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End U.S. Support
Of Israeli Terrorism

In response to recent intensification of Israeli state 
terrorism, the International Red Cross and the United 
Nations have condemned and called for an end to Israeli 
military attacks upon unarmed Palestinian men, women 
and children. The killing of at least five and the wound
ing of two dozen Palestinians on April 13 in the West 
Bank town of Nahalin by uniformed Israeli border police 
under the command of the Israeli army led the Interna
tional Red Cross, according to the N.Y. Times, to make 
“a rare public protest against ‘violation of fundamental 
humanitararian law’” and to charge that the border police 
had fired on the villagers “without restraint.” On April 
17 the Times reported “the second highest daily toll” of 
Palestinians shot dead since the beginning of the inti
fada. On April 20 the U.N. General Assembly voted 129 
to 2 to condemn the killing and wounding of Palestinian 
civilians by Israeli military forces in the occupied territo
ries and urged the Security Council to take measures to 
prevent this. The United States and Israel cast the only 
dissenting votes. Israel has continued and even increased 
its terrorism, shooting 53 Palestinians, including two 10 
year-olds and a 4 year old, on April 24 and killing “at 
least” three and wounding “more than 138” (N.Y.Times) 
on May 6.

We call upon our readers to protest this barbaric 
policy of the Israeli government and its support by the 
U.S. government by writing or phoning the Israeli em
bassy and U.S. State Department — and to demand that 
our representatives in Congress vote to cut U.S. military 
aid funds for Israel until its murder and maiming of Pal
estinians ends.

Editorials
May Day Greetings

Jewish Affairs sends May Day greetings to its read
ers throughout our country and the world, from Argen
tina and Israel to Poland and the U.S.S.R. For embattled 
U.S. progressives “in the belly of the beast” of the leader 
of world imperialism, the international holiday of the 
working class inspires us with the knowledge that most 
of the world is anti-imperialist and much of it already 
socialist. We are proud of the fact that this holiday cele
brated around the globe was “made in the U.S.A.” and 
that the U.S. labor and progressive movements, of which 
Jewish Affairs is a part, continues to contribute to the 
achievement of May Day’s goals of working class unity 
against exploitation and repression and for peace and 
freedom.
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Letters From Readers

See the article "Eyewitness Israel" in the present issue.
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Enclosed is my check for $50 to help you in putting 
out your excellent publication. It is very useful in getting 
to understand the complicated state of world affairs.

Harriet Fahey 
Philadelphia, PA

Ever since Israel restricted the foreign press from 
the occupied territories, atrocities against Palestinians 
have gone largely unreported in U.S. media except by a 
few magazines like Eyewitness Israel published by the 
Arab-American Anti-Discrimination Committee, which 
sponsors visits to the West Bank and Gaza. Its latest is
sue reveals comments by six Congressional aides who 
spent 11 days in the area.

Bill Stiers wrote to his boss, Rep. William Dickin
son, R-Ala. “Israeli troops invade hospitals, firing tear 
gas and ammunition inside, seizing injured patients for 
arrest, preventing medical attention” and “The IDF in
discriminately administer beatings designed to cripple 
(but not kill),resulting in internal damage and fractured 
limbs broken in so many places they do not heal.”

Ruth Webb McCormack, aide to Rep. Howard 
Nielson, R-Utah, saw Israeli soldiers tear-gassing a 
group of girls walking to school, and later, a child 
blinded by a tear gas cannister.

Cynthia Harris, aide to Sen. Donald Riegle, D- 
Mich, and Gary Visscher, aide to Rep. Paul Henry, R- 
Mich.,witnessed three little girls being dragged out of a 
house by their hair. One was then hit on the head with a 
rock by a soldier. They attempted to intervene but had a 
gun pointed and clicked at them by another soldier.

Bob Henshaw, aide to Rep. Charlie Rose, D-N.C., 
seemed to sum up the sentiment of all the congressional 
aides when he said, “I wasn’t prepared for the extent of 
human rights violations.”

Why should these horrors be covered up?
Edna Toney 

Katonah, NY

Unprecedented U.S.
Jewish Peace Action

On April 16 an unprecedented coalition of over two 
dozen U.S. Jewish organizations sponsored a “Passover 
Rally for Israeli-Palestinian peace” at the U.N.’s Dag 
Hammerskjold Plaza calling for “negotiations between 
the Israeli government and the chosen representatives of 
the Palestinians — today undoubtedly the P.L.O. — 
based on the principle of mutual recognition and self-de
termination for peace, security and an end to the occupa
tion.” While the sponsors included none of the “major” 
Jewish organizations, like the American Jewish Commit
tee, American Jewish Congress and B'nai B’rith, they 
ranged from recently-formed groups like the Ad Hoc 
Committee of Jewish Labor Leaders, Rabbis and Activ
ists and the Jewish Women’s Committee to End the Oc
cupation to well-established ones like the Jewish Peace 
Fellowship and New Jewish Agenda and a variety of new 
and old Jewish civil liberties, Labor Zionist, religious 
and Holocaust survivors’ organizations along with those 
specifically directed towards settling the Israeli-Palestin
ian conflict.Despite certain differences with the rally’s 
demands (“mutual recognition” implies that the P.L.O. 
does not already recognize Israel and “Support for an 
active American role in promoting the peace process" 
and a “A mutual end to violence” can be interpreted as 
not supporting an international peace conference and 
equating Israeli state terrorism with Palestinian resis
tance to it), Jewish Affairs co-sponsored the event and 
helped fund the newspaper ads publicizing it. We hope 
that the sponsoring coalition is the beginning of what 
Abba Eban has wittily and wisely suggested that U.S. 
Jews need to speak for them at this time: A Conference 
of Presidents of Minor American Jewish Organizations.

Actions Honor Our Martyrs
In addition to recalling their indomitable courage in 

the face of deadly state terrorism, we mark the 36th anni
versary of the judicial murders of Julius and Ethel Rose
nberg by calling for support by our readers of the confin
ing activities to vindicate them by the National 
Committee to Reopen the Rosenberg Case (see the arti
cle in this issue). We mark the 25th anniversary of the 
lynching of James Chaney, Andrew Goodman and Mi
chael Schwerner, who symbolize the unity of progres
sive Jewish and African Americans, by calling for sup
port by our readers of the Mississippi to New York 
Freedom Caravan that will culminate in a memorial 
meeting at the Cathedral of St. John the Divine in Man
hattan on June 24th. To truly honor these martyrs we 
should redouble our efforts on behalf of freedom and 
equality, the causes for which they died.

I’m enclosing a check for $25 for one year’s sub 
plus a contribution. Jewish Affairs is very important to 
me and all those seeking peace and justice.

Mike Wolfson
Jamaica Plains, MA
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Jewish Americans Move Towards 
Independence

In our last issue, we traced the development of a 
reevaluation by a consistently liberal and progressive 
Jewish community of its relationship to an increasingly 
reactionary Israeli leadership. The 1980s saw the emer
gence of a vocal minority which saw Israeli actions, es
pecially vis-a-vis the Palestinians, as divergent from tra
ditional Jewish values and norms. The developments of 
the last year and a half have reinforced the validity of this 
argument, and led to its acceptance by a growing number 
of Jews. Most significant in this advance, as it happens, 
has been the reaction of American Jews to the “Who Is A 
Jew” controversy that erupted following the last Israeli 
elections.

The election results were a deep disappointment to 
large numbers of Jewish-Americans. In the period imme
diately preceding the November 1 vote, a number of 
prominent Jewish leaders had made little effort to con
ceal their hopes that the elections would result in a 
strengthened Labor Party, with sufficient strength to 
form a government that would relegate Likud to the op
position. Even the US government seemed to tilt in the 
direction of Labor, by consistently placing as US policy 
a set of statements that echoed Labor’s leader, then-For- 
eign Minister Shimon Peres. Labor was generally seen as 
the mainstream party whose positions were more “ratio
nal," more “reasonable” and closer to the outlines of a 
genuine peace settlement — endorsement of the “land 
for peace” formula, lukewarm support for ending the Oc
cupation via the “Jordanian option" (even after Hussein 
bowed out!), and favoring an international conference, 
albeit one shorn of any real power and without the PLO.

The Israeli electorate failed, however, to live up to 
these hopes. Instead, the voting resulted in only minor 
changes from the previous line-up. Both Likud and La
bor lost a few seats to the parties on their respective 
flanks, though this would prove to be more of a blow to 
Labor, since its ideological underpinnings forced it to 
rule out the Democratic Front for Peace and Equality and 
the Progressive List for Peace (with five seats between 
them) as potential coalition partners. Likud, bound by no 
such “scruples”, was able to quickly negotiate 
agreements with ultra-right parties such as Tehiyah, Mo- 
ledet and Tsomet, all of which had campaigned on anti-

Jon Weisberger
Palestinian, anti-democratic platforms.

The most serious factor for both parties, however, 
in the search for coalition partners, was the increased 
strength of the ultra-orthodox parties.the National Reli
gious Party, Agudas Israel, Degel HaTorah and Shas. 
These four parties, with eighteen seats between them, 
held the balance of power in the Knesset required to form 
a governing coalition. Both Labor and Likud, therefore, 
immediately sought to win the ultras to their side, vying 
to outdo one another in extravagant promises (providing, 
I might add, no small amount of cynical amusement for 
the Israeli public, with reports of the financial and other 
blandishments offered to the ultras by their political suit
ors being issued twice or thrice daily). While it is diffi
cult to believe, it now seems apparent that both parties 
forgot, in their haste to cut deals, the effect that the pros
pect of the ultra-orthodox in the government would have 
on American Jews. Thus the outcry began.

