results from the Wirthlin and New
York Times/CBS polls suggest a conti-
nuation of the trend demonstrated in which
Jews are increasingly willing to consider
alternatives to the Democratic Party and
its candidates. According to polling data
published in the National Survey of Amer-
ican Jewry (NSAJ), 65 percent of Jews
identified as Democrats in 1981, 59 per-
cent in 1983, and 57 percent in 1984. The
NSAJ found that Jewish support for the
GOP remained fairly constant at around
12 percent during the years in question.

The polling data are encouraging to
GOP strategists who have sought to ex-
pand their-party’s-support within-the Jew-
ish community. Although the New York
Times [ CBS poll shows Jewish support for
Republicans remaining at 12 percent, the
rise to 18 percent in such support indicated
by the Wirthlin poll and the weakening in
Jewish support for the Democrats sug-
gest expanded opportunities for the GOP
to attract Jewish support.

MEESE BARS
WALDHEIM

The Reagan administration announced
on April 27th that it has barred the Aus-
trian president, Kurt Waldheim, from en-
tering the United States. The decision was
taken in light of evidence indicating that
Waldheim was involved in war crimes dur-

ing his service as a German officer in the
Balkans during World War I1. Dr. Wald-
heim, who served two terms as the Secre-
tary General of the United Nations, had
concealed his involvement in Nazi organ-
izations and his service in the Balkans
until they were uncovered last year.

The decision was taken after the
attorney general, Edwin Meese, III,
found that a prima facie case exists
against Waldhheim. As a result, Wald-
heim’s name will be placed on a “watch
list” of people prohibited from entering
the country. Should Waldheim request
permission to do so, a hearing would be
held to determine whether or not he is
guilty of the crimes of which he is sus-
pected.

The prohibition against Dr. Waldheim
applies only to private visits. Should he
come to the United States on official
business, his diplomatic immunity would
permit him to enter the country unhin-
dered. It is thought unlikely, however,
that he will attempt to do so.

CONGRESS ACTS TO
CLOSE PLO OFFICES

An effort is under way in Congress to
close the offices maintained by the Pales-
tine Liberation Organization (PLO) in
the United States. The offices are the
PLO’s observer mission to the United
Nations in New York, and the Palestine
Information Office in Washington, D.C.

The effort is-being led-in the House-of
Representatives by Rep. Jack Kemp (R-
NY), who introduced a bill on April 29
which would make it illegal to aid, abet or
provide services to the PLO. The bill is
intended to bring about the closure of the
PLO?s offices in this country. A similar bill
is expected to be introduced shortly in the
Senate by Senators Charles Grassley (R-
Iowa) and Robert Dole (R-KS).

The Congressional action came a few
days after the Egyptian government closed
the PLO?’ offices in Cairo and Alexandria
in response to harsh PLO criticism of
Egypt for her adherence to the Camp
David Accords. The criticism was levelled
during the recent meeting in Algiers of
the Palestine National Council. Jordan
and Morocco had previously acted to
close the PLO’ offices in their capitals.

Shultz, cont’d from page 1

Soviets claim has had access to classified
material whose disclosure would dam-
age the interests of the Soviet Union.
Those falling into this category are
denied permission to emigrate although,
according to published reports, the Sov-
iets have established a new procedure by
which the Presidium of the Supreme

Soviet would consider appeals made in
“special cases”.

The wide publicity that the problem of
Soviet Jewry has received has hindered
Mr. Gorbachev’s efforts to improve his
country’s image in the West. By removing
this embarrassing issue as a point of con-
tention between the Soviets and the West,
the Kremlin hopes to reduce opposition
among Western public opinion Soviet pol-
icies.

In part, this reduction would help the
Soviets secure hard-currency loans from
the West. The decline in the price of oil
has drastically reduced the Soviets’ earn-
ings of the hard currencies which are
needed to purchase the Western technol-
ogy needed to modernize the Soviet econ-
omy.

The Soviets hope that enhancing their
image abroad will also help soften opposi-
tion in the West for Soviet foreign policy
in general. Such softening could, for ex-
ample, help put pressure on the Reagan
administration and other NATO govern-
ments to accept less-than-favorable Soviet
terms for an arms-control agreement.

It is within this context that recent
Soviet hints at higher emigration levels
and the news of more relaxed domestic
restrictions on religious practice by Jews
and others are viewed. Under the new
domestic Soviet policy towards religious
practice, the import of religious books and
other materials not deemed “anti-Soviet”
will be permitted, and religious instruction
will be allowed within synagogues. The
Soviets have also stated that new syn-
agogues will be built “where there is a
demonstrated need.”

