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AN ADDRESS BY REP. GERALD R. FORD, R-MICH.
MINORITY LEADER, U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
AT THE 62nd ANNUAL BNAI ZION AMERICA-ISRAEL FRIENDSHIP AWARD DINNER
AT THE NEW YORK HILTON HOTEL
NEW YORK, NEW YORK
6:00 p.m. SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 1970

FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY

This is an audience that is well-informed on the recent history of the
Middle Eastern situation. You have a sophisticated knowledge of Israel's problems.
You have also heard a great deal of rhetoric. Since you are devoted to Israeli-
American friendship, you have carefully followed and analyzed every development,
every reality, and are not misled by verbisge and high-sounding formulations. You
retain faith in your nastion, the United States, to do Jjustice in its relations with
the embatiled democracy of Israsel. But you want to know the score.

The situation is too tense and explosive to confuse the issue. We must
mean what we say and say what we mean. There have been all too many wild rumors
and exaggerations. There have been charges that Israel is being sold out to Russian
and Arab pressures. There are fears that Israel is being undermined, cut-off,
rejected, and neglected. There are fears that Israel is becoming increasingly
isolated.

Ladies and gentlemen, I want to tell you that I have been reassured on the
highest levels in Washington that the United States Government stands by its friends.
Israel is one of its friends.

The friendship of our two countries is an article of faith. President Nixon
has very recently reaffirmed Israeli-American friendship. Mrs. Golda Meir, Prime
Minister of Israel, stated that she "noted with gratification" the clear expression
by President Nixon on the issue of Israel's security and integrity.

Also, Israeli Ambassador Rebin stated in Washington that he was encouraged
by the President’'s statement. As a friend of Israel, I might add that I, too,
found great reassurance in the message of the President. I refer, of course, to
the message he sent through my good friend, Max Fisher, to the emergency conference
of Jewish leaders in Washington last month.

The Soviet Union has denounced the President's message. Moscow's Arab
friends had some very unkind things to say about Richard M. Nixon. Communist Chins
has blamed the President for supporting Israel and pledged Chinese support to the
Arab cause.
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The President told the Congress in his State of the Union remarks that we
are moving from an era of international confrontation to an era of negotiation.
This 1s true in the Middle East, as it is elsewhere. We are deeply engaged in
trying to help the people of the Middle East find peace. But we will not do this
at the expense of Israel. Indeed, we will not do this at the expense of any
nation's legitimate interests.

No peace agreement will be worth the paper it's written on if either side
ends up cheated and bent on violent redress as soon as it has adequate power.

This Administration is not going to negotiate the peace in the Middle East.
There is no question of our negotiating away the basic rights and interests of the
nations now at war. They must negotiate the peace themselves.

The United States is convinced that peace can be based only on agreement
between the parties directly involved. As the President has said, "There is no
substitute for negotiations. Peace and security can only emerge from the mutual
agreement of the two sides immediately concerned.

Much work has been done through diplomatic channels under this and the
previcus Administration. You are a very sophisticated group and realize that the
art of diplomacy is complex and that words and versions that appear in the press
are often confusing and misleading. I have looked carefully behind the diplomatic
situation and assured myself that this Administration, alone or in concert with
any other power, cannot and will not dictate the terms of peace or seek to impose
a settlement.

I advocate a genuine peace, a real peace, a durable peace. Only a peace
based upon agreement that is not one-sided is a peace that all sides will have a
vested interest in maintaining.

President Nixon stated on September 8, 1968, that "it is not realistic to
expect Israel to surrender vital bargaining counters in the absence of genuine
peace and effective guarantees."” This Administration continues to recognize that
fact.

The Soviet Union or Egypt or anyone else would be badly misguided to conclude
that the United States is going to high-pressure Isrsel into unilateral withdrawal.

The State Department people have reassured me that their real aim in the
Four Power talks is to prevent a spread of the conflict and, if possible, to find
some formula under which the Arabs and Israelis could meet and resolve their
differences. There must be some "give and teke" in any international diplomacy.

{more)
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But this does not mean that the United States will “give"” at the expense of
Israel while the Soviet Union "takes" for the Arabs.

