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Jewish Jifwirs
Early in September the Bush for President Committee 

placed a Jewish New Year’s advertisement in the Anglo- 
Jewish press highlighting amongst “our concerns”: 
“Denunciation of Anti-Semitism” and “Acknowledge
ment that the tragedy of the Holocaust must never occur 
again.”

Within a few days, Jerome Malek, a high level con
fidant of George Bush, a member of the Republican 
Campaign Committee who headed the Convention 
Committee, was forced by public pressure to resign. 
Malek, who served as a personnel chief on Nixon’s staff, 
was forced to resign when it was revealed that he carried 
out President Nixon’s instructions to flush out “the Jew 
cabal” in the Federal Bureau of Labor Statistics.

During the Jewish New Year Holiday the Bush Cam
paign Committee had to face a second crisis — the 
revelation that six members of the Republican Ethnic 
Outreach Coalition serving the Bush for President cam
paign were fascists, former nazis and anti-Semites. The 
Bush Campaign Committee felt compelled to announce 
the resignation of all those named in the exposure.

In addition to Malek, these included Jerome Brentar, 
chair of the committee of Republican Party advisers to 
the country’s ethnic communities. A Croatian- 
American, Brentar is active in groups that deny that the 
Holocaust every took place.

Others who were also forced to resign had ties with 
World War II and contemporary fascist groups.

Commenting on the exposure of Malek and his res
ignation, Mary McCrory, nationally syndicated col
umnist (in The Record, Bergen County, N.J., 1/15/88) 
finds it peculiar that William Safire, NY Times col
umnist, “himself a Jew,” minimizes Malek’s crime as 
merely that of “the sin of having received nutty memos 
in the Nixon White House.” Safire, a former Nixon 
White House speech writer, and a Jewish American 
counterpart of the archconservative, William Buckley, 
finds no problem in absolving Malek and Nixon. Sa- 
fire’s class bias evidently takes precedence over any 
concern about the status and rights of Jews under anti- 
Semitic attack.

Mary McCrory found even more “shameful” and 
“astonishing” the stand of Abraham Foxman, national 
director of the Anti-Defamation League of the B’nai 
B’rith, excusing Malek’s patent anti-Semitism. Fox
man “absolved” Malek of “animus, bigotry or pre- 
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judice” on ground that he was merely carrying out 
Nixon’s orders. Abraham Foxman accepted Malek’s 
defense that he was merely “carrying out the instruc
tions of the individual who had some of these feelings. ”

For tactical reasons Malek and Bush concluded that 
Foxman’s defense of Malek would not assuage Jewish 
Americans and other American voters so they arranged 
for Malek to resign from his post on the Republican 
National Committee. Bush then made it clear that it was 
a tactical maneuver when he praised Malek as “a most 
honorable man without a trace of bigotry.” Hypocriti
cally, Bush continued: “I condemn any vestiges of anti- 
Semitism, prejudice and bigotry and, I believe, so does 
Fred Malek.” So the question remains then, “Why was 
Malek removed from his post?”

For his position on Malek, Foxman was sharply re
buked by Mary McCrory in a Washington Post article, 
Sept. 13, stating that she never thought she would see the 
day when the director of the Anti-Defamation League of 
the B’nai B’rith would offer the Nuremberg defense in 
support of someone who committed an anti-Semitic act.

Foxman informed a battery of reporters of the Anglo- 
Jewish press concerned about his stand that his position 
was misinterpreted, stating: “I’m glad that Malek is out 
. . . What I said was that [Malek] was flawed and lacked 
courage, but I would not punish him for that.”

Basically Foxman pursued the line of the leadership 
and not necessarily the membership of the B’nai B’rith. 
The ADL position, is that anti-Semitism primarily 
emanates from the left, that is the ‘ ‘new anti-Semitism, ’ ’ 
a position reflecting the class bias of the B’nai B’rith 
leadership.

In defense of Malek, Nixon and Bush, Foxman went 
into a tirade against the Rev. Jesse Jackson for his 
“Hymietown” remark of the 1984 for which the Rev. 
Jackson apologized. Foxman stated that “Malek is 
flawed but should I punish him for the rest of his life ... 
what he did was not so horrendous. ’ ’ Foxman, revealing 
his political leanings in the election, continued.: “I am 
not going to call Mr. Malek a bigot because someone on 
the other side wants to use it for political purposes.”

However, reflecting the deep concern of the majority 
of Jewish Americans, responsible leaders like Albert 
Vorspan, executive vice-president of the Union of 
American Hebrew Congregations, the largest of the 
religious denominations in the Jewish American com
munity, sharply attacked Malek and severely criticized 
Bush for appointing Malek as deputy chairman of the 
Republican National Committee.

Vorspan’s position was echoed by Jewish congress
men. Referring to Malek, Congressman Barney Frank 
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stated: “The idea that he is not an anti-Semite himself 
but is only helping somebody else to be an anti-Semite 
doesn’t make me feel better.”

Congressman Charles E. Schumer asserted sharply: 
“The moral clock is ticking for the Bush campaign. 
Thinking people across the country are waiting to sec 
how quickly he purges his campaign of anti-Semites, 
hatemongers and those who allowed them to have roles 
in the race for the White House.”

Class interests took precedence over concern for the 
impact of anti-Semitism when the millionaire industrial
ist, Max Fisher, honorary chairman of the Bush cam
paign’s National Jewish Campaign Committee, said 
about Malek: “There’s not a bit of bias in him.”

Smarting from the widening criticism of his position, 
Foxman felt compelled to level some criticism at the 
Bush Campaign Committee on the question of the anti- 
Semites and fascists who were forced out of the Republi
can Ethnic Outreach Committee. Foxman criticized the 
committee position that the five had resigned although 
the evidence against them was “not sufficient."

However, Rabbi Alexander Schindler, president of 
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations, took a 
more principled position charging that “These state
ments are obviously an attempt by Bush to mollify the 
Jewish community and the extremists in his ow’n ranks. ’ ’

It should be noted by people across the land and 
especially by New Y orkers, that the honorary’ head of the 
Republican Nationalities Commission, from which the 
fascists and anti-Semites had to resign, is US Senator 
Alfonse D’Amato. His only comment about this is that 
he is “deeply embarrassed.”

Bush’s lack of concern about anti-Semitism in the 
Reagan White House reveals itself in his silence about 
the fact that President Reagan recently appointed as his 
liaison to the Jewish community, Benjamin Waldman, 
press secretary to the neo-conservative anti-Semitic 
Evangelist Pat Robertson when he ran for the pres
idency.

Jewish Americans are now paying closer attention to 
the manifestations of anti-Semitism in the Bush cam
paign. At the recently held convention of the B’nai 
B’rith, whose leadership tilts towards Bush, the 1200 
delegates from around the country gave greater applause 
to Dukakis and greeted him more warmly after he and 
Bush addressed them.

Conservative Anglo-Jewish papers are paying close 
attention to the existence of anti-Semites in the lead
ership of the Republican Party. It was this press that 
uncovered much of the truth. The Jewish Telegraphic 
Agency, a worldwide news service, has concluded that
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the overwhelming majority of the Jewish voters would 
support Dukakis. The estimate is worthy of note but 
reality will require much effort yet in voter registration 
campaigns and bringing voters to the polls to overcome 
voter disaffection with the candidates.

The recent exposure of the anti-Semites and nazis in 
the Republican leadership must be seen as a serious 
threat to the rights of our multi-national, multi-racial 
people and not alone to the Jewish Americans unless 
Bush is decisively defeated in the November elections.

There is yet time to mount an effective campaign by 
the all-people’s coalitions to keep the anti-semites and 
their defenders out of the White House and the Con
gress.
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Jewish-Americans In The 1980s
Though Jews make up only about 2.5% of the popula

tion, their concentration in major urban centers means 
that the Jewish vote can have a substantial impact in 
some critical areas. Almost half of all Jewish-Americans 
live in the corridorthat extends from Boston to Washing
ton, with populations ranging from 100,000 in Balti
more, to 300,000 in Philadelphia, to 1.7 million in 
downstate New York. Other major Jewish centers are 
around Los Angeles (600,000), Miami (360,000), Chi
cago (250,000), West Palm Beach (100,000), Cleveland 
and Detroit (75,000 each). Jewish-Americans account 
for close to 5% of the total population in Florida, Mary
land, Massachusetts, and New Jersey, and over 10% in 
New York. (Figures are taken from the American Jewish 
Yearbook, American Jewish Committee, 1987).

Important changes in the socioeconomic status of 
Jews have taken place over the past 20 years. While data 
is hard to come by, a few general points can be made.

In the first place, there has been a dramatic decline in 
the number of Jews owning small businesses, an econo-
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Since the beginning of the Presidential nomination 
campaigns last year, great attention has been paid to the 
role of Jewish-Americans in the elections of 1988. Most 
coverage has focused on two areas: the relationship 
between Jews and Afro-Americans, and the Middle East 
conflict, both usually raised in the context of the Jesse 
Jackson campaign. Yet most of what has been written is 
flawed, since it has been designed to reinforce set con
viction and/or stereotypes, rather than to make an objec
tive evaluation of Jewish-American thought patterns and 
actions. There has been a widespread unwillingness to 
look beyond the statements of a few self-appointed 
“spokesmen” (yes, men!) in order to understand the 
true shape of the Jewish community.