Despite these changes, severe restric-
tions on the practice of Judaism will
remain. The teaching of Hebrew and the
holding of prayer-groups other than in
synagogues will continue to be prohibited.
Moreover, according to a senior adminis-
tration official, the Soviets have made
clear that they have “no intention of mak-
ing special rules for Jews,” adding to fears
that emigration will be cut off once the
issue of the 11,000 refuseniks has been
dealt with.
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Glasnost: A Soviet Jew

Speaks Out

On March 27, Alexander Slepak, a
Jewish emigrant from the Soviet Union,
began a seventeen-day hunger-strike in
Washington, D.C., to protest the con-
tinued refusal of Soviet authorities to per-
mit his parents, Viadimir and Maria Sle-
pak, to emigrate to Israel.

In the late 1960s, Viadimir Slepak be-
came a pioneer of the Soviet Jewry move-
ment in the Soviet Union, and was a lead-
ing member of the Helsinki Group which
monitored Soviet compliance with the
Helsinki human-rights accords. In 1970,
he requested permission to emigrate, an
action which resulted in his dismissal from
his job at a Moscow radio-television labo-
ratory, harassment at the hands of the
KG B, imprisonment and five years’ inter-
nal exile in Siberia.

In an interview with the NJC Bulletin,
Slepak’s younger son, Leonid, addressed
the plight of his father and other Soviet
Jews under the glasnost policies of the
Soviet leader, Mikhail Gorbachev.

NJC: In light of recent speculation con-
cerning improvements in the Kremlin's
policies towards Soviet Jews, what effect
do you think Mr. Gorbachev’s glasnost
policies will have on Soviet Jews?

Leonid Slepak: I consider glasnost to be
mostly a political stunt, a wide-ranging
public-relations campaign. Gorbachev
wants to change the image of the Soviet
Union, and so we see a lot of propaganda.
But in reality there have not been that
many changes: we have heard a lot of
words, but we haven't seen much in the
way of action.

Let’s consider the recent talk about
increased Jewish emigration, about how
they are going to raise the number of exit
visas to 400 per month. Of course we wel-
come the increase, but in reality, it is insig-
nificant. Look at the numbers. In 1979,
the Soviets allowed over 50,000 people a
year to leave—that is over 4000 visas per
month. So when they speak about an
increase from 100 to up to 400, it is mostly
words, not much action.

NJIC: Given your views on the matter,
then, could you address the results of the
recent trip to Moscow taken by Mr. Mor-
ris Abram [chairman of the Conference of

Presidents of Major American Jewish Or-
ganizations, and of the National Confer-
ence on Soviet Jewry] and Mr. Edgar
Bronfman [President of the World Jewish
Congress). After their trip, they announced
that the Soviet officials they had met had
indicated that there would be considerable
easing of restrictions, both on Jewish emi-
gration and on religious practice by those
Jews who remain in the Soviet Union.

Slepak: First of all, there were no promises
made. Mr. Abram and Mr. Bronfman
met Soviet officials, they raised the ques-
tion of Soviet Jewry and that’s as far as it
went. There were no definite answers,
there were no promises and no agree-
ments. The discussions seemed to deal
more with concerns over the religious and
ethnic freedom of Jews in the Soviet
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Union than with the main questions of
free emigration of Jews.

Also, the discussions of emigration dealt
with the release of 10-13,000 Jewish re-
fuseniks, and that’s as far as it went. But
we know there are up to 400,000 Jews
who would like to leave the country but
who have been afraid to seek permission
because of the fate suffered by the refuse-
niks. I'm sure everybody in the West
would welcome the release of the refuse-
niks, although I doubt that they will, in
fact, be allowed to leave. But even if they
are, I think that’s as far as it will go—the
remainder of the 400,000 will still be pre-
vented from leaving.

The Soviet Jewish community was very
disappointed about the stress on religious
freedom within the Soviet Union. This is
because, while there might be some easing,

which will contribute to the image of glas-

nost, if it does occur, it will only be very
temporary. Conditions can be eased for a

moment—until the Jackson-Vanik restric-
tions [tying Soviet trade benefits to emi-
gration levels] are dropped—and then
tightened again. For this reason, the main
concern is to get the people out, not to let
them stay even under promises that allow
them to practice their religion. That’s why
[ said that the visit was disappointing,
because the main issue was not really
discussed.

NJC: What approach would you recom-
mend that the West in general, and Jewish
communities in the West in particular,
take towards glasnost and the problem of
Soviet Jewish emigration in the coming
years?

Slepak: First of all, they have to be ex-
tremely cautious and not be misled by this
PR campaign that I mentioned before.
Because, in large part, glasnost is just a PR
campaign, and not the strong political
change it is presented as being. Simply
speaking, it is quite impossible to expect a
real democratization of the country because
its one-party system is a dictatorship. Even
if there is some melting and softening of
the inside policy, it is only superficial.
People in the West think a revolution is
occurring in the Soviet Union, but this is a
wrong assumption.