I can understand how Israel feels. Israel is surrounded, besieged,
subjected to vilification and hatred, to guerrilla attacks and sabotage. The
Israelis may point out that while the United States is the advocate of peace, the
Soviet Union is the advocate only of the Arabs. The Israelis may also raise a very
legitimate question as to whether a rollback from occupied territory and even one-
gsided concessions to the Arab states will really satisfy the extremists of the
so-called "national liberation front" of the Arabs. It has not in the past, and
inseribed on the Archives is "What is Past is Prologue."

It is perfectly understandable that Israel would scrutinize everything our
government says and does. Israel's very survival is at stake. The Israelis
remember very well the liquidation of the Jews in the Warsaw Ghetto during World
War II. They remember the Nazi genocide. And they are well aware of the anti-Jewish
persecution now practiced in Syria, Iraq, and some other Arab States.

It is virel that Israel correctly assess American intentions. If Israel
reached a conclusion that it were isolated or sold-out, it could be a grave threst
to world peace. Improved communications between Israel and America ere essential.

I am therefore moved to propose the establishment of a telephone "hot-line"

between Washington and Jerusalem. Such a means of instantanecus contact would

enable either President Nixon or Prime Minister Meir to clarify any misunderstanding.
It would alsoc be very useful if new factors developed that threatened a dangerous
escalation or spreading of the conflict. Israel would have the reassurance of
instantaneous communication with the President. The President could act instantly,
in some unforeseen crisis, by contacting Mrs. Meir.

Recent events have caused me great concern. The fighting has steadily
increased. TIsraelis and Arabs are dying every day on both sides of the Suez Canal.
The young and the brave are giving their lives. Humanity and compassion rebel
against the rising level of violence. The new shipments of arms to Libya by France
and to Egypt by the Russians are escalating the arms race in a manner that concerns
me intensely.

A new factor has been introduced in the massive French transaction with Libya.
I cannot imagine vwhy Libya, with an army far smaller than the New York City Police
Department, needs over 100 of the latest French Mirage Jet fighter-bombers «- or

hundreds of British Chieftsin tanks, considered the world's most powerful tank.

(more)
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President Nixon is absolutely right in urging that arms suppliers find a
way to limit the arms race. I have urged that our Government seize on the
fortuitous and very timely occasion of President Pompidou's visit next week to
discuss this new French policy. The huge new infusion of arms into a hotbed of
contention does not help reduce violence or fatalities.

There are some very serious matters that obviously will develop in the
agenda of talks in Washington with President Pompidou, matters that involve the
interests of the vwhole world. It has been a basic tenet of our Government that
vhile we may be divided at home on foreign policy matters we are nevertheless
substantially united when our Government deals with other nations.

The coming negotiations in Washington between our Government and President
Pompidou are of such importance that we cannot permit an impression that the
Congress is no longer prepared to accord the Republic of France the traditional
courtesies. We seek negotiation, not confrontation. The violence and killing in
the Middle Past are very, very serious. The situation is growing worse.

It seems to me that we must strengthen the hand of the President when he
speaks for all of us to President Pompidou. This is the way to impress upon the
French President the great conviction and unity of the American people on the
matters we have discussed.

We shall do everything we can in the interest of peace and stability in the
Middle East. But we will do more than talk, The United States will not and cannot
stand by and watch the military balance turn against its friends.

We would, of course, prefer that President Nixon's statesmanlike effort to
limit the arms race would generste a positive response from France, from Great
Britain, and, of course, from the Soviet Union.

A balance is essential to deter aggression and t¢ keep the conflict under
control. The United States is prepared to supply the military equipment necessary
for friendly governments, such as Israel, to defend themselves. We would, of course,
prefer restraint in the shipment of arms into this troubled area. But we are aware
of what other major powers are doing. We are maintaining a very careful vigilance.
We will not hesitate to take the steps required.

The 1968 Republican Platform pledged that Israeli military supplies "must
be kept at a commensurate strength both for her protection and to help keep the
peace of the area.” We promised counter-veiling help, including supersonic
aircraft, if needed. We will keep this pledge. I might add that deliveries of

(more)
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Phantom and Skyhawk jets are going forward on schedule under existing contracts.