The root issue that triggered American Jewish op
position to the negotiations was the price being de
manded by the religious parties — amendment of the 
Law of Return. For years, the ultra-orthodox have called 
for changing that section of the Law which defines (or 
rather doesn’t define) “Who's a Jew .” The original Law, 
passed in 1950, failed to define the term; according to 
the provisional government of 1948, a Jew was anyone 
who said he or she was a Jew. Through the 1950s and 
1960s there was intermittent wrangling over this state of 
affairs, finally resolved in 1970 by an amendment which 
stated that a Jew is a person bom of a Jewish mother or a 
convert to Judaism.

The revised definition, however, proved unsatis
factory to the ultra-orthodox. Every year since the 
amendment’s passage, a new, more restrictive definition 
has been proposed, first by Agudas Israel, but subse-, 
quently with the support of the NRP and other religious [ 
parties, joined in the late 1970s by the Likud. The pro
posed language specifies that converts are eligible under 
the Law of Return only if the conversion was carried out 
“according to Halachah.” This short, seemingly inoffen
sive phrase has created such controversy because it has 
been interpreted by the ultra-orthodox to mean that those 
converted by non-Orthodox rabbis would not be covered
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by the Law of Return.
While the “Halachah” amendment has always been 

seen as something of a red flag, since it implicitly de
legitimizes the majority of American Jews, as long as its 
passage seemed impossible there was little reason for it 
to create ill will toward Israel. But in the post-election 
scramble by Likud and Labor, the very real prospect of 
support for the amendment from a governing coalition 
(and both Labor and Likud proposed observing party dis
cipline in a vote on the amendment) resulted in a flare-up 
of protest from Jewish-Americans.

American Jews Find Their Voices
November and December 1988, then, saw a steady 
stream of Jewish-American leaders traveling to Israel to 
announce in clear and uncertain terms that the price of 
including the ultra-orthodox in a coalition government, 
whichever the leading party, would be Jewish-American 
support for Israel. Since the formation of the National 
Unity government, it has become fashionable in certain 
circles to dismiss Jewish-American statements made dur
ing that period as overwrought and not meant to be taken 
seriously. This interpretation, however, is usually used 
to argue that American Jews and their organizational 
leaders will never support a reduction in US aid to Israel; 
it is, in other words, an argument meant to grind an ax. 
Certainly, the coverage of the “Who Is A Jew" contro
versy in the Israeli press indicates that Jewish-American 
threats (for that is what they were) were taken very se
riously; indeed, the ultimate outcome — the National 
Unity government — is perhaps the best indicator of the 
weight that Jewish-American opinion carried in Israeli 
12521811 political maneuvering.

“It is hard to imagine how the leaders of the 220 
Jewish communal fund-raising campaigns will be able to 
convince their largely Reform and Conservative contrib
utors that they are obligated to give money to support an 
Israel which they perceive as distorting their collective 
definitions of Judaism and of Jewish life.” — Rabbi 
Stanley Ringer, The Jerusalem Post, 11/29/89.

“The amendment to the Law of Return would cause 
a psychological trauma throughout North America and 
world Jewry, with damaging consequences for Israel in 
ways which we cannot even anticipate. The diminution 
in giving to Israel would be the least of it.” — Rabbi 
Daniel Syme (vice-President of the UAHC), The Jerusa
lem Post, 11/29/89

“Five powerful Jewish senators...have warned am
bassador Moshe Arad that amending the Law of Return 
will have grave consequences on the relations between 
Israel and the Jewish people and on the political and eco
nomic support for Israel in the Congress and the adminis

tration." — The Jerusalem Post, 12/2/89
“We are receiving an alarming number of telephone 

calls daily from small and large donors and active lay 
people, who threaten to use the only weapon they have, 
namely to stop donations as an expression of their disas
sociation from Israel.” — 17 Israeli emissaries in the 
western US, The Jerusalem Post. 12/2/89

“Israel's main concern should be the 'more than S3 
billion a year that Israel gets in U.S. aid.' If American 
Jews don’t support the efforts of the pro-Israel lobby in 
Washington...it will be difficult to mobilize support fora 
large aid package for Israel..."— from an interview with 
“a prominent figure in U.S.-Israel relations." The Jeru
salem Post, 12/6/89

These samples taken from one Israeli newspaper 
over a period of less than a week, demonstrate not only 
the vehemence of American Jewish opinion over the 
Law of Return, but the willingness of Jewish-American 
leaders to touch upon the heretofore-forbidden topic of 
US public and private aid to Israel. This step represents 
something new and important in the attitude of Ameri- 
can-Jewish leaders (pushed, it must be added, by their 
constituents). Rabbi Stanley Ringer, cited previously, 
put his finger on what may turn out to be the most signif
icant element in the controversy, when he followed the 
statement cited above with this:

“It is hard to imagine circumstances under which a 
pragmatic and principled American Jewish community is 
going to continue to feel itself motivated or even obli
gated to maintain its high-risk role in the political arena 
on behalf of an Israel that advocates annexation, 'trans
fer,' expropriation, and a policy of social and economic 
injustice.”

Here, then, is the heart of the question; Ringer links 
Jewish-American support for Israel to both the "Who Is a 
Jew” controversy and the Israeli response to the intifada. 
A number of commentators have remarked upon the 
irony of American Jews responding more severely to 
what is, in many ways, a tempest in a teapot, than to the 
brutality and illegitimacy of the Occupation. As Knesset 
member Yossi Sarid put it last winter, what is more im
portant than “Who is a Jew" is the question "What is a 
Jew?" Arthur Hertzberg, for example, pointed out that 
"the number of converts involved in the application of 
the "Who is a Jew" amendment is so small that the Holy 
War that is now being waged is vastly out of proportion 
to the mildness of past responses. There has to be an
other reason.,.." Present Tense. Jan./Feb. 1989). Hertz
berg suggested that the response "masked a deep anger" 
at Prime Minister Shamir and the Likud Party's "political 
policies" -— that is, at the Occupation, and there is little 
doubt that there is a serious anger over Israel-Diaspora
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J ewish Affairs congratulates the N.A.A.C.P. on its 
80th anniversary. This organization has made an historic 
contribution to the advancement not only of African 
Americans but of all the citizens of our country whose 
rights and quality of life are interdependent.

It is intriguing to learn from the anniversary issue of 
the N.A.A.C.P.’s magazine, The Crisis (founded in 
1910 under the editorship of Dr. W.E.B. DuBois), that 
the initiators of the effort that established the organiza
tion were three socialists, including the Jewish social 
worker, Henry Moskowitz, and that among the signers 
of the call to the February 12, 1909 conference that set 
up the N.A.A.C.P. were other socialists and Jews.

Continuing Jewish involvement in the N.A.A.C.P. 
is brought out by the facts that Joel Spingam served as 
chairman of its board from 1914 until his death in 1938, 
Arthur Spingam served as president about 1960 and Her
bert Hill was its Labor Director until recently.

At last year's dedication of the Dorothy Parker Me
morial Garden behind the organizations national head
quarters, N.A.A.C.P. executive director, Dr. Benjamin 
Hooks, stated concerning this strong supporter: “Ms. 
Parker was Jewish, and through the ceremonies we will 
be making a reaffirmation .... of the traditional bonds of 
friendship that have existed between the Black and Jew
ish communities....” As part of this tradition, Jewish Af

fairs wishes the N.A.A.C.P. many more years of suc
cessful progressive activities.

as age drops; it also shows that unaffiliated Jews are 
more “dovish" on Middle East issues than the affiliated, 
who in turn are more so than Jewish community leaders. 
The survey, then, points to a growing divergence be
tween masses of Jewish-Americans and the leaders who 
claim to represent them. Under these circumstances, 
Fein’s call is likely to find an increasingly sympathetic 
response in the Jewish community, as leaders find them
selves forced to choose between maintaining old posi
tions at the price of dwindling numbers of followers, or 
developing a new approach at the cost of the insults and 
hostility of Israeli leaders and their American supporters. 
In the long run, then, there seems little alternative to 
moving in a more independent, progressive direction__
one that will be, let us not forget, consonant with the 
continued liberalism of these same leaders on many non
Middle East issues. 

relations among American Jews, expressed in several 
ways on different levels.

One of the most interesting expressions of reassess
ment comes from Leonard Fein, writing on “A New Zi
onism” in the April, 1989 Moment. Fein lays out new 
approaches to Israeli-Jewish-American relations and 
Jew'ish-American communal life that are attractive 
enough that Moment editor Hershel Shanks felt com
pelled to respond with a denunciation of Fein’s article as 
“dangerous” in the same issue in which the original piece 
was printed.

Fein argues that “significant numbers of American 
Jews are experiencing considerable disappointment in Is
rael; others, in large number, have begun to distance 
themselves from the Jewish state; some have moved 
from distancing to estrangement; tomorrow, estrange
ment will collapse into alienation.” This is not Israel’s 
fault, he says; rather it springs from the transformation of 
Israel by American Jews into a “mysterium tremendum.” 
Fein points to irreconcilable differences between Israeli 
Zionism and American Zionism, revolving around the 
unwillingness of American Jews to make aliyah and the 
continued adherence of Israelis to a viewpoint that den
igrates Diaspora life, and suggests that the American 
Jewish community must now find its own raison d'etre 
based upon the experience and needs of Jews here in the 
US. “The new Zionism," Fein concludes, “will have to 
take account of the separate development of two Jewish 
communities that live in freedom and with a considerable 
measure of autonomy.” And, most importantly, he fol
lows this with the assertion that “though we owe Israel a 
great deal, we owe our children more....the first require
ment of a new Zionism must be to call things by their 
right names...lest in our concern for Israel’s safety we 
alienate a generation of young people who cannot bring 
themselves to take seriously a community that cannot or 
will not tell blood from paint."