But such an evaluation must be made, in order to 
understand the role that Jewish-Americans can play in 
the 1988 elections. And it is precisely because of the 
superficial coverage that we must begin with a brief look 
at the structure of the Jewish population, current polls 
and survey data. Only then can we make projections 
which will be based on reality, rather than founded on an 
uncritical acceptance of the portrayal offered by the 
mass media and conservative Jewish community 
leaders.
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mic category that once accounted for a great number of 
Jewish-Americans. There has also been a sizeable de
cline in the percentage of Jewish workers, except among 
the young. On the other hand, there has been a dramatic 
increase in the number of salaried professionals. What 
appears to be happening is that Jewish workers and small 
business owners at the upper end of the age scale are 
leaving the work force, while the Jewish-American be
tween the ages of 35 and 65 are, to a large extent, 
professional and semiprofessional employees, rather 
than independent professionals. Younger Jews, mean
while, are finding greater difficulty in obtaining adv
anced educations and the professional jobs their parents 
have held.

Secondly, the number of working Jewish women has 
risen dramatically. There is some evidence to indicate 
that the decline in the proportion of Jewish workers 
would be even greater (except, as noted, among the 
younger Jews), were it not for the growing number of 
Jewish women clerical workers and other office em
ployees. Thus, the concerns of Jewish-American work
ers are, as with other groups of workers, increasingly 
becoming the concerns of women workers.

Finally, the Jewish-American population is an aging 
one, both because of a low birth rate among Jews and 
because of a decline in Jewish self-identification among 
younger Jews. There are growing numbers of older 
Jews, many of whom are deeply affected by changes in 
social insurance programs such as Medicare and Social 
Security. Indeed, a Seattle study in 1983 showed that 
almost half of single-person elderly Jewish households 
had an income of under $7,000. For a significant number 
of Jewish-Americans, especially older workers and 
small business owners, retirement means a fall into 
poverty.

The economic disasters of Reagonomics have, there
fore, had a twofold impact on Jewish-Americans, as 
government cutbacks in social spending have hit both 
Jewish consumers of services (the elderly, working 
women with children) and Jewish professional and semi- 
professional employees whose jobs are on the line when 
the government budgets are cut (teachers, social work
ers, etc.). This, the growing monopoly pressure on small 
business, and the “deprofessionalization” of a number 
of job categories, have had a serious effect on Jewish- 
American hopes for the future. The relatively indepen
dent social base of small business owners and self-and 
government-employed professionals is being in
creasingly narrowed, and Jewish-Americans are more 
and more subject to the same trends that affect other
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Americans.
Jewish-American Voting Patterns

For most of the 20th century. Jewish-Americans have 
given their votes to Democratic Presidential candidates 
by large margins. The highest vote for a Republican was 
registered in 1956, when 40% of Jewish voters sup
ported Eisenhower’s reelection. Democratic votes have 
ranged from a low of 46% (Carter in 1980) to a high of 
90% (Roosevelt in 1944, Johnson in 1964). It is interest
ing to note that when liberal or progressive third-party 
candidates have run, they have attracted Jewish voters 
(15% for Henry Wallace in 1948. the same for John 
Anderson in 1980); thus, a drop in Democratic votes has 
not always translated into increased support for Republi
cans.

This voting behavior has translated into a consistent 
Jewish “differential,” a margin of difference between 
general electorate Democratic votes and Jewish Demo
cratic votes, that has ranged from 18% to 36%. Below is 
a chart of Jewish-American Presidential voting from 
1948 to 1984.
(19-) 48 52 56 60 64 68 72 76 80
Dem. 75% 64% 60% 82% 90% 81% 65% 72% 46% 
other 15% (Wallace)
Rep. 10% 36% 40% 18% 10% 17% 35% 28% 39%

Neo-conservative writers have spent much energy 
trying to prove that Jewish voting patterns have shifted 
to the right. But their case generally rests on use of the 
1960 election as a baseline for calculation, and then 
arguing that the Jewish Republican vote grew signifi
cantly during the 1970s. This argument ignores earlier 
patterns established during the 1950s. One may with 
more justice argue that the Jewish Republican vote de
clined from its “normal” level during the 1960s, a 
period of social polarization and relatively clear alterna
tives, and essentially resumed its previous level during 
the 1970s and 80s. More importantly, as liberal Jewish 
writer Leonard Fein observes, Jewish voting does not 
take place in a vacuum. Jewish-American voters move 
in the same direction as the overall electorate, but in a 
“tilted” fashion, attenuated when the move is toward 
the Republican, exaggerated when it is toward the 
Democrat.

Data is scarcer on the state and local level, but the 
“differential" appears to apply here as well; between 
1960 and 1980 it amounted to about 20%. In the 1986 
Congressional elections. Democratic candidates re
ceived 52% of the general electorate’s votes, while the 
Jewish vote for Democrats was 70%. Some examples 
can be seen in the following elections: Cranston (CA)—
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51 % general, 80% Jewish; Graham (FL)—55% general, 
76% Jewish; Mark Green (NY)—42% general, 66% 
Jewish; Bradley (CA gubernatorial)—38% general, 
63% Jewish. Finally, in 1987, when only 10% of white 
Catholics and 25% of white Protestants voted for Harold 
Washington in his mayoral reelection campaign, 48% of 
Jewish voters supported the mayor.

Leonard Fein captures the essence of Jewish- 
American voting behavior in this way:

“[I]f we look more closely, we learn that while Jews 
think Democrats are good, they think liberal Democrats 
are even better; in party primaries pitting a liberal Demo
crat against a centrist or conservative Democrat, it is 
almost invariably the liberal who wins the lion’s share of 
the Jewish vote. And when, as sometimes happens, an 
election pits a liberal Republican against a conservative 
Democrat, the Democratic share of the Jewish vote 
drops dramatically.” (Where Are We?, 1988, p. 230)

Jewish Americans And The Issues
The basic motivation for this voting behavior is the 

tendency of Jews to support progressive positions on 
issues, with the exception of the Middle East (about 
which more later). Jews consistently place themselves 
on the “liberal” or progressive wing of the political 
spectrum. In fact, despite the continued relative afflu
ence of American Jews as a whole, this tendency has 
actually increased somewhat in recent years. Thus, this 
year, 41% of Jewish-American surveyed described 
themselves as “liberal” (up from 35% in 1984), while 
only 17% described themselves as “conservative” 
(down from 24% in 1984).

Where Jewish-American opinion has been separated 
out in issue-oriented polling, the results have generally 
been clear. In 1984, a poll of Jews showed 87% in favor 
of equal rights for gays and lesbians, 81% for govern
ment aid for abortions, 84% in favor of a nuclear freeze, 
and 70% in opposition to a moment of silent meditation 
in public schools. The same survey also reported 70% in 
favor of affirmative action (though whether the defini
tion included numeric goals and time tables, and applied 
to education and/or hiring and/or promotion was not 
stated in the published results). This behavior holds true 
even as higher income levels, where one would expect 
more reactionary views to prevail. Thus, a 1984 study of 
Jewish Community “young leaders” (activists in main
stream organizations, 63% of whom held postgraduate 
degrees and 35% with family incomes greater than 
$75,000 a year) showed them in favor of more govern
ment spending foreducation (83%), government aid for 
abortions (72%), more spending on welfare programs
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(56%), more spending on health care for the poor (54%), 
and in favor of cuts in military spending (63%).

The reasons for these signs of continued liberal and 
progressive sentiment, even among sectors of the Jewish 
bourgeoisie, seem to be two-fold. In the first place, more 
Jewish-Americans see a pluralistic, diverse society in 
which equal opportunity and respect for minority rights 
are institutionalized, as a necessary condition for Jewish 
survival and well-being. Secondly, almost half of the 
80% of Jews who said that being Jewish was “very 
important” in their own lives in arecent survey cited “a 
commitment to social equality” as being the trait most 
important to their Jewish identity; that is, continuing to 
identify as a Jew is important to them, and being com
mitted to social equality is the defining feature of being 
Jewish. This is especially interesting because the survey 
made a conscientious effort to include “unaffiliated” 
Jews (those with no membership in a synagogue or 
Jewish community organization), an indication that 
these beliefs have been internalized, rather than being 
“playbacks” of regularly-heard messages from reli
gious leaders of Jewish institutions.

Jewish-Americans And The Jackson Campaign
Given this general outline, the most important excep

tion to the progressive pattern has been Jewish response 
to the candidacy of Jesse Jackson. In New York, Jackson 
was able to gain only about 9% of the Jewish vote, and 
no more than double that anywhere in the country. This 
poor showing can be attributed to the effectiveness of an 
extensive smear campaign against Jackson directed with 
great intensity at Jewish voters, and the inability of the 
campaign to develop a counter-strategy capable of neut
ralizing the slander and hostility in a clear way.

The assault of Jackson and the Rainbow Coalition 
rested on three bases—an attempt to stir up general 
racism among Jews, a focus on the so-called ‘ ‘Farrakhan 
question” and past insensitivity to Jewish concerns on 
Jackson’s part, and Jackson’s principled position on the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Each of these three areas 
needs to be examined separately.