It is understandable that Israel, cut off from traditional sources of arms
in France, is seeking a sense of continuity in aircraft procurement here. I
deeply regret that lives are lost daily in the Middle East. But as long as there
is no peace and no agreement on arms limitation, we will keep a very close eye on
the power balance.

I can also reveal that we are looking into the broader guestion of the
Mediterranean, the mission of the U.S. 6th Fleet, and related factors. We do not
want a confrontation with the Soviet Union or anyone else. But we have commitments
in the Mediterranean and the right to maintain military forces there. Our ships
and our flag will remain in that area. We will not flee because of pressures and
threats. The 6th Fleet will continue serving the cause of freedom.

We have no warlike motives in the Middle East. The American people desire
only the friendship of all the various nations of that region. It is our fervent
prayer that nations accord others the right to exist. Perhaps realization will
come that true liberation can be found in development of one's own country,
raising of one's own living standard, and the development of one's own social
Justice. Aggression will not succeed no matter the grandiose phrases invoked to
justify the unrelenting warfare by regular and guerrilla forces. All parties are
obviously better served by peace negotiations and the acceptance of the facts of
life. The real interests of both Arab and Israelis require peaceful coexistence.

In that land where the Prophets dreamed that nation should not 1ift up
sword against nation, let there be peace. For Israel, a nation of people whose
suffering merits a life more creative than perpetual service in an armed camp, let
there be peace. For the Arabs, whose poverty and frustration requires schools and
hospitals and a decent life rather than the endless purchase of jets and guns,
let there be peace.

Israel could be a light unto the nations of that region if the Arabs would
accept fellow human beings of the Jewish faith as entitled to nationhood as any
other people. The genius and productivity of the Israelis could help others make
their deserts blossom. Instead of the cradle of civilization becoming its grave,
let the cradle of civilization give rise to two peoples, Arab and Jewish, each in
their own countries, with commerce and travel flowing across peaceful borders, and
with a new sense of mutual respect in keeping with our dream of the brotherhood of
man under the fatherhoocd of God.

(more)
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I want to add a special and very perscnal word to this audience. Many of
you have devoted your lives to the Zionist cause. You have seen in Zionism
a redemption of freedom and human dignity, the rebirth of a nation, and the
rebirth of a people., But we are now witnessing painful days, tragic days, in
which the powers and political trends and pressures of the world appear to be
converging on the Middle East.

Israel was reborn in blood and fire. Israel is today struggling in an
ordeal of blood and fire. But this time it is different. The State of Israel has
proved its mettle. Israel is a nation among the nations.

You can take pride, as dedicated supporters of Israel, as Zionists, in the
nation you have helped build. But the watchman of Israel does not sleep and does
not slumber. Trying days lie ahead. Yet, in your heart of hearts, you can draw
faith and sustenance and reassurance from one fact. It is that this is the United
States of America. This is our country and we, Jews and non-Jews, peoples of all
parts of this country, the silent Americans and the articulate Americans, will not
let Israel down.

I thank you.
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The President told the Congress in his State of the Union remarks that we
are moving from an era of international confrontation to an era of negotiation.
This is true in the Middle East, as it is elsewhere. We are deeply engaged in
trying to help the people of the Middle East find peace. But we will not do this
at the expense of Israel. Indeed, we will not do this at the expense of any
nation's legitimate interests.

No peace agreement will be worth the paper it's written on if either side
ends up cheated and bent on violent redress as soon as it has adequate power.

This Administration is not going to negotiate the peace in the Middle East.
There is no gquestion of our negotiating away the basic rights and interests of the
nations now at war. They must negotiate the peace themselves.

The United States is convinced that peace can be based only on agreement
between the parties directly involved. As the President has said, "There is no
substitute for negotiations. Peace and security can only emerge from the mutual
agreement of the two sides immediately concerned.

Much work has been done through diplomatic chennels under this and the
previous Administration. You are a very sophisticated group and realize that the
art of diplomacy is complex and that words and versions that appear in the press
are often confusing and misleading. I have looked carefully behind the diplomatic
situation and assured myself that this Administration, alone or in concert with
any other power, cannot and will not dictate the terms of peace or seek to impose
& settlement.