This is a rather remarkable approach, and it comes 
not from the margins of Jewish communal life, but from 
a writer close to the heart of the organized Jewish com
munity. One may argue that the new Zionism Fein pro
poses is no Zionism at all, but that is to miss the point. 
What is significant is the recognition that the past prac
tice of focusing on Israel cannot continue as the basis of 
American Jewish life, and, perhaps more importantly, 
that the continuation of this approach will accelerate the 
withdrawal of new generations from the Jewish commu
nity.

Steven Cohen's annual National Survey of Ameri
can Jews lends support to Fein's thesis, especially con
cerning the opinions of younger Jews. Cohen’s “Israel 
Attachment Index," for example, shows a steady decline



Eyewitness Israel
Connie Hogarth
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Connie Hogarth, executive director of the Westchester 
People's Action Coalition, is on the national boards of 
SANE/FREEZE and the Rainbow Coalition

Were it not for “Eyewitness”, I would not have had 
the opportunity to understand with my heart just what the 
land of Palestine means to its people. They can not be 
shifted, “transferred”, elsewhere like a herd of animals. 
Their devotion to the land, to their ancestry, to their 
olive trees, to the desert, to the mountains, to their lives 
as farmers and shepherds in Jericho, Bethlehem. Nablus, 
Beita, runs deep. The Israeli army, carrying out a policy 
of indiscriminate, collective punishment, demolishes by 
bulldozer or dynamite, great numbers of Palestinian 
dwellings as well as confiscating land belonging to Pal
estinians and their families for many generations. I have 
numerous pictures of these demolitions and their heart
broken, confused victims. They are now part of my life 
and my burden to share.

Were it not for “Eyewitness", I would never have 
understood fully what children mean to Palestinian fami
lies and what education means to them. Next to the land, 
I believe the family and learning are paramount for them. 
This observation flies in the face of the prevailing myths 
and false stereotypes which pervade the U.S. and partic
ularly the Jewish Diaspora, that Palestinians are of a wild 
terrorist mentality and as was recently reported in OMNI 
magazine, they do not hug their children. 1 am outraged 
by this insult and these lies. 1 have never seen children so 
treasured and adored as in Palestinian families.

Palestinians are devoted, if not obsessed, with 
learning and with cerebral exercise and development. 
This has led to another part of Israeli punishment: the 
closing of schools and universities and the ban on gather
ings of any kind, social, community, women, as well as 
political. Inhibit learning, the exchange of ideas and per
haps the Intifada, as well as the Palestinians, will go 
away.

There are near-endless experiences to recount and 
tears to shed, as a result of this unequalled human rights 
mission. The documentation these trips have already 
provided have had considerable effect in influencing 
U.S. elected officials and other people we touch, toward 
making major changes in U.S. policy in the Middle East.

One last set of observations 1 want to share. What 
is not generally understood here is the broadening base 
of resistance within Israel to the occupation, despite the 
intransigence of the Israeli government. We talked with 
a good number Israelis and met with members of many 
Israeli peace groups from Yesh Gvul, which is a group 
resisting military recruitment, to Peace Now. the largest

The “Eyewitness Israel” human rights mission, 
sponsored by the American Arab Anti-Discrimination 
Committee, which I was lucky enough to be a part of 
during late November and early December, 1988, was a 
transforming experience for this longtimer in the peace 
and justice movement. Although I have been to Cuba, 
the Soviet Union, El Salvador and Nicaragua, this “Eye
witness” experience offered an intense personal awaken
ing for me. To see the extreme of injustices and brutali
ties perpetrated in the name of fear of annihilation of 
Israel, was traumatic in its ugly reality. It was shocking 
to confront the tragic conversion of Israeli youth, whose 
tradition embodied compassion and high ethical prin
ciples and a history filled with centuries of victimization, 
to cruel and inhuman brutes, instruments just like their 
M16’s to break the will, engender fear and terror and to 
stop the resistance of the Palestinian people and the Inti
fada.

It is an irony that the people who suffered the Ho
locaust in Western Europe and who memorialize its on
set, Kristallnacht, when the Nazis terrorized the Jews by 
entering their homes and rampaging, breaking windows 
and their glasses, dishes and precious objects, should 
have perpetrated the same terrorism in the refugee camps 
of the occupied territories on Kristallnacht this year. Is
raeli soldiers broke in, broke glass, windows, terrorizing 
Palestinian families in yet another rampage of terror. I 
saw this for myself, several days after, in the Qalandia 
camp not far from East Jerusalem. Were it not for 
“Eyewitness”,! would not have believed this possible, 
nor could I share my terrible observations and photos 
with other North Americans, particularly Jews, for 
whom like myself, this has become a personal anguish 
and shame.

Were it not for “Eyewitness”, I would not now be 
carrying with me always, a rubber bullet, steel-cored and 
lethal at close range, the instrument by which many Pal
estinian children have lost their sight. I saw it, I have 
internalized this hideous reality and I must share it. The 
bullet now lodged in my change purse as it was lodged in 
the eye of a three year old, never fails to arouse feelings 
of horror in everyone who handles it and imagines its 
evil work.
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PLEASE JOIN US FOR OUR VIGILS EVERY MONDAY FROM 5:30 - 6:30 PM 
UNITED JEWISH APPEAL — FEDERATION OF JEWISH PHILANTHROPIES 
130 E. 59th STREET, BETWEEN PARK AND LEXINGTON AVENUES 
Coordinating Committee: Rita Falbel, Irena Klepfisz, Donna Nevel, Grace Paley 
JWCEO: Suite 1178, 163 Joralemon Street, Brooklyn, NY 11201 (718)855-2905

line of occupation. I might never have made friends in 
the refugee camps of Jabalia, Qalandia, Dheisheh, peo
ple I can never forget, and about whom I worry as if they 
were my own family. I might never have heard a 17 year 
old girl in Jabalia camp, Gaza, say, “Aren’t we entitled 
to live in freedom, peace and dignity on our own coun
try’s land? Isn’t forty years of wandering as refugees 
enough? I am a girl who lives as a refugee and experi
ences the bitterness of the occupation, who sees sorrow 
and suffering in this camp in its most grotesque forms. 
They say that we shall kneel and our Intifada shall end. 
How? When the screams of mothers reverberate in our 
ears. How? When we learn resistance from our young 
men behind bars. We cry for everlasting and encompas
sing peace. We are a people who are in love with peace 
and who work for it.” This girl, Munar, wants to become 
a doctor but her chances are slight now, despite her enor
mous abilities. Knowing her is reason enough for me, 
personally, to appreciate “Eyewitness”.

I hope the project can grow and the funds can be 
provided to bring hundreds of people from every disci
pline there and they will become part of the cause of Pal
estinian independence, living side by side with their Is
raeli cousins. Each group that returns brings the plea that 
we influence our government in all the possible ways to 
work for that peace in which Palestinians and Israelis can 
share the benefits and beauty and rich history of the Holy 
Land. To contact “Eyewitness Israel” write or call: 
ADC, 4201 Connecticut Ave, NW, Suite 500, Washing
ton, DC 20008, phone 202-244-2990. Q

opposition group, to SHANI, Women Against the Occu
pation. SHANI meets every Friday from 1 to 2 pm in the 
center of West Jerusalem and they vigil. The women all 
dress in black and carry signs, in English and Hebrew, 
"STOP THE OCCUPATION." These are women and 
mothers who abhor the injustice of the occupation and 
who can no longer tolerate the brutalization of their sons 
who are asked to carry out the government’s terrorist 
policies. And SHANI grows. I joined them one Friday. 
They reminded me of the early days of our resistance to 
the Vietnam War the women in Women Strike for Peace 
and. Women’s International League for Peace and 
Freedom. I felt a great kinship with these Israeli sisters. 
It is clear why the Israeli government doesn’t want this 
kind of activity and its growing strength known here in 
the states. This activity can create bonds which can help 
move American Jews to understand the moral and practi
cal necessity of giving the Palestinians back their land 
and establishing a peaceful coexistence.

None of these observations could have happened 
without the ADC's “Eyewitness Israel". We know how 
successful this kind of witnessing and reporting has been 
in Nicaragua’s Witness for Peace programs over the 
years. Similarly, this new opportunity for witnessing in 
Palestine, can have similar and profound results. Those 
of us who participate and then return to speak, write, 
visualize with our slides and photos, are becoming the 
core of a new resistance, in support of the Palestinians 
and those Israelis who fight for justice.

I might never have known the anguish, the pain, the 
hopes, the dreams of people on both sides of the green

The following is excerpted from a leaflet of the N.Y.City Jewish Women's Committee to End the Occupation.
There are similar groups in Ann Arbor, Berkeley, Boston, San Francisco, Santa Cruz and Wash. ,D.C.

We of the Jewish Women's Committee to End the Occupation support a peaceful resolution of the Israeli-Palestin
ian conflict. We believe it is now more important than ever for American Jews to join in furthering all peace efforts. We 
are committed to continuing the dialogue that has been opened within the American Jewish community, and we urge 
American Jewish leaders to work toward an end to the violence, to encourage negotiations between Israel and the PLO, 
and to support the establishment of a Palestinian state alongside Israel.

We have been standing vigil since April 1988 in solidarity with Israeli women’s peace groups, including Shani, 
(Israeli Women's Alliance Against the Occupation), Women’s Organization for Women Political Prisoners, and 
Women in Black, which holds vigils every Friday in Jerusalem, Tel-Aviv and Haifa. We are also standing vigil in front 
of American Jewish organizations to encourage them to stimulate discussion amongst their membership on this issue. 
We want to make clear through our vigils that many American Jews oppose the Israeli occupation of the West Bank and 
Gaza.........