Certainly it should come as no surprise that the racism 
of the ruling class and its influence on white Americans 
finds a reflection among Jewish-Americans as well. 
Despite support given by Jews to the civil rights strug
gle, including the fight for affirmative action, racism 
continues to infect Jewish-Americans, and especially 
the leadership of some Jewish organizations, as well as 
some prominent Jews such as New York’s mayor, the 
loathsome Ed Koch. The dangerous concept that the 
struggle against racism has been won on the level of civil

Jewish Affairs



Jewish-Americans And The Middle East

Once these concerns had been raised, it was easy for 
reactionary Jewish leaders to pound away at them, 
undermining the progressive position of Jews by inces
santly reminding them of the weaknesses and problems 
that had been revealed, while ignoring Jackson’s apolo
gy and concrete efforts to improve his relationship with 
Jewish-Americans. As Mike Hirsch and Lawrence Bush 
recently wrote, “[tjowards Jackson, however, many in 
the Jewish community have been suspiciously unforgiv
ing, flinging scorn far beyond the justified reprobation 
that his gratuitous 1984 Hymietown remark warranted.. 
. despite Jackson’s growth, many Jews count him as an 
enemy, even while they extend forgiveness to Christian 
fundamentalists and other truly dangerous character.” 
(“Progressive Jews and the Jackson Campaign,” in 
Genesis 2, Spring 1988, p.44). In the same article, 
Hirsch and Bush cite Al Vorspan, an important leader 
among Reform Jews, who points out that the focus on 
anti-Semitic attitudes among Black Americans serves to 
“justify disengagement and withdrawal from the social 
scene” (ibid.).

Though many progressive Jews worked in Jackson’s 
campaign, and though Jewish-Americans for Jackson 
groups were formed in several cities, the Jackson cam
paign never developed an effective strategy to neutralize 
the hostility and regain the offensive in making a clear 
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rights has played a role in the Jewish Community, where 
the economic aspects of racist oppression have not al
ways been clearly seen. Still, this can only be part of the 
answer, since Jewish-americans have tended to be more 
supportive of Afro-American candidates in other elec
tions not less so.

Part of the difference surely lies in the association 
with Jackson of Louis Farrakhan, strongly emphasized 
and overplayed by the media, but sometimes insuffi
ciently rebutted by the Jackson campaign in 1984. The 
“Farrakhan factor” has played an important role in 
providing a cover for racism. His prominence in the 
coverage of the 1984 campaign, where he attempted to 
hijack the Jackson constituency for narrow, nationalist 
ends helped to “legitimize” the under current of racism 
that affects Jewish-American evaluations of Jesse Jack- 
son. Some progressive Jews, who had openly de
nounced the racist anti-Arab raving of the Jewish fascist 
Meir Kahane, could not understand Jackson’s refusal to 
denounce Farrakhan himself while condemning Far- 
rakhan’s ideas. Too, the “Hymietown” slur caused 
concern among Jewish-Americans, naturally sensitive 
to anti-Jewish stereotypes as a warning sign of potential 
anti-Semitism.

appeal to Jewish-American voters. Ironically, some 
campaign strategists (and rank-and-filers as well) 
seemed to take the word of reactionary Jewish leaders 
that right wing Zionist ideology and antipathy toward 
Jackson and Blacks generally is too deeply rooted 
among Jewish-Americans to be successfully challenged. 
This was especially true with regard to the third facet of 
the attack of Jackson and the Rainbow—support for 
Palestinian self-determination.

A fundamental reason for the attack on Jackson was 
the need seen by imperialist and Zionist forces to block 
adoption by the Democrats of an approach to the Middle 
East conflict that would take into account the legitimate 
rights of the Palestinian people in their national struggle. 
The focus here was an attempt to reinforce in Jewish- 
American eyes the link between anti-Semitic attitudes 
and expressions, and support for a just settlement of the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict, one based on the rights of 
both Israeli Jews and Palestinian Arabs to self- 
determination. Because Jewish-Americans, have often 
been seen (both by conservative Jewish leaders, the 
mass media, and some forces on the left) as a single- 
minded, single-issue constituency, it is important to 
analyze the deep concern shown by Jewish-Americans 
for Israel, and new attitudes that are growing among 
Jews towards the Middle East conflict

The first point to be made is to differentiate between 
Jewish-Americans and the pro-Israel lobby and political 
action committees (PACs). The PACs and the lobby 
mobilize a large amount of money, single-mindedly 
devoted to supporting the most hawkish candidates on 
Middle East issues. Many major donors, as well as 
supporters of the lobby (AIPAC, the American Israel 
Public Affairs Committee, is a lobby, and not a fund- 
raising PAC), are not Jewish, but see support for Israel 
as an investment in the role that Israel plays in support
ing U.S. interests in the region. Most of the PAC money- 
comes from a narrow donor base, with contributors 
giving hundreds of thousands, or even millions of dol 
lars (and this is increasingly true of direct contribution 
to Israel as well). Further, the PACs have demonstrate* 
little ability to mobilize Jewish voters in support c 
favored candidates when they are generally conservativ- 
or reactionary. This explains the tremendous effort ma J 
over the years to identify being "pro-Israel" with beir- 
liberal. PAC support of generally bad candidate 
appears to simply have the effect of reducing the Jewis
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principles of messianism, extreme nationalism and reli
gious fundamentalism, “all traits rejected by most Jew- 
ish-Americans. Pointing to “potential alienation” from 
Israel of American and other Jews. Siegman said that 
“[t)he implications of that emerging political culture is 
one that the leaders of American Jewish Federations, of 
the United Jewish Appeal and, not least, of our cultural 
institutions would do well to ponder.” (“The Future of 
Israel-Diaspora Relations,” Jewish Currents, July- 
August 1988, p. 15).

Needless to say, this process of reconsideration and 
growing independence from Zionist ideology will not 
complete itself overnight. One important sign of the 
limits of the changes that have taken place so far is the 
distinction which many Jews draw between the legitima
cy of Jewish-American criticism of Israel (which they 
increasingly support), and the “suspect” nature of non- 
Jewish criticism, even when it is framed in identical 
terms. This attitude, which asserts a privileged role for 
Jewish-American in shaping U.S. policy toward Israel, 
goes far in explaining the unwillingness of Jewish- 
Americans to support Jackson, together with the reasons 
cited earlier. As a manifestation of chauvinism, it must 
be creatively and tenaciously fought, especially by left 
and progressive Jews.

Jewish-Americans And 
The Anti-Reaganite Coalition

To summarize, then, we can say that, while Jewish- 
Americans continue on the whole to support a close 
relationship between U.S. and Israel, and to show a high 
degree of support for and identification with Israel, there 
is a growing sector which is increasingly vocal in its 
opposition to the occupation, in support of a negotiated 
settlement with the PLO, and rethinking the ideological 
subservience to Israel which has characterized much of 
Jewish-American thinking in the past. Beyond the issue 
of the Middle East, Jewish-Americans continue, as they 
have been in the past, to be among the most consistent 
supporters of progressive, pro-people approaches to the 
problems that will confront the U.S. as it moves into the 
1990s.

As the critical November, 1988 elections approach, 
then, it would be a foolish mistake to write off Jewish- 
Americans, and even the organized Jewish community 
as participants in the growing anti-Reaganite coalition. 
This is especially true because of the need not only to 
replace Reaganism in the White House, but to elect the 
strongest possible majority for jobs, peace and justice in 
the Congress. In the New York, California, New Jersey,
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vote “differential” mentioned above, rather than actual
ly reversing Jewish voting patterns.

Secondly, the Palestinian uprising, the brutal Israeli 
response, and the tactical differences emerging within 
U.S. ruling circles and between the two main political 
blocs in Israel has led to some shifts in Jewish-American 
opinion on the Middle East. So too has the growing 
rejection in substance, if not in name, of Zionism on the 
part of many Jews. A study conducted at the end of 
March gives important evidence that a sizeable and 
growing portion of the Jewish population is rethinking 
Israeli policy, the U.S.-Israeli relationship, and their 
own connection to Israel.

The survey, conducted by the Los Angeles Times, 
noted that Jews are ‘ ‘evenly split” on whether criticism 
of Israel by Jews should be made public, with unaffili- 
ated (58%) and younger (60%) Jews most clearly sup
porting the legitimacy of public criticism. Only 20% 
were in favor of increasing aid to Israel; 38% felt that 
“the recent treatment of Palestinians by the Israeli gov
ernment” played a “very large” or “fairly large” part 
in determining their feelings about Israel. A surprising 
(and encouraging) 41% felt that there is an element of 
racism involved in the Israeli attitude towards Arabs.