Judging from their deeds in the past, we
cannot trust the Soviets. A lot of promises
have been made, but in reality, not much
was done. So if we just take their word
that they are going to change, and we
soften the Jackson-Vanik amendment and
similar sanctions against the oppression in
the Soviet Union, we will be making
concessions— by giving them trade favors,
cultural exchanges and so on—while they
are giving nothing in return except prom-
ises. So in good faith, they have to show
that they are willing to do, if not every-
thing, then at least something.

Look at the widely-publicized new emi-
gration law that went into effect on Janu-
ary Ist: in reality, this law made the situa-
tion even worse. It’s not that the new law
did not change the situation, it made it
even worse. This law says that everybody
may leave, but when you look at the fine
print, you see that yes, you may leave, but
if and only if you have first-degree rela-
tives—parent, child, brother or sister—
living abroad. This is ridiculous. In other
words, if you do not have your siblings, if
you do not have your parents abroad,
you're stuck.

Continued, page 4
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The Pollard Affair
in Perspective

Richard J. Fox

As the flood of damaging reports and
revelations about the Pollard spy affair
begins, finally, to recede, the time has
come for all concerned with U.S.-Israel
relations to consider what mistakes were
made and what lessons may be learned. In
order to prevent a recurrence of so serious
a dispute, we must identify and openly
discuss these mistakes to ensure that they
are not repeated in the future.

To anyone who believes that strong and
close U.S.-Israel ties are in the best interest
of both countries, the Pollard affair can
only be viewed as a fiasco. Who but our
enemies has benefitted from the divisions
that have recently arisen between two
allies who have so much in common?

The first mistake, therefore, was that
which allowed this truly special relation-
ship to be placed at risk. Who made that
mistake? A month ago, the answer seemed
clear: Israel had done so by recruiting an
American citizen to spy on its closest ally.
Today, the absolute culpability ascribed to
Israel has, in the eyes of some, been mit-
igated by news that the United States had
engaged a dissident Israeli soldier to spy
on Israel during the Lebanon War. The
statement by Senator Dave Durenberger
(R-Minn.). to this effect was echoed in a
memorandum by the secretary of defense,
Caspar Weinberger, which reportedly states
that the United States routinely spies on
several of its allies, including Israel.

An old axiom holds true in this case:
two wrongs do not make a right. If the
United States did, indeed, spy on Israel,
Israel’s response should not have been to
recruit an American to do likewise against
the United States. Instead, Israel should
have ensured merely that the American
spying ceased, protesting strongly to pre-
vent its recurrence. Certainly, the Israelis
may have had other motives for staging
the operation, specifically the concern that
the United States denied Israel intelligence
data important to lsrael’s security. But no

Mr. Fox is the NJC's national chairman.

amount of data—and no degree of um-
brage taken from the U.S. operation—
could possibly justify the risks Israel took
in recruiting Pollard. As the scandal pro-
duced by Pollard’s spying attests, the op-
eration threatened to undermine a rela-
tionship whose importance to both Israel
and the United States is unequalled. Israel
simply cannot afford to offend her major
friend and ally in such a manner.
Whatever the rights and wrongs of Pol-
lard’s spying, Israel’s handling of the affair
served to perpetuate, rather than to defuse,
the crisis that ensued. Just as it seemed
that the damage from the affair was begin-
ning to be corrected, Israel compounded
the problem by adding insult to injury.

The Israeli
government has
taken steps
intended to defuse
the dispute.

Instead of allowing Pollard’s sentencing
hearing to pass as quietly as possible,
Israel announced on the eve of the hearing
that the man believed to have “operated”
Pollard—Aviem Sella—had been pro-
moted and given the command of Israel’s
second-largest air-force base.

It is hard to understand what motivated
the Israelis to take this action. That Sella
would be assigned to a new post following
his departure from the United States should
not have been a surprise: he is, after all, a
military officer on active service. But by
promoting him and giving him one of the
most prestigious and highly-visible post-
ings in the Israeli armed forces, Israel gave

the appearance—intended or not—of re-
warding Sella for his role in the Pollard
affair. At best this was a grossly insensitive
action, imcomprehensible in the context of
the strains in Israel’s relations with the
United States.

Sella has since resigned this post and
been appointed instead as lecturer at a mil-
itary college. Had he not resigned, his
presence in so important a position would
have served as a constant reminder in the
United States of the mistrust that the Pol-
lard case had created.

In addition, the Israeli government has
taken steps intended to defuse the dispute
completely. First the Knesset, and then the
government, recently established commis-
sions of enquiry into the affair. Had Israel
taken this step immediately following Pol-
lard’s arrest—instead of waiting until U.S.
pressure to do so became too strong to
resist—much of the damage that has since
occurred could have been avoided.

If the Pollard case was a fiasco, it was
one largely of Israel’s own making, not
only because Pollard was recruited in the
first place, but because the insensitive
manner in which it was handled by Israel
ensured that the controversy persisted far
longer than was necessary.