Poland’s New Multiculturalism
Benefits Its Jewish Citizens

Sol Flapan is our Polish correspondent.
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In memory of 
PEARL ROSEMAN 
Died April 7, 7989 
Son, Grandchildren and 

Great Grandchildren

In memory of our brother 
JOE KAHN

Lillian Neumann 
and

Esty Glassman

Sol Flapan
in the U.S., West Germany, Israel and other countries.

The Association of the Mosaic Faith includes 
nearly a score of congregations with some 2,000 mem
bers and 20-odd synagogues and smaller prayer-houses 
across the nation. Actually there is no definite figure for 
the number of Jews in Poland. The Holocaust in the main 
and World War II generally, the post-war exodus of Jews 
seeking to escape from the scene of Nazi genocide and 
the late 1950’s emigration triggered by official and unof
ficial antisemitism have almost completely depopulated 
Poland of her industrious and culture-rich Jews who 
numbered about 3 million in 1939.

On the other hand, in wake of the nine-year-long 
“open curtain” policy launched and consistently imple
mented by the Wojciech Jaruzelski administration (Po
land’s version of glasnost and perestroika) more and 
more Polish Jews and non-Jews are publicly proclaiming 
their affinity with and empathy for Jewish history, cul
ture and the Jews’ one thousand year presence in Poland.

The Polish government is now both committed to 
conservation of historic, cultural-religious monuments 
(churches, synagogues,etc.) and supports the devel
opment of ethnic educational programs.

State-Church relations are currently in a wide rang
ing and deep going process of rapprochement. Departing 
from the mutual antagonism and confrontation in the 
early post-war years, shedding their icy toleration of 
each other in later years, both sides are today striving to 
reach mutual understanding and even cooperation for the 
commonweal. “Amen" to that. 

Pre-198O’s Poland prided herself on being a mono-na
tional,-ethnic and-religious country in contrast to pre
World War II Poland.

Today’s glasnost-aspiring Poland, however, duti
fully acknowledges her ethnic cultural plurality, past and 
present. She willingly nurtures even the tiniest of sprouts 
of “other” cultures (and religions as reflections of his
tory, customs, traditions and culture).

No less than 35 religious (cultural and/or ethnic) 
groupings are active among the million and a half inhab
itants of Warsaw alone, capital of this 38 million-strong 
nation. The most numerous of these and one with the 
longest national/religious traditions here is that of the Va
tican-oriented Roman Catholics followed up by a num
ber of other Christian faiths. To cite but a few at random: 
there are the Russian Orthodox, the Lutherans of the 
Augsburg Confession, Reformed Calvinists, Polish 
Christian Baptists, Polish Catholics (not of the Roman 
Catholic faith), and Methodists; also those belonging to 
the United Evangelical Church, the Old Catholic Church 
of Mariavites, the Church of the Seventh-Day Advent
ists, among others.

Then there are a number of other miniscule though 
respected religious faiths. One of the small non-Christian 
groupings is the Religious Association of the Mosaic 
Faith — the followers of Moses, or simply put, Jews.

The religious needs of Warsaw Jews are served by 
the impressive midtown Twarda Street Synagogue, com
pletely rebuilt and restored to its pre-war splendor by the 
government. In addition to Sabbath and other holiday 
services, this temple has in recent years become the ve
nue for regular concerts of liturgical music attended by 
standing-room audiences of religious and secular Jews as 
well as non-Jews.

This religious-cum-cultural center nestles up close 
to the two-story creamstone complex which houses the 
headquarters of the Socio-Cultural Society of Jews in Po
land (TESKAZET in the Polish acronym) with its War
saw branch club and library; also the editorial board of 
the Society’s bilingual 12-page weekly newspaper Folk 
Shtimme. Last but not least, one wing of this facility is 
devoted to the State Jewish Theater, which is often on 
the road in Poland and abroad having performed in al
most every nook and corner across the country as well as



May Day and the Rosenbergs
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Aaron Katz is director of the National Committee to Re
open the Rosenberg Case.

Jewish Affairs supports and calls upon readers in 
the New York area to attend the Annual Rosenberg 
Commemoration, Sunday, June 11, 3:15 pm at 
Marvmount Manhattan College, 221 E. 7! St. It 
will feature Leonard Lehrman’s Rosenberg Can
tata, "We Are Innocent" with full orchestra and 
chorus and Charles Keller’s painting, The Martyr
dom of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg. The annual 
demonstration at the U.S. Courthouse, Foley 
Square, in Manhattan where Judge Kaufman still 
sits will take place on Monday, June 19, noon to 
2:00 pm.

Aaron Katz 
outrageous sentences and the Circuit Court finding of 
“wholly reprehensible” prosecution conduct and Su
preme Court refusal to review the trial record. In the past 
decade alone there have been two major revelations that 
reduce Judge Kaufman’s credibility to zero. In 1979, 
FOIA files released to the Rosenberg sons, Michael and 
Robert Meerepol, quoted General Leslie Groves, com
mander and chief security offiicer of the atom bomb pro
ject: “I consider the information passed in the Rosenberg 
case of minor value." That statement, originally made in 
1954, only months after the electrocutions, ivas kept se
cret for the next 25 years. This admission demolishes the 
“justifications” of the death sentences by Kaufman and 
President Eisenhower.

The major exposure of Judge Kaufman came last 
year with the publication of The Autobiography of Roy 
Cohn. Virtually on his deathbed, the key assistant pros
ecutor in the Rosenberg case revealed his unlawful collu
sion with Judge Kaufman throughout the trial; how he 
importuned Cohn to use his influence to have him as
signed as the judge; how Cohn succeeded and Kaufman 
assured him, before the trial began, that he would sen
tence Julius to death. Cohn admits that he lied repeatedly 
for 35 years in denying such collusion, so as not to em
barrass Kaufman. Had the higher courts and public 
known about such judicial misbehavior, about which 
considerable earlier evidence existed but which had 
never been spelled out so definitely, the case would have 
been thrown out of court.

Throughout the late 1940's many American work
ers treasured their May Day holiday as the one day in the 
year that symbolized the future, the international work
ers’ holiday founded in these United States in 1886 in the 
struggle for basic workers’ rights and the 8-hour day. As 
many as 500.000 workers and allies paraded through the 
streets of New York, heading for Union Square and the 
massive rallies to follow.

No such joyous demonstrations were taking place 
on May 1. 1950, at the height of McCarthyite anti-Com- 
munist hysteria. Prison gates were closing or about to 
close on many of America’s leaders in all fields, Com
munist Party leaders convicted in unconstitutional Smith 
Act trials, Hollywood writers, directors, producers and 
actors who defied the House Un-American Activities 
Committee inquisition, teachers and professors who re
sisted their inquisitors, etc. Ethel and Julius Rosenberg 
had no way of knowing that about three months later, 
those prison gates would be closing around them.

By May Day 1951, they had already been con
victed in Judge Irving R. Kaufman’s McCarthyized 
courtroom — McCarthyized by use of Attorney Gener
al’s and HUAC’s lists to eliminate leftist, liberal and 
progressive jurors -— on the fraudulent charge of 
"conspiring to commit espionage," and sentenced by 
Judge Kaufman on April 5 to unprecedented death sen
tences.

The judge’s hysterical sentences were not founded 
on the jury's verdict, “guilty of conspiring to commit 
espionage." Misrepresenting the jury's verdict to the en
tire world, Kaufman said in his sentencing statement that 
the Rosenbergs had put "the A-bomb into the hands of 
the Russians,” had cost "untold millions" of future lives 
and had "changed the course of history to the disadvan
tage of our country." That false claim was reported re
peatedly, unchallenged, in every commercial daily news
paper in the country. (Dissent, during that period, 
caused serious consequences.) Despite the Rosenbergs' 
claims of innocence from beginning to end, no commer
cial paper pointed out that the jurors had not found the 
Rosenbergs guilty of a single act of espionage and that 
no witness testified that the Rosenbergs had ever passed 
any classified information to anyone!

Significant truths about the frameup began emerg
ing from the time of the arrests and mounted after the
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May Day 1890 and
the Jewish Labor Movement
From Elias Tcherikower and Aaron Antonovsky, THE EARLY JEWISH LABOR MOVEMENT IN THE U.S. New 
York: YIVO, 1961

This account of May Day 1890 is based on the re
ports in the Arbeiter Tsaytung (Workers’ Journal). 
The participant Jewish organizations included the 
unions of the cloakmakers, typographers, button
hole-makers, shirt-makers, pants-makers, knee- 
pants-makers, clothing cleaners, purse makers, 
tailors, pressers, children’s jacket makers, soda- 
water workers, suspender-makers, the Progressive 
Tailor’s Union, the Arbeiter Tsaytung Association, 
and the Jewish section of the Socialist Labor 
Party.

On April 21,1890, representatives of the SLP (So
cialist Labor Party) proposed that the Jewish unions par
ticipate in the May Day demonstration for the eight-hour 
day. The UHT (United Hebrew Trades Council) ap
pointed six delegates to the committee making the ar
rangements. This was the first May Day parade to be 
held in America following the resolution of the Socialist 
International in 1889 establishing this an an international 
workers’ holiday. It is estimated that on May 1,1890 
only a year and a half after the UHT had been formed 
9,000 organized Jewish workers participated in the dem
onstration.

The entire day was a festive occasion. About 3,000 
cloakmakers gathered in the five large halls at 125 Riv
ington Street and in the neighborhood. Bands played the 
Marseillaise and other workers’ and revolutionary songs. 
Speakers held forth. The same scenes, with the partici
pation of other Jewish unions and socialists, took place 
on East Broadway, Hester, Clinton, and Delancey 
Streets. Everyone was in holiday attire for this gala dem
onstration, and the men wore eight-hour day buttons in 
their lapels.