On some critical issues, the results are also surprising 
and hopeful. 28% of Jews surveyed believe that Israel’s 
“poor image” is attributable to unacceptable Israeli 
actions, while an additional 14% think it is the result of 
both unacceptable actions and bad public relations. 60% 
favor an international peace conference along the lines 
proposed by U.S. Secretary of State George Shultz and 
Israeli Foreign Minister Shimon Peres. 65% said Israeli 
attitudes must change in order to bring peace in the 
Middle East. 27% said that the policies of Israel have, 
over the last several years, become less acceptable to 
them. 29% said that the U.S. should talk to the PLO. The 
same percentage supported a “homeland” for the 
Palestinians, with 45% favoring increased Palestinian 
autonomy. ’

Thus, a substantial constituency exists among Jewish- 
Americans for progressive Jewish organizations such as 
New Jewish Agenda and, more broadly, for forces such 
as the Rainbow Coalition which support the creation of 
an independent Palestinian state alongside Israel. There 
is increasing disenchantment with the brutal Israeli 
occupation of the West Bank and Gaza, and with the 
increasingly obvious reactionary character of Israeli 
leadership. In a recent article, Henry Siegman, Execu
tive Director of the American Jewish Congress, warned 
that Israeli political culture is increasingly “shaped by 
Page 8
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The Israeli Elections
by J. Lipski

The last session of the 11th Knesset has come to a 
close and, in fact, the election campaign toward the 12th 
Knesset has already started. The 11th Knesset has not 
succeeded in persuading the Israeli government to con
duct a policy that would bring peace nearer. Not with
standing the many predictions and political crises, the 
Knesset has ended its cadence and the government of 
“national unity” also terminates its existence un
harmed. One of the negative decisions adopted by the 
Knesset was a law that makes it possible to bring to court 
Israeli citizens who meet with Palestinian PLO activists. 
On the basis of this law, the authorities have put on trial 
four peace activists who were convicted for having held 
a public peace meeting with Palestinian leaders in 
Rumania.

Let us point out on this occasion, that the 11th Knes
set, like it predecessors, has not succeeded in the rati
fication of the extremist clerical, reactionary law defin
ing “Who is a Jew?”, by which the entire monopoly of 
managing the daily life of the Israeli Jew—marriage, 
divorce, conversion—would have been ruled by the 
Israeli Rabbinate. This law would have deepened the rift 
with the majority of American Jewry who belong to the 
Reform religious denomination.

During the last session of the Knesset, resolutions 
were adopted to separate municipal elections from the 
elections to the Knesset. The Knesset has also adopted a 
very important decision from the moral point of view, 
that Knesset deputies must not have other occupations 
besides their parliamentary activities. This step will help 
to clean the atmosphere in the country, because there 
were Knesset members who used their position in the 
Knesset for their personal occupations. At the same time 
the Knesset rejected proposals to change the present 
democratic proportional representation election law.

As I indicated, the election campaign has already 
started. The parties have already elected the candidates 
who are to run on their respective lists. In previous 
years, the candidates were elected by the leadership of 
the parties. This time the election of the candidates took 
place at meetings of the central committees that are large 
forums with thousands of members. The elections in the 
big parties have become real festivals. Unfortunately, no 
political issues were raised during the campaign for 
electing the various party candidates who presented their 
candidacies for the Knesset. No debates took place on 
the burning questions of war and peace, on the uprising
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Pennsylvania and Illinois arenas, among others, Jew- 
ish-Americans have an important role to play in oppos
ing those who would carry on Reagan’s policies in the 
absence of their chief.

Where Communists and other left or anti-monopoly 
candidates run, a clear and principled approach to U.S. 
policy in the Middle East must be taken. We can stress 
our support for a “two-state” (Israel and Palestine) 
solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, based upon 
the rights of both peoples to self-determination. Com
munist support for the existence of the state of Israel, not 
simply as a fact which must be acknowledged, but on the 
basis of self-determination of the Israeli Jewish people, 
ought to be made clear, as should our opposition to 
reactionary Arab regimes such as Jordan’s and Saudi 
Arabia’s. It is, of course, vital that our main focus must 
be on supporting an end to the Occupation and the 
fulfillment of Palestinian rights under the leadership of 
the PLO; indeed, we need to underline our support for all 
the forces of peace and progress in the region.

By showing an intelligent, realistic and fundamental
ly just approach to the Middle East issue, one which 
addresses the real needs of the region’s peoples, we can 
maximize the demonstrated potential of Jewish- 
American voters to support independent and progressive 
candidates, by neutralizing the biggest area of concern 
blocking support from Jewish-Americans, and pointing 
the way to a better future for our country and for the 
world.



of the Palestinians, on the grave economic situation. In 
both of the principal parties—the Labor Alignment and 
the Likud—the discussions had a personal or group 
character.

At this opportunity a series of quite characteristic 
phenomena have appeared. On the list of candidates of 
the Alignment, several personalities are included who 
are known as political “doves,” such as Liova Eliav, 
Nissim Zvili, Nayim Ramon—but at the same time one 
has to note the failure of a “dovish” personality like 
Abba Eban who calls for a political solution of the 
Israeli-Arab conflict. It is quite characteristic that the 
leading figure in the election campaign of the Alignment 
is Ezer Weizmann, whose attitude is prominently * ‘dov
ish,” and who had directed the previous election cam
paign of the Likud . . .

However, some people in the Alignment were fright
ened by the “doveish” image that might be harmful to 
the party because of the growing “hawkish” atmos
phere in the country. There are some big “hawks” in the 
Alignment list, like cabinet minister Nehamkin, who 
opposes any compromise, and even suggested placing as 
the top candidate of the Alignment Yitzhak Rabin who 
has gained sympathy among the right-wing circles be
cause of his policy of oppression against the Palesti
nians. We have to admit that some opinion polls do not 
predict a success for the Alignment or foretell a balance 
with the Likud. Instead of presenting to the voters a clear 
peace program, the Alignment and Likud leaders con
duct a discussion on who is more consistent in opposing 
negotiations with the Palestinian PLO and the withdraw
al from the occupied territories and who rejects more 
consistently the establishment of a Palestinian state 
alongside the State of Israel . . .

The Alignment leaders have recently criticized Y. 
Shamir, because he suggested, during his visit in Ruma
nia, granting autonomy to the Palestinian inhabitants. Y. 
Shamir denied these allegations sharply, criticizing the 
Alignment leaders for their readiness to withdraw from 
the occupied territories. The Likud leaders, on their part, 
are afraid of their competitors from the Right. “Hate- 
hiyah,” headed by Geulah Cohen, has published an 
appeal: “Break the Palestinian uprising now!” They 
criticize at the same time Yitzhak Rabin—for to them he 
is soft. They suggest a series of much stronger means of 
oppression, such as more deportations, more arrests, 
blowing up more houses, more shooting. . . . Will they 
succeed by these measures to end the uprising? And 
what is most important: Will they succeed thereby to end 
the hatred and bring friendship? . . .
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Unfortunately, still more extremist groups have 
emerged like “Tsomet,” “Moledet”—headed by for
mer army officers who simply call for expelling from the 
country all Arabs by means of a “Transfer.” These 
groups compete with the racist Kahane. ... At the same 
time, the religious parties have also become more ex
tremist in addition to their religious fanaticism. They 
may also have an important impact on the elections to the 
12th Knesset, that might become more extremist, more 
anti-Arab and result in a stronger trend for keeping the 
“Whole Land of Israel.”

However, at the same time it is also important to point 
to the growth of the forces of reason. Moshe Amirav, 
who called for talks with Palestinians and for estab
lishing a Palestinian state, has been expelled from the 
extremist right-wing “Herat” central committee. The 
well-known head of the Gush Etzyon Yeshivah, Rabbi 
Yehuda Amital, founded a new religious party as a 
protest against the move of the religious parties toward 
the Right. This new party calls for a political solution, 
emphasizing that “the first command for Jews is the 
holiness of the people, not the holiness of the land,” 
which means not the “Whole Land of Israel.” Two 
religious groups— “Oz Leshalom” and “Netivot Sha
lom”—organized on Tisha Be’av a symposium of 
“soul-searching,” pointing out that it is vital to concen
trate on political, not on a military conception. . . . The 
racist followers of Rabbi Kahane staged a counter
demonstration, shouting: “Oz Veshalom”—“Traitors 
with skullcaps.”

The “Peace Now” movement organized an impress
ive meeting with Palestinian activists of the occupied 
territories who pointed to the real and concrete possibili
ties of establishing peace. The parties of “Ratz,” 
“Mapam,” the Jewish-Arab “Haddash’Tist (with the 
Communists at its center) have strengthened their activi
ties on the eve of the elections. Will they increase their 
strength in the 12th Knesset? And will they create a 
force, together with the doves of the Alignment and of 
other groups, to make a change in policy?

Some phenomena reflect such a trend. The Arab 
Knesset deputy of the Labour Party, Dahausheh, has left 
the Labour Party, because he disagreed with its present 
policy. He has formed a party of his own, demanding the 
establishment of a Palestinian state. Another Arab Knes
set member, Mohammed Watad of Mapam, decided to 
join the Jewish-Arab Haddash list. He called for a vote 
for this list which points to a way toward peace and for 
Israeli consent for participation in an international con
ference under UN auspices. Many new voices are raised
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Reprinted from a brochure by 
the U.S. Peace Council

The Nuclear Shadow: 
Israel’s Atomic Arsenal

in various circles that understand the dangers that 
threaten Israel if it keeps the occupied territories, if it 
wants to rule one and a half million Palestinians whose 
uprising has demonstrated their determined resistance 
against the occupation regime. In the course of the eight 
months since the outbreak of the Palestinian revolt, the 
illusionary widespread opinion, that the territories have 
strengthened Israel’s security and that there is nobody 
with whom one can negotiate, have proved to be un
founded.

The Jewish-Arab peace forces are mobilizing their 
activists in the election campaign to show the historical 
possibilities leading toward a peace that is vital for Israel 
and for the Arab peoples. The atmosphere world-wide is 
against using military options and for solving problems 
by way of negotiations. The organized Israeli Arab 
population is an important bridge between Israel and the 
surrounding Arab peoples and the Palestinians for 
reaching an understanding and peace. From this point of 
view, the Jewish-Arab Haddash list (with the Commun
ist Party at its center), supported by the majority of the 
Arab populaion and Jewish democratic forces who are 
against the occupation, is an important factor in the 
election campaign to the 12th Knesset.