Now, finally, the affair is behind us—
U.S.-Israel relations proved strong enough
to bear the strain. This is due to the efforts
of the Reagan administration to institu-
tionalize the alliance, broadening the areas
of mutual cooperation and recognizing
Israel as the invaluable ally she is.

Were it not for these changes, the dam-
age that the Pollard case caused would
have been far more difficult to repair.
Nevertheless, in order that the special and
close relationship continue to prosper, the
commitment and goodwill on which it is
founded must continue to be demonstrated
by both sides. There is simply too much at
stake to do otherwise.
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Reagan’s Return

Max M. Fisher

For a while, all seemed to be precisely
as Ronald Reagan’s opponents said. The
President, reeling from the disclosures of
the Iran affair, weakened by the loss of the
U.S. Senate to the Democrats, and bat-
tered by the criticisms of the Tower Com-
mission, appeared to have relinquished his
role as our nation’s leader. All around, his
Democratic adversaries relished the pros-
pect of spending the last two years of the
Reagan administration undoing six years
of the Reagan revolution.

The nadir of President Reagan’s politi-
cal fortunes came with the release of the
Tower Report on February 26th. Having
been urged by the President to “tell all”
about the national-security council’s role
in the Iranian affair, the Commission did
so, sparing Mr. Reagan no criticism.

But, in Washington, political fortunes
often change as quickly as the winds. Hav-
ing read the report, and digested its find-
ings, Ronald Reagan quickly acted to re-
store his presidency to its former status.
Donald Regan, the much-maligned White
House chief of staff, departed from his
post, to be replaced by former Tennessee
Republican senator, Howard Baker.

The appointment of Baker was an act
of political genius. As a man who served
for four years as the Senate’s majority
leader, Baker is a man trusted and popular
among his former colleagues. He is also
remembered by the public for his role in
the Watergate hearings, a role which
stamped him as a man of integrity. At
once, therefore, Baker was a man who
could rebuild relations between the White
House and the Congress, as well as help
restore public confidence in the institution
of the Presidency.

This was noted by the President’s op-
ponents as an important first step in over-
coming the crisis. It was soon followed by
another “first step™ the President’s press
conference on March 19th. Despite hostile
—and often grossly disrespectful—ques-
tioning by representatives of the media,
the President was adjudged to have ac-
quitted himseif well during the conference.
His success confirmed what many already

Mr. Fisher, one of the nation’s most
distinguished Jewish leaders, is the NJC's
honorary chairman.

believed: that the worst of the Iran crisis
was far behind, and that Ronald Reagan
had resumed the role of leader.

Indeed, since the release of the Tower
Commission report, Mr. Reagan’s actions
have left little doubt that he refuses to be
the lame-duck President the Democrats
hoped he would be. The first confirmation
of the fact was the thoroughness of the
change in White House staff that accom-
panied Mr. Baker’s appointment as chief
of staff. It quickly became clear that the
appointment represented far more than
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window-dressing, and that the President
was determined to make a fresh start.

But more importantly, Mr. Reagan has
demonstrated that, in policy matters, too,
he is determined to regain the upper hand.
The first test was the Democratic attempt

in mid-March to use the Iran affair to de-
rail the President’s Central America pol-
icy. In votes in the House and the Senate,
the Democrats sought to block—or at
least to postpone—the transfer of U.S. aid
to Nicaragua’s anti-Sandinista forces, the
“contrast”. Although the House approved
a measure to do so, the Democrats’ major-
ity was not as resounding as they had
hoped. When the Senate voted on whether
to block the aid, the measure was defeated
—with the help of several southern Demo-
cratic freshmen. The Democrats were also
forced, by a Republican filibuster, to aban-
don an attempt to force a vote on an aid
moratorium.

But if in the “contra” aid vote President
Reagan succeeded in turning back a
Democratic assault en—his—poticies; his
veto of the Highway Bill showed that he
was once again on the offensive. Passed
overwhelmingly by Congress, the bill was
enormously popular with members of both
parties, not least because it permitted the
states to raise the speed limit on rural
inter-state highways.

For this reason, many believed that the
President should not have vetoed the bill,
even though he considered it as “budget-
buster”. But, against the odds, the Presi-
dent fought the bill, and was defeated.
However, the ferocity of the fight over his
veto, the fact that the Senate voted for
passage of this popular bill only on the
second attempt—and even then by only
one vote—indicate that Mr. Reagan is
back.

While some partisans may rue the Pres-
ident’s return to vigor, those who recog-
nize his contributions to the health and
strength of the nation will welcome it
unreservedly. As the pressing issues of our
day—the Strategic-Defense Initiative, arms
control, Central America and trade—are
dealt with, only a president both strong
and determined will be capable of preserv-
ing America’s interests.
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