About 6:30 in the evening the cloakmakers started 
the march, heading towards Rutgers Square, the rendez
vous of the Jewish workers. The sixteen Jewish unions 
and socialist groups marched down Henry Street past the 
office of the Arbayter Tsaytung to the Bowery, up the 
Bowery to Broome Street, then over to Broadway to the 
Irish section, and up Broadway to Union Square. The 
marchers bore aloft signs with slogans like:

We toil 18 hours a day; We wish to work 8; Bread 
and Liberty; We clothe the entire land, and we our
selves go naked;Down with wage slavery.

Cahan (Abraham Cahan, editor of Forvarts "For
ward") writes that red banners flew from the windows of

hundreds of houses, and thousands cheered as the march
ers, accompanied by music, went by.

The previous week the Arbeiter Tsaytung had writ
ten that 6,000 Jewish workers were expected to partici
pate in the demonstration together with 20,000 German 
and American workers. Three bandstands had been 
erected in Union Square: the main stand, in the center, 
for the American workers; on the east, for the German 
workers; and on the west for the Jewish workers. The 
rain, which had begun shortly after the march started, 
and continued to fall, did not deter the people from lis
tening attentively to the speeches. Abraham Cahan was 
the first to address the Jewish workers. Beginning in 
English, he switched to Yiddish, saying:

There are no words which can adequately express 
our joy that we have lived to see almost ten thou
sand organized Jewish workers in Union Square. 
We were driven from Russia, Poland, Hungary 
and Rumania to America, only to become the vic
tim of rapacious capital.... Now, however, we 
have shown our American and German brothers, 
and show at this very moment by our participation 
in this universal workers’ demonstration in such 
overwhelming numbers, that we are united with all 
workers in the common struggle against capital....

This mass demonstration is the beginning of 
the great revolution which will overthrow the capi
talist system and will create a new society built 
upon foundations of true liberty, equality and fra
ternity. Let us vow, brothers , as we stand here, 
among the mansions of the millionaires on Fifth 
Avenue and the wealthy shops of Broadway on one 
side of us, and the terrible squalor of the tenement 
districts on our other side, that we shall lay down 
our very lives in order to to wipe out the present 
injustice.

Cahan’s addresss, the Arbeiter Tsaytung wrote, was 
received with thunderous applause. Among the others 
who addressed the Jewish workers that day were Kopen- 
heim and Englebert-Brickman. speaking in German, and 
Louis Miller and Michael Zametkin, who spoke in Yid
dish. The last said that Marx had prophetically envisaged 
the "necessity of such a day for the liberation of the 
workers, and that the voices of the masses of workers of 
the entire world must be heard on one day."

Continued on p. 13
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You’re walking. It is nine at night. It is bitter cold. 
The wind tugs against your coat. You shiver quietly. 
“What am I going to do? Haven’t got the rent this month. 
Social Security just isn’t enough. I’m hungry. God, I’m hungry. Walk faster. 
Forget food. Haven’t the strength to walk faster. Slow up. Slow up and live. 
What have 1 heard all my life? Sure. The Jews have all the money!
I have to laugh at that. In this hard winter I have to laugh at that. 
Where are my friends? Most of them dead or in the hospital. Charley Goldberg, 
Ira and Rosy, Ned the guy who loved knishes and gingerale. All gone."

You walk slower now. The street is noisy even at nine o’clock.
You look at the people in the street. Men hurrying home from work. 
Late for dinner. Office hours. Later than expected. Women doing 
last minute shopping. Kids out for a good time or out for no good. 
How many muggings this month?

For the last hour you’ve been walking. They say walking is good for you. 
But not when you’re hungry and there’s no money for supper.
God, let me be young again. Let me have work again. My hands shake. 
Sixty-six years old and my hands shake. Need a warm stove to rest them by. 
A warm stove. Mama, where are you? I can remember you making dinner 
when I was a kid. Papa playing his violin. Hell I was a mentsch in those days. 
Going to school and dreaming. “Jews have all the money." Shut him up. 
Jews have all the money,huh? Ask them at the Social Security office.
Ask them at the welfare office. Ask any of us. We know. Go to 
the synagogue and just sit. Rabbi Kantor gave a nice talk last week. 
Talked about the homeless. How about those with a home. A room. Alone. 
That’s what I am. Alone. Mama far away and almost in her nineties.
In that nursing home in Chicago. Papa dead these many years.
God, let me be young. What'll I do when the landlord asks for the rent.
I wish I was a bird. I could fly away. No jobs.
No jobs when you’re old and nobody cares.

You walk the street very slowly now. Your breath comes in slow,agonizing gasps. 
You suddenly feel weak. There’s a bench, sit down. Rest.
Suddenly you can’t move. But you can after a minute. What was that all about, 
you wonder? You turn your head. There are tears in your eyes.

"The Jews have all the money.” God, what a joke. Look at my bank book. 
See what you find, mister. Empty spaces. That’s what you’ll find.
Blank pages for blank checks. God. I'm hungry. Maybe go up to Sammy’s place. 
Sammy is always good for a meal. Wait a minute. I forgot.
He’s been taken off food stamps. A discrepancy they say.
They wrote him a letter. A discrepancy. We all are.
Maybe I should ask for money. Hey mister. Got a dollar on you? 
Pretty soon I’ll get me a tin cup and go in the subways. I’ll have to. 
Go in the subways. Maybe a nickel, maybe a dime, maybe even a dollar. 
Mama would die if she saw me in the subways with a cup.
What am I going to do? Been looking for work. Can’t find a job. 
I’ll be sixty-seven in March. Happy birthday. Happy birthday!

“The Jews Have All The Money”
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May Day — Day of Struggle
Henri Percikow

From the suffering and struggle of workers 
Who slaved from dawn to dusk 
Across the industrial cities of America 
May 1st, the day of struggle 
Was bom a century ago.
The McCormick strikers, who came 
Onto Haymarket Square, marching 
With their songs and demands 
Paid with blood, tears and lives 
For defying their exploiters 
Who unleashed with gun and gallows 
Their police terror.
May Day, international day of struggle 
In the entire capitalist world
Where workers sing to their final liberation 
And a day of rejoicing 
In all the lands of socialism.
In America the corporate tycoons 
Have tried to erase May Day
By keeping the people ignorant of its history 

and birth
By transforming the day of working class struggle 
To a day of submission to the Moloch 
With their Loyalty and Law Day parades 
To no avail.
For the American working people, white 

and Black
Makers of history
Have nurtured with love the roots of May Day 
For one hundred years
And know that May Day will bloom 
Into a festival of liberation 
For labor and peace.

May Day, 1890 Continued from p. 11
The following resolutions were adopted by each of 

the three ethnic groups at this assemblage:
Whereas, a convention of the American Federation 
of Labor has fixed this day as the beginning of a 
new eight-hour day movement, which will only 
end with the victory of the workers;
and whereas, the International Workingmen’s 
Congress in Paris has confirmed this decision, and 
has proposed that all the workers of the world con
duct meetings and demonstrations in order to unan
imously demand a working day of eight hours and 
to turn all our strength toward the realization of 
this demand;
and whereas, workers the world over are today 
conducting parades, in order to carry out this deci
sion; and whereas, the actual struggle for the eight- 
hour work day in America has already been begun 
by the carpenters and will proceed apace from 
trade to trade until it shall have been introduced 
universally;
and whereas, the eight-hour day will allow the 
workers greater opportunity to think and, in this 
way, will help in evaluating the wage system and 
rebuilding the society on a socialist basis 
Therefore we, the working masses of New York, 
have decided to unite our voices with those of all 
wage workers of the world, once more to ratify the 
decision of the Paris Congress, to demand an 
eight-hour working day and to lend all our strength 
to those who are fighting for this cause.
We declare that in order for the eight-hour work 
day to be realized it must be embodied in law, and, 
therefore our economic struggle must be supported 
by a political struggle. 

You get up slowly. Begin painfully walking. Only this time heading for home. 
The home you got—for how long?
How long the fist tightening? How long the hand at the neck squeezing, 
Squeezing the life out of you? Go home and sleep.
Dream of picnics with mom and dad. Dream of my first girl.
Think of mama’s potato pancakes on Sunday morning.
Think of papa practicing on his violin. Mendelsohn, Schubert.
Think of the past. It may chase away the present.

God, let me be young again. Let my hands work again.
The dreams all dying out. And now no work even.
After thirty-five years with the company. And now the rent is due.
Can’t pay it. “The Jews have all the money.” You fool.
You stupid, stupid fool.
Look around you. You see who has all the money. Look around.....
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Arno J. Mayer, WHY DID THE HEAVENS NOT DARKEN?
THE “FINAL SOLUTION” IN HISTORY, Pantheon Books, N.Y., 1988,492pp, $27.95

Arno Mayer, a professor at Princeton, is the author 
ot several distinguished books in modern European his
tory. This served as important preparation for the book 
being reviewed. In addition, this book deals centrally 
with Hitlerism and Judeocide and Mayer, himself Jew
ish. left Luxembourg as an adolescent, in company with 
members of his family fleeing the Nazi scourge. Some of 
his relatives were not so fortunate and were consumed. 
This deep involvement adds passion to his research and 
prose, but the scholarly scruples one expects from Mayer 
are present.

Mayer places Hitlerism within the new Thirty 
Years War marking European history from 1914 to Hit
ler’s defeat. That thirty-year cauldron is shown to have 
deep roots reaching back to the Thirty Years War of the 
17th century in which millions were slaughtered, and 
that in turn to the Inquisition period of the 15th century; 
and that to the Crusades from the 11th through the 13th 
century.

All were marked by relentless and fanatical ideolo
gies and more or less mass killings with the latter espe
cially aimed at “heretics” or those who rejected Chris
tianity altogether, particularly Jews and Moslems. Given 
Mayer’s subject, he develops with emphasis the idea of 
the demonology of the Jew. He shows the inculcation 
and use by ruling forces of this poison, and its intensity 
and persistence.