Let us hope that in the elections to the 12th Knesset the 
forces of peace and democracy will become stronger and 
that they will succeed in persuading the new govern
ment, to be established after the elections, to use the new 
developments in the world, in the region and in the Arab 
countries, to take the only possible way of negotiations 
for establishing peace, securing Israel’s existence, open
ing wide horizons for the upbuilding and development of 
the State of Israel in a region of peace and peaceful 
cooperation. 

In Memory of
MANNY BROWNSTEIN

Fighter for Labor, 
Peace and Socialism 
Dedicated builder of
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One of the most dangerous aspects of Israeli policy 
since the 1960s has been the development of a nuclear 
weapons arsenal that makes it the world's sixth largest 
nuclear power—and the only one whose arsenal and 
production capacity operate outside of all nuclear arms 
control, non- proliferation and inspection agreements.

The roots of the program lie in a secret agreement 
signed with France in 1957, following two earlier agree
ments on nuclear energy cooperation with France and 
the United States. It is believed that the secret agreement 
involved the supply of a large reactor, built at Dimona in 
the northern Negev desert in the early 1960s. blueprints 
for a fuel reprocessing facility which allows the extrac
tion of plutonium (the key ingredient in nuclear 
weapons), development support for the Jericho I guided 
missile (range 260 miles) and access to French nuclear 
weapons testing data.

Though an Israeli Committee for the Denuclearization 
of the Israeli-Arab Conflict was founded by scholars and 
scientists in 1961, the debate it provoked over the crea
tion of a nuclear-free zone in the Middle East petered out 
in the period before the 1967 war in the face of continued 
denials by the government that it was producing nuclear 
weapons. Meanwhile, the nuclear weapons program 
continued, though at an apparently reduced level. 
Efforts were made, and almost certainly successfully, to 
acquire illicit weapons grade materials, most notably 
through the diversion of material from the Nuclear Mate
rials and Equipment Corporation in the early 1960s—a 
scenario characterized as the “most likely case" by the 
CIA in 1968.

Following the 1967 war, as pro-nuclear politicians 
moved into positions of power, the nuclear weapons 
program expanded. As non-proliferation expert Leonard 
Spector put it, “lt]hroughout the 1970s, Israel’s de
velopment of a nuclear weapons capability, and U.S. 
acquiescence in it, became increasingly apparent.” 
Still, the scale of the program was largely unknown, anti 
widely underestimated. As recently as 1985, Spector 
wrote that Israel's nuclear arsenal consisted of "twenty 
to twenty-five aircraft-deliverable weapons,” and there 
seemed little reason top dispute that estimate.

On October 5, 1986, however, a front page story ii 
the Sunday Times of London startled the world witl 
accurate, detailed revelations of an arsenal 10 time
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By the time the article appeared, however, Vanunu 
had been kidnapped by the Israeli secret service and 
taken back to Israel, where, almost a year later, he was 
tried in secret for espionage and treason. Though kept in 
solitary confinement, under constant surveillance, 
Vanunu managed to transmit an open letter in which he 
defended his action. “The power of civil disobedience is 
a mighty weapon . . .,” he wrote, “because evety 
government depends on the cooperation of individuals. 
An action like mine teaches citizens that their own 
reasoning ... is no less important than that of the 
leaders. Don’t follow them blindly in important and 
crucial issues such as nuclear weapons.... The day this 
volcano erupts there will be no way back for mankind. ” 
In March 1988, Vanunu was found guilty on all charges 
tnd sentenced to a lengthy term.

The Vanunu revelations proved highly embarrassing, 
ot only to Israel but also to the United States, where the 
eagan administration has formally opposed prolifera- 
mi and the Congress has threatened sanctions against 
Jtistan, whose nuclear weapons program is dwarfed by 
t of Israel. Indeed, the stated policy of the administra- 

3 and the Congress has been strong enough in thre- 
□ing aid cutoffs to deter proliferation that the Israeli 
2mment has found it necessary to continue its policy 
enial in the face of conclusive evidence of its posses- 
of a large and deadly nuclear arsenal. In addition, it 
smained silent about recent reports that a Jericho II 
Se has been developed, capable of carrying a nuc- 
-arhead of up to 750 kilograms, with a range of 400

addition to the lethal Israeli arsenal, there have 
eported attempts by a number of other countries in 
Jon, including Libya and Iraq, to gain access to 

weapons. In light of the potential for a disastrous 
arms race in the region, and the existence of a 

-aeli arsenal outside of international controls or 
-stantial domestic debate, the establishment of a 
free zone in the Middle East must be seen as a 

high priority for the international peace move-

bigger than had been estimated, and containing thermo
nuclear as well as “conventional” nuclear weapons. 
The story was based on extensive interviews with Mor
dechai Vanunu, a nuclear technician who had spent 
almost 10 years working at Dimona before leaving the 
country to wrestle with the ethical implications of his 
work.

American Jewish Attitudes Changing
American Jews are more willing than ever before to 

criticize the Israeli government, a nationwide survey by 
the American Jewish committee has found. 63% of the 
respondents rejected (only 22% agreed) the argument 
that criticism of Israel should be confined within the 
American Jewish “family” because public reproaches 
serve to help Israel’s adversaries. In a 1983 survey, 57% 
felt that Jews should be free to criticize Israel, while 31 % 
said they should not. Queens Sociology Professor 
Steven M. Cohen, who conducted both 1986 and 1983 
surveys, attributed the increase to a growing skepticism 
of authority. The 40% of respondents who were “trou
bled by the policies of Israel” were also those who 
evinced a deep attachment to Israel. Jews less than 40 
years old were somewhat less attached to Israel than 
older Jews, Orthodox Jews showed far stronger levels of 
attachment than Conservative or Reform Jews, 

1
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Religion in Socialist Poland
By Sol Flapan

Warsaw—“Socialism in Poland does not persecute 
religion,” the headline in Rzeczpospolita the govern
ment daily newspaper.

“Believers want to actively participate in the building 
of a new Poland,” declares the Roman Catholic daily 
Slowo Powszechne.

Both quotations introduce their respective readerships 
to an interview given the Soviet journal Arguments and 
Facts by Cardinal Jozef Glemp, Primate of the Roman 
Catholic church here. This A and F interview was the 
forerunner of similar features in such soviet publications 
as Moscow News, New Times and Literaturnaya Gazeta 
all widely read in the USSR and abroad. In the A and F 
interview the Cardinal summed up his impressions of 
current developments in the USSR; also church-state 
relations in Poland, and supplied the journal with some 
personal biographical notes.

Arguments and Facts first zeroed in on what’s taking 
place here in Poland, on the “none too small number of 
religious Poles holding [Polish United Workers] party 
cards.”

“Believers,” replied Cardinal Glemp, “want to 
actively participate in the building of a new Poland. . . . 
At the same time some of them consider that they would 
be unable to fully contribute their strength and capabili
ties outside the Party. And the Party,” according to the 
Cardinal, “needs active people. That’s why it looks 
through its fingers at their religiosity.”

As regards current church-state relations, the head of 
Roman Catholics here observed that “we are now enter
ing an era of dialogue and cooperation, ” following what 
he described as “periods of difficulties.”

And then the headline inspiring sentence: “Socialism 
which exists today in Poland does not persecute reli
gion.” And while there were times when the church in 
Poland was prohibited from building new churches 
Glemp recalled, “Today, however, the state meets the 
faithful halfway and does not interfere in such construc
tion.”

At this point A and F cited church data to the effect 
that in the past seven, eight years about 1,000 churches 
were built in Poland from donations by Poles most of 
whom the journal pointed out “are none too well off.” 

Church construction, explained the Cardinal, is not 
overly expensive as building monies are earmarked only 
for the purchase of materials. Actual building work is
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done by the believers themselves ‘ ‘voluntarily and with
out remuneration.”

The Cardinal’s meetings with General Wojciech 
Jaruzelski, president of the country and first secretary of 
the Polish United Workers [Communist] Party also in
terested A and F. Are these regular or something spor
adic, asked the Soviet journal.

“We meet regularly,” was the reply. And further: 
‘Tve had over twenty such meetings. Hence, we can 
define this as something permanent. Both Wojciech 
Jaruzelski and I assess these meetings as very effective 
and useful.”

Cardinal Jozef Glemp then shared his impressions and 
views of current developments in the USSR, specifically 
his attitude towards the processes of glasnost [openness] 
and of perestroika [restructuring of sociopolitical and 
economic life],

“I believe this development is of international sig
nificance, and first of all in the area of ideology. I’ve 
read [Mikhail] Gorbachov’s book Perestroika and New 
Thinking. I think perestroika opens up new vistas before 
humankind. In my understanding it signifies a final 
rejection of falsehoods, wrongdoing, treachery and 
myths.”