I advocate a genuine peace, a real peace, & durable peace. Only a peace
based upon agreement that is not one-sided is a peace that all sides will have a
vested interest in maintaining.

President Nixon stated on September 8, 1968, that "it is not realistic to
expect Israel to surrender vital bargaining counters in the absence of genuine
peace and effective guarantees.”" This Administration continues to recognize that
fact.

The Soviet Union or Egypt or anyone else would be badly misguided to conclude
that the United States is going to high-pressure Israel into unilateral withdrawsal.

The State Department people have reassured me that their real aim in the
Four Power talks is to prevent a spread of the conflict and, if possible, to find
some formula under which the Arabs and Israelis could meet and resolve their
differences. There must be some "give and take" in any international diplomacy.
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But this does not mean that the United States will 'give" at the expense of
Israel while the Soviet Union "takes" for the Arabs.

I can understand how Israel feels. Israel is surrounded, besieged,
subjected to vilification and hatred, to guerrilla attacks and sabotage. The
Israelis may point out that while the United States is the advocate of peace, the
Soviet Union 1is the advocate only of the Arabs. The Israelis may also raise a very
legitimate question as to whether a rollback from occupied territory and éven one-
sided concessions to the Arab stetes will really satisfy the extremists of the
so-called "national liberation front" of the Arabs. It has not in the past, and
inscribed on the Archives is "What is Past is Prologue."

It is perfectly understandable that Israel would serutinize everything our
govermment says and does. Israel's very survival is at stake. The Israelis
remember very well the liguidation of the Jews in the Warsaw CGhetto during Worlid
War II. They remember the Nazi genocide. And they are well aware of the anti-Jewish
persecution now practiced in Syria, Iraq, and some other Arab States.

It is wviral that Israel correctly assess American intentions. If Israel
reached a conclusion that it were isolated or sold-out, it could be a grave threat
to world peace. Improved communications between Israel and America are essential.

I am therefore moved to propose the establishment of a telephone "hot~line"

between Washington and Jerusalem. Such a means of instantaneous contact would

enable either President Nixon or Prime Minister Meir to clarify any misunderstanding.
It would also be very useful if new factors developed that threatened a dangerous
escalation or spreading of the conflict. Israel would have the reassurance of
instantaneous communication with the President. The President could act instantly,
in some unforeseen crisis, by contacting Mrs. Meir.

Recent events have caused me great concern. The fighting has steadily
increased. Isreaelis and Arsgbs are dying every day on both sides of the Suez Canal.
The young and the brave are giving their lives. Humanity and compassion rebel
against the rising level of violence. The new shipments of arms to Libya by France
and to Egypt by the Russians are escalating the arms race in a manner that concerns
me intensely.

A new factor has been introduced in the massive French transaction with Libys.
I cannct imagine why Libya, with an army far smaller than the New York City Police
Department, needs over 100 of the latest French Mirage Jjet fighter-bombers «- or
hundreds of British Chieftain tanks, considered the world's most powerful tank.
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President Nixon is absolutely right in urging that arms suppliers find a
way to limit the arms race. I have urged that our Govermment seize on the
fortuitous and very timely occasion of President Pompidou's visit next week to
discuss this new French policy. The huge new infusion of arms into a hotbed of
contention does not help reduce violence or fatalities.

There are some very serious matters that obviously will develop in the
agenda of talks in Washington with President Pompidou, matters that involve the
interests of the whole world. It has been a basic tenet of our Government that
while we may be divided at home on foreign policy matters we are nevertheless
substantially united when our Govermment deals with other nations.

The coming negotiations in Washington between our Government and President
Pompidou are of such importance that we cannot permit an impression that the
Congress is no longer prepared to accord the Republic of France the traditional
courtesies. We seek negotiation, not confrontation. The violence and killing in
the Middle East are very, very serious. The situation is growing worse.

It seems to me that we must strengthen the hand of the President when he
speaks for all of us to President Pompidou. This is the way to impress upon the
French President the great conviction and unity of the American people on the
matters we have discussed.