Mayer emphasized that the demonology was em
ployed even during the Enlightenment and in periods of 
artistic, literary and scientific flowering, as the 16-17 
centuries; it persisted because it was useful to the exploi
tative and oppressive purposes of those in power. In this 
connection. Mayer's work would have been strength
ened if he had paid attention to the appearance of coloni
alism. the rise of the African slave trade and the great 
consequence of the institution of slavery for all major 
European powers from the the 15th through most of the 
19th century. Its absence from Mayer’s work weakens it. 
especially since the inhumanity of colonialism, the slave 
trade and slavery and its ideological bulwark, racism, 
were such fundamental components of the social torment 
he describes.

Mayer's book documents the indispensable sup
port Hitlerism received from Big Business in Germany 
as well as from other components of the Establishment-

the churches, the aristocracy and the landed magnates. 
He tends, however, to place the industrial and financial 
tycoons as junior partners, in a kind of power-elite analy
sis (like C. Wright Mills). I think this is an error because 
the dominators of industry and finance wielded ultima
tely decisive power. Mayer does show the integral con
nection between capitalism and fascism; this will trouble 
the growing school of bourgeois historians in the United 
States and in Europe (especially West Germany) who are 
insisting upon the absence of such a relationship.

Mayer shows, also, that without acquiescence, at 
least — and frequently support — from the Western cap
italist powers (including the United States, though this is 
not in Mayer’s work), Hitlerism could not have per
sisted. Its ultimate aim — the destruction of the Left and 
of the USSR — assured Hitlerism its international as 
well as national support from the bourgeoisie.

The diplomacy of the Soviet Union gains the 
somewhat grudging admiration of Mayer; its remarkable 
military capacity (which surprised not only Berlin, as 
Mayer states, but also Washington, London and Paris 
which he omits) is described well by the author.The re
actionary character of the Soviet Union’s neighbors_ _
the Baltic states, Poland, Hungary, Rumania — is em
phasized. Their anti-Semitic activities, including re
peated pogroms, prepares the reader for the despicable 
actions of the leaders of these states when “liberated” by 
Hitler. Some of these leaders were President Bush’s ad
visers in the 1988 campaign, and the whole “Captive Na
tions" charade represents a grouping of these pogrom- 
ists, sadists and mass murderers.

Hitler's original victims were adherents of the 
Left, especially Communists, of whom tens of thousands 
were martyred. The first mass killings by the Hitlerites 
during the War were of Soviet war prisoners; in the end 
Hitler slaughtered about two million of them. His war 
was a war of extermination; he intended to eliminate 
Moscow and Leningrad and to dismember the USSR.

Out of Europe’s history, out of the endemic anti- 
Semitism of centuries, out of the lust of Europe’s ruling 
classes, stemmed the ultimate atrocity — the systematic, 
institutionalized effort to annihilate Europe’s Jewry.

This effort forms a central theme of Mayer's book. 
One of its great strengths is its demonstration (albeit 
sometimes grudgingly) that the diplomacy, policy and
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theme:
"Just as Hitler would have been inconceivable and 
ineffectual without his conservative underpinning 
and apologists, so his anti-Semitism prevailed only 
because it was part and parcel of a syncretistic ide
ology combining key tenets of conservatism, reac
tion and fascism.”

It is sobering to observe the growth of the Right — 
and anti-Semitism and racism — in the “Free World” 
again. Especially to be noted is the electoral resurgence 
of neo-Nazi groups and parties in West Germany. The 
filth that attracts these vermin is described in Professor 
Mayer’s notable book. 

activity of the USSR resulted in the saving of hundreds 
• of thousands, perhaps as many as two million Jews, in 

the Baltic States, in Poland, in Rumania and within the 
USSR itself.

In connection with the concentration camps, Mayer 
depicts the close partnership of Germany’s leading cor
porations. Some of their directors were SS officials; all 
of them knew that their corporations employed scores of 
thousands of camp slaves and that their profits reached 
abnormal heights because of this unprecedented exploi
tation of workers. The list of the corporate criminals in
cludes Farben, Krupp, AGFA, Bayer, BMW, Siemens 
— all of them. In many cases they maintained factories 
on the grounds of the camps.

In connection with the military defeat of Hitler, 
Mayer brings forward — as few other Western historians 
have — the very important role of the Soviet partisans. 
He observes that these indomitable fighters consisted of 
Jews and non-Jews. They battled together and died to
gether. They contributed significantly to the defeat of 
Nazism and the salvation of humanity.

Mayer’s work would have been strengthened if he 
had paid more attention to the Resistance movements 
against Hitler. Of course, he observes this among the 
masses within the USSR; without this all would have 
been lost.

But there was notable resistance elsewhere (in 
France and Holland especially) and inside Germany. 
Mayer denies this largely by omission. His extensive 
bibliography tends to ignore the literature on this and 
even Yuri Suhl’s work — let alone the literature on this 
coming out of the German Democratic Republic — is 
missing.

Anyone who visits the GDR will be struck by the 
numerous plaques and monuments to the martyrs that ap
pear on almost every street corner, and a visit to Leipzig 
and the Dimitrov Museum would disclose the names of 
tens of thousands of those who perished in resisting Hit
lerism. Mayer comments on an absence of resistance in 
the German universities, but this also is too sweeping. In 
the courtyard of Humboldt University in Berlin, for ex
ample, is engraved the names of twenty-seven faculty 
members who were executed by the Nazis — including 
thirteen women, one of whom was the American, 
Mildred Hamack. Additionally, the entire senior lead
ership of the GDR were in the Resistance; several are 
survivors of concentration camps.

There is no better account of the crucifixion of Eu
ropean Jewry than this book by Mayer. Its great strength 
is that it places this atrocity within the sweep of history 
and in doing so significantly illuminates that history.

Mayer’s final words convey the gist of his book’s

A Postscript
Since Dr. Aptheker completed the foregoing review 

there has been an outburst of unfounded criticism of 
Mayer’s book by several historians and journalists. Pro
ponents of the prevailing view, convincingly challenged 
by Mayer, that the Nazis principal target was the Jews, 
they center their fire on his conclusion that the genocide 
of the Jews was an unplanned outcome of Nazi Ger
many’s war of annihilation against the Soviet Union. As 
Newsweek's Tamar Jacoby expresses it: “Unlike some 
historians who view the Jew's extermination as Hitler's 
primary, driving obsession, Mayer sees it as a . . . conse
quence of other Nazi thrusts, particularly the war against 
Russia. For Mayer, the wellspring of the war is the anti
Bolshevism of the German elite — industrialists and 
army officers as well as Nazi leaders. And in his view, 
the destruction of the Jews came about only as an indi
rect result of this anti-Communism."

Actually, Mayer holds that it was the direct result 
of anti-Communism, which for the Nazis was insepara
ble from anti-Semitism, since they believed, as Hitler 
stated in Mein Kampf, that the Jews were the "chief car
riers" of the “virus of Marxist ideas." In Mayer’s words:

The “Final Solution” may be said to have been 
forged and consummated in the crucible of the 
abortive crusading war against Soviet Russia and 
“Judeo-Bolshevism,” which in eastern Europe cre
ated the context of extreme cruelty and destruction 
apart from which the Judeocide (Mayer's term for 
the Holocaust, A.J.K.) would have been unthink
able and impractical......... When its eastern cam
paign bogged down in the late fall of 1941, Nazi 
Germany radicalized the conduct of the war 
against the Soviets and the crusade within it, fixing 
on the Jews for slaughter as the most hated and 
accessible member of the "common enemy” —

Continued on p. 20
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Dennis King, LYNDON LaROUCHE and the NEW AMERICAN FASCISM (New York: 
Doubleday, 1989) 415 pp., $19.95

Gerald Horne 
tained his own files on the left, which were apparently 
shared with U.S. intelligence and police agencies. His 
curious alliances also included the Teamsters under 
Jackie Presser, whom he assisted in bludgeoning Team
sters for a Democratic Union; similarly, when Richard 
Trumka was seeking to lead the United Mine Workers, 
LaRouche’s forces were on the scene seeking to destabi
lize his effort (p.356).

Most shocking about the reach of LaRouche was 
his relative electoral success: “The LaRouche election 
machine contested almost 4,000 Democratic primaries 
and general elections in over 30 states between 1982 and 
1988. Its fund raisers brought in tens of millions of dol
lars while its candidates attracted over 4 million votes, 
including voting percentages above 10% in hundreds of 
contests” (p.85). Their candidate for the U.S. Senate in 
Oklahoma in 1986 received 33% of the vote in a two- 
way race. Their victories in the Illinois Democratic pri
mary in 1986 for lieutenant governor and secretary of 
state are well known. King argues convincingly that this 
was no fluke, as some have suggested; the fact is that 
LaRouche candidates recived amazingly high figures in a 
number of races from coast to coast (p. 112).

Tactics of certain Democrats assisted their rise. 
For example, when Ed Koch was challenged by the pro
gressive Frank Barbara in 1981, the mayor of New York 
encouraged U.S. Labor Party participation and they went 
on to red-bait Barbara furiously; the LaRouchite got 
25,000 votes in sthe primary. A number of center-right 
and right-wing Democrats saw the LaRouche forces as a 
convenient pit bull to deploy against progressive chal
lengers.

Where did he get the money from for these far- 
flung operations? Unfortunately on this King is not as 
thorough as he should be. It is clear that he received fed
eral matching funds for his presidential races; he was in
volved in various forms of credit card fraud; he had ties 
to Oklahoma oil-men and Detroit racketeers; he had ties 
to affluent South Africans and Thais; and a computer 
concern of his held lucrative contracts from Mobil Oil, 
Citibank, Colgate-Palmolive, Wang, and a number of 
Wall Street investment houses (pp.xi,91,296,179,301).