The Christianity-in-Russia millennium related visit 
was the Polish Cardinal’s second trip to the USSR. He 
was first there as a tourist back in 1976. That visit was 
recalled at length by Poland’s Roman Catholic primate 
in a February 1987 interview for the Soviet weekly 
Literaturnaya Gazeta in these words: “During my stay I 
was witness to a very high level of culture. . . . Not once 
did I ever experience an unfriendly attitude towards 
Poles.” [Jewish Affairs, May/June 1987],

And in his A and F interview he also returned briefly 
to that “tourist trip . . . and the cordiality and hospitality 
of Soviet citizens."

Along this general line which abounds in lights and 
shadows too, sadly, Cardinal Glemp replied to a Mos
cow News question on opportunities and ways for prom
oting further rapprochement between the Soviet and 
Polish peoples in part. . . .“I can’t speak competently 
about the political side of the process, since this is a 
matter for the state bodies of both countries. But we’re 
striving for a genuine rapprochement because, although 
official relations between our countries remained on a 
very good level, the genuine feelings of the people, 
manifested in mutual relations, were not always as good. 
And what is officially recognized must be coordinated 
and synchronized with what people are actually feeling. 
First of all, we must treat each other like partners regard-
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Talmudic Scholar Researches 
Judaica In the Soviet Union

New Newsletter on 
Southern Africa

The first issue of the progressive quarterly newsletter. 
Liberation.', shows that it will fill a void in the news from 
southern Africa — not only South Africa and Namibia 
but the neighboring Front Line States (Angola. Bots
wana, Mozambique, Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe) 
and the Bantustans inside South Africa (Lesotho and 
Swaziland). Sponsored by Friends of the ANC (African 
National Congress), SWAPO (Southwest Africa Peo
ple’s Organization) and the Front Line States, the edito
rial board includes Arnold Braithwaite, James Campell, 
Vicki Erenstein, Lennox Hinds, Deborah Jackson, 
Geoffrey Jacques, Rob Jones, Charlene Mitchell. Leora 
Mosston, Susan Ortega, Roberta Washington and 
Fadhilika Atiba-Weza.

The sponsors see Liberation! as “a response to the 
distortion and blackout of news concerning southern 
Africa.” They plan to have Liberation! not only report 
events, but provide ‘ ‘ analyses and opinions of the libera
tion movements and the Front Line States.” As regards 
political objectives, they specify:

Liberation! will challenge the U.S. government to 
impose comprehensive sanctions against South 
Africa, to extend diplomatic recognition to Ango
la, to recognize the ANC and SWAPO as the 
authentic representatives of South Africa and 
Namibia, to help implement UN Resolution 435 
on Namibia’s independence and to give economic 
support to the Front Line States.
Viewing Liberation! as “a tool to help strengthen the 

growing movement in solidarity" with ANC, SWAPO 
and the Front Line States, the sponsors intend it to 
provide "information on local solidarity activities with
in the United States” and to itself “participate in local, 
national and international solidarity campaigns,”

Judging from this first issue. Liberation! will live up 
to these ambitious aims. Its articles on South Africa, 
Namibia, Angola and Mozambique, its interview with 
SWAPO’s representative to the UN and biography of 
Nelson Mandela are highly informative. The brief items 
in its “From the Front” department complement the 
longer analytical articles. Presenting the actual wording 
of the 1978 UN resolution 435 requiring the withdrawal 
of South Africa from Namibia is very helpful for under
standing and explaining that situation.

While every article to some extent incorporates Li
beration's social and political action objectives, these 
are directly addressed in a major story on “Southern
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less of whether we’re a big or small country so that 
everything is based on real equality. Then people will 
feel that it is all sincere. . . .Daring changes are occur
ring in the Soviet Union which are creating guarantees 
for the establishment of good relations between our two 
countries.”

Summarizing his June 1988 visit to the USSR, Car
dinal Glemp told Arguments and Facts that it gave him 
“unforgettable, wonderful impressions.” 

Sol Flapan is the Polish correspondent of Jewish 
Affairs.

This article originally appeared in the August issue 
of the Canadian Jewish Outlook.

JERUSALEM—Talmudic scholar Rabbi Adin Stein- 
saltz head of the Israel Institute for Talmudic Publica
tions, announced that the USSR Academy of Sciences 
has agreed to collaborate with a team of Western scho
lars under his direction in examining “the vast treasures 
of Judaica” in the Soviet Union that have been closed to 
outsiders for 70 years. Some members of the team will 
stay in Russia “to form the basis of an institution to train 
a new generation of Soviet Jewish scholars and religious 
leaders. We can’t over- estimate the importance of this 
development for the renewal of Jewish cultural and 
religious life there.”

Rabbinical academies have not operated openly in 
Russia since the 1920s, he said, adding that “the Soviets 
may find it easier to connect this institution to the Uni
versity of Moscow, instead of establishing it as an inde
pendent body.” Rabbi Steinsaltz said that “it is esti
mated that there are several hundred thousand Jewish 
books, manuscripts and ethnological data—such as stor
ies, folk tales, local histories and music in libraries in 
Moscow, Leningrad and other cities. These collections 
contain material that exists nowhere else, and some are 
of enormous value."

The team of scholars is to organize and record these 
materials using advanced computer technology so that 
they will be available for researchers all over the world. 
Institutions taking part in this project are the Bibliothe- 
que de 1’Alliance Israelite Francaise, Bodleian Library 
at Oxford, the British Library, Geneva University Lib
rary, the Israel National Library, the Royal Library at 
Copenhagen, the New York Public Library, the U.S. 
Library of Congress and the YIVO Institute.  
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Apartheid 
By Henri Percikow

We stand breathless 
As we admire flowers 
Of every color
That grow in field and garden 
What a harvest of delight!
Yet our beautiful human race 
colored too with different shades 
Nature’s miracle of wonders 
Are all condemned as inferior 
To white
The selected color 
Of human superiority
Chosen by racists through the ages 
Their old weapon
To divide, conquer and plunder 
What fratricide
What blood and tears
When Hitler selected the Aryans 
As acceptable pure white 
With the right to rule the world 
A madness
That led to the holocaust.

And now in Pretoria’s hell 
The daily death toll of the slain 
In the rising Black ghettos 
Imbued with the spirit of Mandela 
Tolls in our hearts 
And cries for the right 
With all people
To live and walk as equals 
Upon the earth.
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Africa and the Elections” and a brief one on the North
east Activists Conference Against Apartheid to take 
place in New Haven September 23-25, 1988. And an 
“Action Calendar” lists ten important dates in southern 
African history from August through December that 
readers are urged to commemorate.

The newsletter concludes with an appeal for support 
and subscriptions (at $10 a year) to be mailed to Libera
tion! P.O. Box 3148, Brooklyn, N.Y. 11202. Jewish 
Affairs seconds the motion and welcomes Liberation! as 
a valuable addition to the small number of publications 
that progressives can not do without. We are pleased to 
see that our opinion is shared by Local 1199, Health 
Care and Hospital Workers, whose support helped put 
out this edition of Liberation!

These articles originally appeared in the July 15, 
1988 issue of Foreign Affairs Bulletin.

An international press conference held in Berlin on 5 
July 1988 was devoted to the 50th anniversary of the 
Nazi program against Jewish people and especially to 
the reconstruction of the “New Synagogue of Berlin.”

State Secretary Kurt Lbffler, who chaired the press 
conference, began by saying that important projects are 
being planned in all fields of public life to mark the 50th 
anniversary of the anti-Semitic massacre in November 
1938. A great number of events are being prepared in 
keeping with the duty, which the GDR scrupulously 
fulfils, to honour the memory of the Jewish victims of 
Nazism and to keep it alive. He then gave the floor to the 
President of the Association of Jewish Communities in 
the GDR, Siegmund Rotstein.

The questions raised by representatives of the media 
following his address were also answered by Herbert 
Griinstein, who is a member of the Presidium of the 
Central Committee of Anti-Fascist Resistance Fighters 
of the GDR; Dr. Klaus Gysi, State Secretary for Reli
gious Affairs; Werner Kirchhoff, Vice-President of the 
National Council of the National Front; Dr. Peter Kir
chner, Vice-President of the Association of Jewish 
Communities in the GDR and Chairman of the Jewish 
Community of Berlin; Norbert Kulik, Secretary of the 
Free German Youth Central Council, and Dr. Hermann 
Simon, Deputy Chairman of the Jewish Community of 
Berlin.

Dr. Peter Kirchner explained the tasks and aims of the 
foundation “New Synagogue of Berlin-Centrum 
Judaicum.” On the one hand, the centre is intended to 
keep alive the memory of the Jewish victims, he said. On 
the other hand, it is designed as a place of remembrance 
to study, document and pay tribute to the work of Jewish 
citizens in German history. The “Centrum Judaicum” 
will make it possible to show collections and exhibitions 
on the history of the Jews in general and on their life in 
this country, and it will be a place of prayer and worship 
for people of Jewish belief. It is intended to host national 
and international conferences. We hope for and expect, 
Dr. Peter Kirchner said, good and fruitful cooperation 
with other national and international Jewish bodies as 
well as with national and international institutions and 
individuals.

The foundation stone for the buildings in Oranienbur-
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ger Strasse 28-30 will be symbolically laid during the 
ceremony in next November. The activity of the founda
tion also includes care and maintenance of the graves in 
Europe’s largest Jewish cemetery at Berlin-Weissensee.