We shall do everything we can in the interest of peace and stability in the
Middle Rast. But we will do more than talk. The United States will not and cannot
stand by and watch the military balance turn against its friends.

We would, of course, prefer that President Nixon's statesmanlike effort to
limit the arms race would generate a positive response from France, from Great
Britain, and, of course, from the Soviet Union.

A balance is essential to deter aggression and to keep the conflict under
control. The United States is prepared to supply the military eguipment necessary
for friendly govermments, such as Israel, to defend themselves. We would, of course,
prefer restreint in the shipment of arms into this troubled area. But we are aware
of what other major powers are doing. We are maintaining a very careful vigilance.
We will not hesitate to take the steps required.

The 1968 Republican Platform pledged that Israeli military supplies 'must
be kept at a commensurate strength both for her protection and to help keep the
peace of the area." We promised counter-vailing help, including supersonic
aircraft, if needed. We will keep this pledge. I might add that deliveries of
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Phantom and Skyhawk jets are going forward on schedule under existing contracts.

It is understandable that Isrsel, cut off from traditional sources of arms
in France, is seeking a sense of continuity in aircraft procurement here. I
deeply regret that lives are lost daily in the Middle East. But as long as there
is no peace and no agreement on arms limitation, we will keep a very close eye on
the pover balance.

I can also reveal that we are locking into the broader question of the
Mediterranean, the mission of the U.S. 6th Fleet, and related factors. We do not
want a confrontation with the Soviet Union or anyone else. But we have commitments
in the Mediterranean and the right to maintain military forces there. Our ships
and our flag will remain in that ares., We will not flee because of pressures and
threats. The 6th Fleet will continue serving the cause of freedom.

We have no warlike motives in the Middle East. The American people desire
only the friendship of all the wvarious nations of that region. It is our fervent
prayer that nations accord others the right to exist. Perhaps realization will
come that true liberation can be found in development of one's own country,
raising of one's own living standard, and the development of one's own social
Justice. Aggression:will not succeed no matter the grandiose phrases invoked to
Justify the unrelenting warfare by regular and guerrilla forces. All parties are
obviously better served by peace negotiations and the acceptance of the facts of
life. The real interests of both Arab and Israelis require peaceful coexistence.

In that land where the Prophets dreamed that nation should not 1ift up
sword against nation, let there be peace. For Israel, a nation of people whose
suffering merits a life more creative than perpetual service in an armed camp, let
there be peace. For the Arabs, whose poverty and frustration requires schools and
hospitals and a decent life rather than the endless purchase of Jets and guns,
let there be pesce.

Israel could be a light unto the nations of that region if the Arabs would
accept fellow human beings of the Jewish faith as entitled to nationhood as any
other people. The genius and productivity of the Israelis could help others make
their deserts blossom. Instead of the cradle of civilization becoming its grave,
let the cradle of civilization give rise to two peoples, Arab and Jewish, each in
their own countries, with commerce and travel flowing across peaceful borders, and
with a new sense of mutual respect in keeping with our dream of the brotherhood of

man under the fatherhood of God.
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I want to add a special and very personal word to this audience. Many of
you have devoted your lives to the Zionist cause. You have seen in Zionism
a redemption of <freedom and human dignity, the rebirth of a nation, and the
rebirth of & people. But we are now witnessing peinful days, tragic days, in
which the powers and political trends and pressures of the world appear to be
converging on the Middle East.

Israel was reborn in blood and fire. Israel is today struggling in an
ordeal of blood and fire. But this time it is different. The State of Israel has
proved its mettle. Israel is a nation among the nations.

You can teke pride, as dedicated supporters of Israel, as Zionists, in the
nation you have helped build. But the watchman of Israel does not sleep and does
not slumber. Trying days lie ahead. Yet, in your heart of hearts, you can draw
faith and sustenance and reassurance from one fact. It is that this is the United
States of America. This is our country and we, Jews and non-Jews, peoples of all
parts of this country, the silent Americans and the articulate Americans, will not
let Israel down.

I thank you.
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