Despite the clear value of this stunning study, it is 
not without weaknesses. King is naive about the CIA 
(p.212) and the Jewish Defense League (p.247). As of
ten happens when one begins to examine such a tricky 
phenomenon as LaRouche, King at times gets lost and 
suggests that some of LaRouche’s writings had "genuine 

Continued on p. 19

Though not without flaws, this is an extremely im
portant work on an extremely important subject. The 
story of how this home-grown fascist grew in influence 
and power deserves to broadcast far and wide.

LaRouche began as a Trotskyite but, in a maneu
ver reminiscent of Benito Mussolini, he gradually moved 
to the ultra-right. While still on the “left,” he adumbrated 
his swing to the right by launching "Operation Mop-Up” 
against the Communist Party in 1973-74: “...LaRouche 
had ordered the most physically agile...members to un
dergo training for street fighting... Members were organ
ized into flying squads with metal pipes, clubs and num- 
chukas (Korean martial arts devices consisting of two 
sticks attached by a chain)” (p.21). The result was 
bloody attacks on Communists and their allies. The FBI 
egged them on in this hooliganism; given LaRouche’s 
earlier role as a FBI informant in the Socialist Workers 
Party, this should not be deemed overly surprising 
(pp.24,8).

LaRouche’s organizations quickly developed all 
the earmarks of a cult: “Members were told what kind of 
music to listen to. Spouses informed on one another to 
the leadership. Wives who became pregnant were 
marched to the abortionist by the 'coat-hanger brigade.’” 
(p.299). But his U.S. Labor Party and related formations 
were not some freak to be laughed at but a deadly serious 
instrument of the ruling class.

It is clear that antisemitism is essential to the ideol
ogy and cosmology of fascist groupings in the U.S. This 
is no less true for LaRouche’s outfit. He quickly devel
oped ties with the Liberty Lobby, Populist Party and 
Posse Comitatus (p. 109). He had a working alliance with 
Roy Frankhouser, late of the KKK. Mitchell WerBell, 
long-time Liberty Lobby ally who maintained close ties 
with leading U.S. intelligence and military circles, was 
LaRouche’s security adviser (p.40).

These governmental ties were not an accident. 
During the Reagan Administration, LaRouche main
tained close contact with both the National Security 
Council and the Central Intelligence Agency. More- 
over.he had ties with a number of local police depart
ments, military figures, and Jack Cusack, former head of 
international operations for the the Drug Enforcement 
Administration. Yet, he was on both sides of the fence as 
he was also close to a number of gangs and racketeers 
who were not infrequent lawbreakers and drug dealers 
(p.33). LaRouche’s ties to Bobbie Ray Inman, former 
head of the National Security Agency and leading CIA 
official are also worth noting (p. 160). LaRouche main-
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court might have continued through various CIA ap
peals, many of them might not be around by the time of 
the final decision. The money, it was felt, would help the 
victimized to live more comfortable lives after all they 
have gone through.

Interview with Jim Turner
Shloime Perel: Could you elaborate on the history of the 
case?
Jim Turner: In spring 1987, 1 argued our opposition to 
the CIA’s effort to get rid of the case. The CIA filed a 
motion to dismiss which relies upon a whole array of 
technical defences ranging from an argument that too 
much time has passed — the statute of limitations — to 
an argument that the CIA had broad discretion basically 
to do whatever it wanted anywhere in the United States 
and North America.

We fully answered the arguments and, in addition, 
filed with the court an encyclopedic set of affidavits from 
experts that set out just how the experiments at the Allan 
Memorial Institute violated the most basic canons of 
medical and legal ethics as codified in the Nuremberg 
code. I’ve always considered the argument of a statute of 
limitations to be rather a specious view to be advancing, 
as the CIA destroyed the records that reflected these ex
periments in the early 1970’s when Richard Helms and 
Sidney Gottlieb left the Agency.

This is really a tragedy compounded by by the time 
that has passed since this suit was filed. There is no legit
imate justification for this case to have dragged on for 
(eight) years with the CIA stonewalling every effort to 
negotiate a reasonable and fair resolution of these peo
ple’s claims. We faced an unending series of obstacles, 
both technical and obstructionist, to the prosecution of 
this litigation.

In January 1986, Florence Langleben, one of the 
plaintiffs in the case, died. That was a tragedy, not sim
ply her death which was tragic in its own right, but also 
that she passed away before seeing justice done out of 
these horrendous experiments.

Another plaintiff, Louis Weinstein, has marked his 
81st birthday. Mr. Weinstein suffered horrendously from 
the the experiments that were done to him. His health is 
not good, but he’s a tough man. Others of my clients are 
in their seventies, and one has to wonder whether the 
delaying tactics and the stonewalling weren't a calcu
lated effort to slow things down until there were no

Reprinted from the progressive Canadian Jewish 
magazine Outlook (February, 1989), this article 
exposes the unethical and criminal behavior of 
members of the "free world's" psychiatric and po
litical establishments in the U.S. and Canada col
laborating with the C.I.A. in "combating commu
nism and ‘selling’ democracy." Of particular 
interest is the Jewish identity of several of the eight 
victims-plaintiffs in this case, including the wife of 
a former member of Canada’s parliament.

Readers of Outlook are undoubtedly aware that an 
out-of-court settlement was reached in early November 
between the CIA and eight victims of psychiatric brain
washing “experiments" at Montreal’s Allan Memorial 
Institute. One of the plaintiffs was Velma Orlikow, for
mer NDP MP David Orlikow’s wife. Several months be
fore the case was slated to open in court, I interviewed 
the attorney in the case, Jim Turner, for community ra
dio.

In the 1950’s and 60’s, the CIA and Canada’s 
Dept, of Health and Welfare funded mind-altering exper
iments at the Allan Memorial to which over 1,000 pa
tients are estimated to have been subjected. The organ
izer was Dr. Ewen Cameron, at different times president 
of the American and the World Psychiatry Association, 
who exposed individuals to combinations of intense elec
troshock, psychiatric drugs and long periods of isolation 
and drug-induced sleep. This was the “depatteming” 
which was to have trasnsformed or “blanked out” enough 
of a person’s mind to allow the implantation of intended 
behavior-altering suggestions repeated thousands of 
times, this being the “psychic driving” technique.

Political and military motives related to the Korean 
and the Cold Wars impelled the CIA and Canadian gov
ernment funding of Cameron’s work. Consider the fol
lowing excerpt from the minutes of a 1951 Montreal 
meeting between CIA personnel, Canadian psycholo
gists and the research director the for the Defence Board: 
“Research (is needed) into the psychological factors 
causing the the human mind to accept certain political 
beliefs aimed at determining means for combatting com
munism and ‘selling’ democracy...(and) into the means 
whereby an individual may be brought temporarily or 
perhaps permanently under the control of another.”

The CIA tried for eight years to keep the case from 
coming to court. But by the time a court date was set for 
November of this year, the plaintiffs felt that since the
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area, there was an unwitting test of LSD by the CIA on a 
civilian employee of the United States army, whose 
name is Frank Olson. The two key actors are gentlemen 
named Gottlieb and Lasbrook. They had a meeting 
where Dr. Olson was in attendance. In their after dinner 
cocktails, Dr. Lashbrook included some LSD. Mr. Ol
son became terribly, terribly depressed as a consequence 
of this unwitting drug test. To make a long story short, 
he jumped out of hotel window in New York City and 
killed himself as a consequence of this unwitting drug 
test.

Now the CIA managed to cover that up for over 
twenty years — they didn't even tell his widow. But it 
became public after the Watergate scandals here in 
Washington. At that time, Mrs. Olson tragically learned 
what had happened to her husband when reporters called 
her up. But there was an air of contrition then. The CIA 
director personally apologized to the Olsons, and they 
were compensated for the loss of their husband and fa
ther.

That’s absolutely critical to understanding our view 
of this case, because these same two men that were re
sponsible for the death of Dr. Olson — which was later 
compensated by the U.S. government — were the two 
key funders of Dr. Cameron in 1957. So some four years 
after they had demonstrated their callous insensitivity to 
the rights of individuals and to medical ethics, they were 
still in a position in the CIA where they could approve 
the experimentation that went on at the Allan Memorial 
Institute.

Now if the United States government can compen
sate the wife of a United States Army employee who was 
killed in a CIA experiment, it seems to us the United 
States government can surely compensate Canadians 
who were injured in subsequent CIA experiments.

Shloime Perel: What about the American Psychiatric As
sociation itself, considering that Cameron was a domi
nant politician in the world of psychiatry? And what 
about the mainstream psychology organizations? If they 
have any humanististic inclinations, it would seem they 
would take positions, too. There must be organizations 
of former psychiatry patients in the U.S. And what about 
the ACLU, Christie Institute and other human rights or
ganizations?
Jim Turner: We have of course received great support 
from the American Civil Liberties Union. The Washing
ton office has aided us tremendously through making 
available their files on the CIA activities and providing 
limited research support in preparing the case. There has 
been a shocking, one might say deafening, silence from 
the American Psychiatric Association, and, indeed from 
the psychological organizations. One can’t say that’s an

plaintiffs left.
Shloime Perel: Why all this resistance by the CIA? Do 
you think the CIA feels that it’s waging a battle for the 
honour of the United States? And what about the Ca
nadian government?
Jim Turner: I see it very difficult to justify a defence of 
horrendous brainwashing experiments as having any
thing to do with honour. I don’t know diplomacy. I don’t 
know what the stakes are between the United States and 
Canada, but I’ve been told by my Canadian friends that 
your (Canada’s) government is just afraid to stand up to 
these guys.