Answering a question asked by “Neues Deutsch
land”, Siegmund Rotstein appreciated the fact that the 
GDR as a socialist country has preserved the anti-fascist 
traditions in a humanistic spirit. From the beginning of 
its existence it has declared war on fascism, racism and 
anti-Semitism. The Jewish communities have always 
enjoyed the care and the support which their state has 
given them in every regard. All this is evidence that the 
whole of society is taking a responsible part in the 
preparations for and the organization of the anniversary, 
he said.

This shows how the state upholds the humanistic 
legacy, how ithonours the memory of the victims. “The 
fact that the initiative and the proposal for this have come 
from the Chairman of the Council of State, Erich Hon
ecker, is fresh proof that he feels it is his own duty and 
the duty of the state to see to it that we keep up the 
memory and, at the same time, raise a warning voice,” 
Siegmund Rotstein stressed.

Norbert Kulik pointed out that the participation of the 
members of the socialist youth organization in the prepa
rations for this anniversary was part of their initiative for 
the 40th anniversary of the GDR, one of the most impor
tant goals of that initiative being to increase young 
people’s knowledge of the past, to deepen their under
standing of the present time and thereby enable them to 
look to the future. Apart from the rally at Ravensbriick, 
events are to take place in Berlin and in other counties. 
Members of the Free German Youth are now taking 
charge of Jewish cemeteries and memorial sites in many 
GDR towns. Talks are being held on the participation of 
groups of young people under the Free German Youth 
Initiative in the reconstruction of the synagogue in 
Berlin.

Werner Kirchhoff told those present that the vice- 
president of the National Council, Manfred Grund, had 
been proposed as a member of the international commit
tee. Many committees of the National Front have 
already transferred money to the accounts. In towns such 
as Dresden, Halle, Quedlinburg, Butzow and Weissen
fels citizens have for years looked after Jewish memo
rials and cemeteries. Secretary Klaus Lenk reported on 
similar activities of members of the League of Culture. 
The general curator of the Institute of Monument Con
servation, Dr. Peter Goralzyk, and Prof. Kurt Patzold of 
Humboldt University spoke about historical aspects and
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For the sake of life on this earth
We, who survived Nazi barbarity, gave the promise 

that we would do everything, acting jointly with all 
people of goodwill, so that fascism and genocide would 
never happen again.

aspects of monument conservation to be heeded in the 
reconstruction of the synagogue.

Asked about reparation payments by the GDR to 
Jewish citizens, Dr. Klaus Gysi drew the attention of the 
media to a statement of the GDR Foreign Ministry 
spokesman recently published which says that the GDR 
is ready to extend humanitarian aid to needy Jewish 
victims in other countries. Our attitude to reparation is a 
principled one, he went on to say, namely to ensure that 
such crimes as were committed by the Nazis must never 
repeat themselves.

It is self-evident and a fact recognized by the world 
that young people in the GDR are raised in a spirit of 
anti-fascism, humanism, peace and international under
standing, Kurt Loffler declared. It is likewise recog
nized throughout the world that this state is also a fruit of 
the great and arduous effort made by young people at the 
side of the older generations. He pointed out that the 
GDR consistently turns against any acts of anti- 
Semitism.

Our society, which has eradicated such thinking and 
actions, regards such acts as abominable and is outraged 
by any, he said.

Remembrance in a spirit of 
common anti-fascist traditions

Speech by Siegmund Rotstein, President of the Asso
ciation of Jewish Communities in the GDR, at an 
international press conference in Berlin.

We are commemorating in the German Democratic 
Republic the 50th anniversary of the night of the Nazi 
pogrom in the spirit of our common anti-fascist tradi
tions. This commemoration is also part of our society’s 
many activities to give assistance to the life in our 
communities and to help preserve and cultivate the Jew
ish heritage.

This is so because the life, the work and the achieve
ments of German Jews are inseparably connected with 
the history and the culture of our people, as this is 
everyday reality in the life of the GDR. But the memory 
of the atrocities that were committed during the Nazi 
pogrom 50 years ago calls to mind in its own particular 
way the call of our Jewish teaching: "Remember — 
Never forget!"



As early as on 27 October 1988, young people will 
hold a rally at the national memorial site of Ravensbriick 
to reaffirm their determination to keep alive the anti
fascist legacy, to continue fulfilling this duty and to 
carry it into the future. One month prior to that date, on 
28 September 1988, the National Council of the Nation
al Front, together with the Association of Jewish Com
munities in the GDR and representatives of its eight 
communities, will remember the suffering, the 
courageous struggle and the victims of the barbarous 
crimes of Nazism.

An exhibition entitled “Teach them to remember,” to 
be held in the Ephraim Palace in Berlin and subsequently 
in other towns too, will deal with the persecutions of the 
Jews by the Nazis and the doctrines underlying them. 
The exhibition’s objective, shared by the whole society, 
is to encourage a thorough analysis of our history and to 
ensure that it will not fall into oblivion.

This was also the aim of scientific conferences that 
have been held or are being held, in whose activities the 
Academy of Sciences, the Society of Historians of the 
GDR, the League of Culture, the Committee of Anti- 
Fascist Resistance Fighters and many others participate 
with great commitment. In many places new com
memorative plaques and memorials will be set up, as, 
for example, in my native town, Karl-Marx-Stadt, to 
mark the 50th anniversary of the Nazi pogrom.

Memory of a history of suffering
Cultural workers in this country will contribute in 

many ways of their own to this event. There will be 
musical and literary events, readings, lectures and re
runs of outstanding films, as well as publication and 
republication of books. We should not forget to point out 
multiple projects to be carried out in our counties, dis
tricts, towns and villages, which will keep alive in a 
concrete way, with reference to local circumstances, the 
memory of the history of suffering, of the struggle for 
survival and for the joint new beginning and will lead to 
new joint activities.

As I announced some three weeks ago, I am calling 
today on the public to contribute to the reconstruction of 
“New Synagogue of Berlin” by becoming a member of 
an international committee set up for this purpose.

I am grateful to tell you that during the days of re
membrance of the Nazi pogrom the symbolic act of the 
beginning of the reconstruction of the New Synagogue 
will take place in the presence of all our guests.

I am pleased that following the considerable sum 
contributed by the Chairman of the Council of State, 
Erich Honecker, to the foundation “New Synagogue of
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Today the life of the whole of mankind is at stake. 
Therefore, it is from inner conviction that we regard this 
promise as a duty to ensure that war will forever be 
banished from the life of the peoples.

As President of the Association of Jewish Communi
ties in the GDR I am fully aware of the common ground 
and the identity of views we share with the state and 
society in these questions, which again became clear at 
the recent extremely fruitful meeting with the Chairman 
of the Council of State, Erich Honecker. We jointly 
fought against fascism, we jointly built our new society 
where anti-Semitism and hatred among nations have no 
places and where the struggle for peace is the highest 
maxim.

This is why we actively took part in the Meeting for 
Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones in Berlin. We, members of 
the Jewish communities, highly appreciate the sympathy 
shown and the homage paid by the whole of our society 
on the occasion of the 50th anniversary of the Nazi 
pogrom, which we are going to mark together with 
guests from all over the world.

Permit me, ladies and gentlemen, to say a few words 
about some important projects of ours.

The Association of Jewish Communities in the GDR 
will hold a central commemoration in the Deutsches 
Theater, which is bound up with the work of Max 
Reinhardt, in Berlin on 9 November. A great number of 
personalities from home and abroad have been invited to 
participate. Some foreign personalities who have prom
ised to come are, for example: the Director of the Amer
ican Jewish Committee, Eugene DuBow; the President 
of the Council of Jewish Religious Communities in 
Czechoslovakia, Bohumil Heller; the President of the 
Association of Jewish Communities in Greece, Joseph 
Lovinger; the President of the Association of Jewish 
Communities in Romania, Rabbi Dr. Moses Rosen, and 
the Norwegian writer Eva Scheer.

Others will try to come, which pleases us very much.
From the talk I had with the GDR Head of State I 

know that they will, of course, also be guests of the 
Government of the German Democratic Republic. That 
day will end with a performance of “Nathan the Wise” 
by Lessing at the Deutsches Theater.

On 10 November, in the morning, wreaths will be laid 
at some memorials and centres of commemoration in the 
capital, where the Kaddish will be said.
A rally by the young generation

I have noted with interest that during the talk between 
Erich Honecker and Heinz Galinski the suggestion was 
made that wreaths be laid at memorials in the GDR 
capital, Berlin, and by fellow-Jews in Berlin (West).
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Lewis M. Moroze
Managing Editor

Berlin — Centrum Judaicum,” we have also received 
substantial sums from the GDR National Council of the 
National Front and the Christian Democratic Union of 
Germany, for example. I have also heard of a great 
number of donations from individuals.

In Memory of 
PAULA ALEXANDERSON 

devoted supporter of 
Jewish Affairs

Herbert Aptheker 
Editor

APPEAL
by the President of the Association 
of Jewish Communities in the GDR

This year, Jewish people will remember the barbaric 
Nazi pogrom committed in Germany 50 years ago. Yet, 
it is not only people of Jewish faith, in fact the entire 
civilized world is looking back in retrospect. But it also 
looks ahead fully aware of the problems of the present. 
People are all linked by the hope for a future peaceful 
world where there is social justice and equality for all.

Those who feel committed to the lessons of history 
will act in the spirit of humanism and stand up against 
anti-Semitism, barbarism and war.

Fascism was crushed by the Anti-Hitler Coalition. 
Since the day of our liberation Jewish life has been able 
to thrive freely. Synagogues and community houses 
were reconstructed and consecrated.

Right in the heart of our country, the ruins of the 
“New Synagogue” in Berlin’s Oranienburger Strasse 
stand as a stem reminder of the past. This place of 
worship was “the pride of the Jewish community in 
Berlin, but even more ... it was a real gemstone in the 
city, one of the most remarkable creations of modem 
architecture and one of the most excellent building jobs” 
of the renowned architects Eduard Knoblauch and Fried
rich August Stueler as the press reported on 5 September 
1866 — one day after inauguration of the building.

For Jews of my generation, the greater part of those 
who survived being scattered all over the world, the 
synagogue was a place of prayer, a place of encounters, 
as well as a spiritual home. We have set ourselves the 
task of reconstructing the synagogue and turning it again 
into a place of remembrance, of encounters, of worship, 
a place of warning and a place of research thorough a 
foundation called “New Synagogue of Berlin-Centrum 
Judaicum.” We do not only want to preserve that build
ing, which is of outstanding importance in terms of 
German history. We want to fill it with life to rekindle 
the spirit which used to be at home there. This is meant 
not only for us, for those who survived fascist barbarity 
and who recall Jewish life in the past, it is meant at the 
same time for coming generations: Jews and people of 
different confession or world outlook alike.

We call for the creation of an international committee
September/October 1988

of trustees, a body of sponsors, to promote worldwide 
the reconstruction of the “New Synagogue of Berlin.” 
We, citizens of Jewish faith in the GDR. will render our 
contribution to the reconstruction of that outstanding 
witness to Jewish life and culture as part of history on 
German soil.

We are certain that the general public, indeed the 
entire population of the GDR, will participate in the 
realization of that historic undertaking.

We call upon all people of our faith everywhere in the 
world, the organizations and institutions of our brothers 
on all continents, in fact all those who are ready—on 
behalf of humanism, tolerance, peace and human digni
ty—to promote our great project which is reaching far 
into the future.

Everyone who contributes, thus siding with us, will 
be inscribed in a book of honour so that his or her name 
and the participation will be recorded for all times to 
come.

The committee of trustees will be open to everyone, 
regardless of age, confession or social standing, as well 
as to all institutions and organizations throughout the 
world wishing to add a distinctive contribution to the 
common endeavour.

Through their authority, knowledge, expertise and 
dedication the personalities serving on the committee of 
trustees will contribute to propagating in the world the 
importance of the reconstruction of the "New Synago
gue of Berlin” and ensure its future commitment to the 
preservation and dissemination of past and future 
achievements of Jewish culture, art. literature and sci
ence.

Apart from the reconstruction of the "New Synago
gue,” we wish to participate in the maintenance and care 
of the cemetery in Berlin-Weissensee, the biggest Jew
ish cemetery in Europe, as well as other places con
nected with our history.

Let us be guided by the wisdom of our fathers: What 
counts is not words, but deeds.



“Blaming The Victims” 
A Review By Gerald Horne

Edward Said and Christopher Hitchens, eds., Blam
ing the Victims: Spurious Scholarship and the Palesti
nian Question London-New York: Verso, 1988, 296 
Pgs.

We of the United States are not unfamiliar with the 
phenomenon of biased and distorted scholarship helping 
to set a reactionary political agenda. One need look no 
further than tomes on Reconstruction churned out by 
“scholars” at Columbia University some decades ago 
that led many to believe that even allowing Blacks to cast 
a simple ballot would plunge the South and the nation 
into disaster. Edward Said, member of the Palestine 
National Council and ironically a Columbia professor, 
and Christopher Hitchens, Washington correspondent 
for The Nation, have assembled this worthy collection 
which suggests that prostitution of scholarship has play
ed a similar role in the Middle East.

As Rashid Khalidi points out (p. 207), certain factors 
have facilitated this process: “Over the past four de
cades, much source material for writing Palestinian his
tory has been lost, destroyed, or incorporated into the 
state archives of Israel, where it is inaccessible to many 
Palestinian and Arab historians. The unsettled situation 
of the Palestinian people, whether under occupation or 
in the diaspora, has meant that other existing archives, 
research institutions and universities have been denied 
the stability, organized existence and peace of mind 
which are the prerequisites for their proper function
ing. ” But as Khalidi’s own example demonstrates-not to 
mention Emile Habiby, Tawfik Zayyad, Ghassan Kana- 
fani, Simcha Flapan, et al.—it is possible to produce 
sound scholarship on these issues without capitulating to 
the most retrograde Zionist pressures.

Unfortunately such integrity has not been the domi
nant force in U.S. intellectual circles. Exhibit A by way 
of explication has to be Joan Peters’ infamous From 
Time Immemorial: The Origins of the Arab-Jewish Con
flict Over Palestine, published in the spring of 1984 by 
the Rupert Murdoch-controlled firm, Harper & Row. It 
carried the effusive endorsements of Barbara Tuchman, 
Saul Bellow, Elie Wiesel, Lucy Dawidowicz, Paul 
Cowan, Arthur Goldberg, Barbara Probst Solomon, et 
al. It was reviewed in awed and hushed tones in the usual 
places; Commentary, The New Republic, Atlantic, 
Washington Post, etc. It won the “prestigious” Nation
al Jewish Book Award. The only problem was that the 
book was a massive fraud. ,
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Peters argued that “most of the 1948 refugees were in 
reality people who had not come to Palestine until 1946 
and who therefore cannot possible be considered true 
inhabitants ofPalestine from time immemorial. ” (p.24) 
Thus, she sought to give credence to the old canard “for 
a land without a people, a people without a land.” 
Symptomatic of the bankruptcy of certain U.S. intellec
tual circles is that two students—Norman Finkelstein of 
Princeton and Bill Farrell of Columbia—led the charge 
here against Peters. As Finkelstein pithily put it, “First 
the evidence Peters adduces to document massive illegal 
Arab immigration into Palestine is almost entirely falsi
fied. Second, the conclusions Peters draws for her de
mographic study of Palestine's indigenous Arab popula
tion are not borne out by the data she presents. To 
confound the reader further, Peters resorts to plagiar
ism.” (p. 35) In a meticulously footnoted and cogent 
argument, he substantiates every charge.

It is often suggested that intellectual discourse on the 
Mid-East is less restricted in Israel than the U.S. The 
reception of Peters' work does little to dislodge this 
notion. “The Labor Party daily, Davar, compared From 
Time Immemorial to Israel’s more lamentable past prop
aganda exercises; the liberal weekly, Koteret Rashit, 
published a detailed expose of the cover-up by the U.S. 
media; and the chair of the philosophy department at the 
Hebrew University, Avishai Margalit, denounced Pe
ters’ ‘web of deceit.’ ” (p. 62) She received a similar 
reception in Britain where Prof. Albert Hourani’s tren
chant words in The Observer were typical: “This is a 
ludicrous and worthless book and the only mildly in
teresting question it raises is why it comes with praise 
from...well-known American writers.” (p.28)

The answer to the professor’s question is fairly ob
vious: U.S. rulers see it as in their interest to block 
Palestinian statehood and back those arguments general
ly and those sectors within Israel and the U.S. specifical
ly who serve this goal. Hitchens and Said allude to this: 
“Proportionate to its population Israel is the recipient of 
more U.S. aid than any foreign state in history. It is 
estimated that every Israeli citizen today is subsidized by 
the US at roughly $1400 per annum; each member of the 
Israeli military is underwritten by the US at about $9750 
per year.” (p. 2)

Despite the more negative response to Peters in Israel, 
the impression should not be left that this state has been a 
paragon of unbiased intellectual inquiry. G.W. Bower
sock shows (p. 181) how certain Israeli scholars have 
manipulated the ancient history of the region in a fashion 
that would cause even Peters to blush. The recurring 
notion of suggesting that broadcasts over Arab stations
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encouraged Palestinians to flee in 1948 have been preva
lent there too.

This latter point raises one of the weaknesses of this 
book. Strictly speaking and despite the title, “scho
larship’ ’ is not the only subject of this book—journalism 
is a similar concern. This is all well and good, however, 
given the expansion of subject matter, looking at the 
impact of fiction (e.g. the works of Leon Uris) and film 
would have been worthwhile. Noam Chomsky is 
wheeled out to give a lengthy critique of coverage of the 
U.S. press but per usual he piles fact upon fact with little 
analysis and an underlying anti-Sovietism (p. 103) and 
an inevitable resultant pessimism. But even on the ques
tion of scholarship, this book could have benefited from 
detailed examination of the works of Bernard Lewis of 
Princeton, viewed by many as the leading scholar of the 
region though his main works have more than a whiff of 
anti-Arabism about them. Above all, Said and Hitchens 
should have probed further how this “scholarship” but
tresses ruling circles in Washington and Tel Aviv.

Still, these criticisms do not eradicate the overall 
value of this work. The chapter “A Profile of the Palesti
nian People” is as useful a summary one can find nowa
days and does not duck the issue of growing support for 
not only the PLO but the Israeli and Palestinian Com
munists as well. (p. 246,250) Certainly this book merits 
a prominent place on the bookshelf of all concerned with 
justice and lasting peace in the region. 

Dr. Gerald Horne is chair of the Black Studies De
partment, University of California at Santa Barbara.
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