The Canadian federal government has been a wimp
ish ally at best. Perhaps the most vicious blow to the case 
came in the form of what’s called the Cooper Report. 
After many importunings by myself and Mr. Rauh, the 
Canadian government announced — actually it was Mr. 
MacEachen, the Minister of External Affairs at the time 
— that they would consider going to the International 
Court of Justice at the Hague if compensation were not 
forthcoming for the Canadian victims of the CIA experi
ments.

Apparently, the winds changed somewhat, and 
when Mr. Crosbie became justice minister he commis
sioned what is known as the Cooper Report (published in 
1986) which in the history of governmental reports has to 
stand out as the biggest single whitewash and one-sided 
effort to absolve the (U.S.) government of any responsi
bility that has ever been written. It was a vicious stab in 
the back to the victims to have their own government 
subsidizing the CIA’s effort to avoid liability. And that’s 
precisely what that report did: it was in effect a brief for 
the CIA prepared by your government.

In effect, what it said was that the CIA did nothing 
wrong in coming to Canada and financing brainwashing 
experiments on unwitting Canadian citizens. You have 
to hope that governments, particularly in democratic so
cieties, hear the wishes of the governed. I must in 
fairness note that the support we have received from the 
Canadian people, from the members of various Canadian 
press organizations, has been significant and has mobi
lized what assistance we have received from the Ca
nadian government. And we hope that kind of public 
support continues.
Shloime Perel: So far as I know, no intelligence agency, 
U.S. of for that matter Canadian, ever admitted it made 
mistakes. Intelligence agencies are involved in the top
pling of governments and justify what they do on the 
basis of the national interest.
Jim Turner: You’re right on lots of fronts. However, 
there is one notable exception which I ought to tell you 
about. In 1953, in the same brainwashing/drugtesting
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bassy official, who 1 believe held the rank of number 
three in the embassy. The embassy official, a man 
named Dumling, denied that he made these apologies. 
We will never know the kind of testimony that the CIA 
officers gave, because the CIA succeeding in obtaining 
an order, a gag order if you will, to prevent the taking of 
their depositions after I had arranged for them to be 
taken. It’s unfortunate that in 1979 the Canadian govern
ment would go so far as to have the Minister of External 
Affairs state on the floor of Parliament that apologies had 
been made and then be too craven to back it up with doc
uments that were in their hands that reflected this.
Shloime Perel: What kind of coverage has the case got
ten in the U.S. media?
Jim Turner: You know, things Canadian don’t get much 
coverage under the best of circumstances in the U.S. 
There have been some editorial comments on the case, 
notably by the Los Angeles Times and the Washington 
Post, endorsing a rapid resolution to the case. I think the 
case merits attention in the U.S. because what happens 
in Canada affects U.S. citizens. North Americans, to
gether of course, share a common heritage of respect for 
individual rights and a faith in limited government. What 
the CIA did by financing these experiments in Montreal 
injured not only Canadians,in my view, but also Ameri
can citizens as well. 

embarassed silence or whether it’s the silence of indiffer
ence. It is, to me, one of the crowning ironies that the 
son of one of the plaintiffs, Louis Weinstein, whom I 
spoke of before, in order to understand what had hap
pened to his father, became a psychiatrist himself. And I 
know that Dr. Harvey Weinstein, who is now at Stanford 
Medical Center in Palo Alto, is doing everything in his 
power to evoke a responsible position by the American 
Psychiatric Association and affiliated entities. And one 
can only hope that Dr.. Weinstein will meet with more 
success than I have in trying to awaken a rational re
sponse from these professional organizations.

Shloime Perel: You mentioned the destruction of docu
ments by the CIA. What kind of documentation remains? 
Jim Turner: I think one of the truisms of Washington is 
that you can shred documents and bum papers as much 
as you want, but it’s very difficult to get (destroy) every 
document and every piece of paper that reflects some
thing as big as this. And that’s what happened — docu
ments were discovered in the late 1970’s that reflected 
this activity that the CIA financed at the Allan Memorial 
Institute. We obtained those.

There were a series of consultations at the time that 
this story first broke in the Canadian press between rep
resentatives of the Canadian government and of the 
United States government at our embassy in Ottawa. 
During these consultations — the Minister of External 
Affairs put it on the public record — there were express
ions of deep regret made by the United States that the 
CIA has been involved at the Allan Memorial Institute 
and assurances that such activities would never be re
peated in the future. This constitutes an admission culpa
bility. In legal terms, this is a statement that you don’t 
apologize unless you realize you’ve done something 
wrong.

We desperately tried to obtain written documenta
tion from the Canadian government to support the former 
Minister of External Affair’s statement that there had 
been these CIA apologies — some of it was provided to 
us. A few documents were provided to us, but the bulk 
of the documentation that was generated from the United 
States in the course of these apologies has not been 
turned over to us, and frankly, I don’t see that we have 
much of a chance of getting them, because the Canadian 
government just backed down and let the CIA decide 
what would be provided to us.

Shloime Perel: Who specifically within the U.S. govern
ment apologized, then?
Jim Turner: That’s a difficult question, because there 
were two CIA officers stationed at the U.S. embassy in 
Ottawa who participated in these discussions, Stacy B. 
Hulse, Jr. and John Kenneth Knaus, as well as an em-

Lyndon LaRouche Continued from p. 16 
insights” or that his paper was the “most literate paper on 
the far left.” And King does have a tendency endemic 
among authors of inflating the importance of his subject, 
though the relative lack of attention to LaRouche pre
viously helps to explain this (pp.51,17).

These flaws do not detract from the worthiness of 
this book, however. With his antisemitism, influence, 
funding and ruling class ties, LaRouche until his recent 
setbacks in court was well on his way to establishing a 
major foothold in the U.S. political scene. King blames 
the “major media" for ignoring this story and correctly 
notes that for the longest time only the left and alterna
tive press paid attention to LaRouche (pp.373,375). But 
the left and alternative press often do not have the re
sources to investigate thoroughly a phenomenon of this 
character. King effectively cites the words of Adolf Hit
ler: "It was really a treat. . .to follow the perplexity and 
helplessness of our adversaries in their perpetually vacil
lating tactics. . .They called on their adherents to take no 
notice of us and to avoid our meetings. And on the whole 
this advice was followed" (p.83). LaRouche may be in 
legal difficulty now but the conditions that created him 
still exist. In this, the 50th anniversary of the opening of 
World War 11 in Europe, the necessity for broad anti
fascist unity still remains the watchword of the day.
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traordinary factual errors which amount to a pattern of 
falsification and distortion." The reviewer goes so far as 
to associate Mayer with West German revisionist histori
ans who have interpreted the Holocaust so as to absolve 
Nazi mass murderers.

What accounts for such unwarranted and unre
strained criticism of an objective scholarly work? The 
nationalist/Zionist ideology of some Jewish scholars and 
journalists who insist on the uniqueness and planfulness 
of the Nazi genocide of the Jews in order to prove the 
impossibility of a secure life for them outside of Israel is 
certainly a major reason. Another has been presciently 
stated in Dr. Aptheker’s review when he notes that May
er’s demonstration of “the integral connection between 
capitalism and fascism . . . will trouble the growing 
school of bourgeois historians . . . who are insisting 
upon the absence of such a relationship.” A.J.K.D

Postscript Continued from p. 15

“Judeo-Bolshevism" — which they constantly in
voked.

Mayer describes in detail the Nazis’ generally non- 
lethal persecution of Jews before this, but concludes that 
“although anti-Semitism was an essential tenet of the 
Nazi worldview, it was neither its foundation nor its 
principal or sole intention” and that “anti-Semitism did 
not play a decisive or even significant role in the growth 
of the Nazi movement and electorate . . . . ”

If this were not enough to upset those who believe 
that Nazism was based on anti-Semitism and the Holo
caust was essentially a pogrom by non-Jews against 
Jews, Mayer also concludes that, despite certain unique 
features, the Nazis’ killing of six million Jews was simi
lar to their killing of 12 million non-Jewish civilians:

The torment of the Jews at Auschwitz — and 
throughout occupied Europe — was at one and the 
same time sui generis (unique,A.J.K.) and yet 
similar to that of other victims of the Nazis. It was 
fueled by the same conditions, served the same 
purposes, and was perpetrated by the same agen
cies.

These purposes, Mayer shows, were to eliminate 
actual and potential resistance to German ruling class 
rule and depopulate much of eastern Europe to provide 
Lebensraum for German colonizers.

Mayer’s work was lauded in the front-page article 
of the New York Times Book Review (2/9/89), in which 
Brown University historian V. R. Berghahn character
ized it as an “important book” and a “weighty and un
compromising study.” The book has also been well re
ceived by other reputable historians ranging from 
Herbert Aptheker and H. Stuart Hughes pf the University 
of California to Pierre Vidal-Naquet of the Ecole des 
Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales in Paris and Saul 
Friedlaender of Tel Aviv University. However, it has 
been severely criticized by prominent Holocaust histori
ans whose views — and reputations — it challenges, in
cluding Yehuda Bauer of Hebrew University in Jerusa
lem and Lucy Davidowicz of Yeshiva University, both 
of whose writings on the Holocaust assume its priority 
for the Nazis and stress its supposedly incomparable 
uniqueness. Bauer charges that Mayer “simply does not 
know the basic facts” and Davidowicz calls his work “a 
very dishonest book.” Emboldened by these denuncia
tions, magazines from Newsweek to Dissent have joined 
the attack. Most intemperate of all is the review in The 
New Republic (4/17/89) entitled “False Witness" — by a 
doctoral student! — which characterizes this work of 
meticulous scholarship as “an artful construction of half
truths in the service of an ideology . . . riddled with ex-
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