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CLEVELAND REGION, ZIONIST ORGANIZATION OF
AVERICA, CLEVELAND, QHIO, 4 P,

SUNDAY  VARCH 19, 1972, JIWQWU“pw*MV
‘WI

AS AN INDIVIDUAL, | AM DEEPLY
HONORED TO BE SELECTED BY THE CLEVELAND
REGION OF THE ZIONIST ORGANIZATION OF
AMERICA AS THE SECOND ANNUAL RECIPIENT
OF THE RABBI AB3A HILLEL SILVER AWARD.
AS THE LEADER OF MY PARTY IN THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES) | WISH TO ACCEPT THIS
AWARD NOT ONLY IN MY OWN NAME BUT ON
BEHALF OF ALL THOSE MEMBERS OF THE
CONGRESS WHO CHERISH THE MEMORY OF RABBI
SILVER AND THE HISTORIC ROLE HE PLAYED
IN BRINGING ABOUT A CONFLUENCE IN THE

GREAT STREAMS OF ZIONISM AND AMERICANISM.

: IT APPEARS THAT | AM THE SECOND
REPQ8Q$ZZ§“?B BE SELECTED FOR THIS AYARD.
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The Government of Israel is located in Jerusalem. The Israeli parliament,
the offices of the prime minister and president, and the Israeli Foreign Ministry
and other agencies of government are in Jerusalem. Jerusalem is the historie,
biblical, and revered capital of the Jewish nation. The re-born State of Israel,
approaching its Silver Anniversary, has established its permanence to the extent
that our govermment should recognize the capital city of Israel, Jerusalem, and
move our embassy to the city designated by the sovereign state of Israel as its
capital.

Israeli~-American relations have reached a point wherein it is absurd to go
on with the old, maekeshift arrangement of maintaining our embassy in Tel Aviv in
defiance of the facts of life. To continue with the present arrangement might tend
to indicate that there is something temporary about the location of Israel's
capital. This situation does not encourage the Arsbs to translate the present
cease-fire arrangements into & permanent and lasting peace.

It is embarrassing to the State of Israel and to our ambassador in Tel Aviv
when he has to ride back and forth from one city to another to maintain a diplomatic
myth. By moving our Embassy to Jerusalem, we will demonstrate that our friendship
has reached the phase in which we accept Israel's right to designate her capital.

President Nixon set an example of reviewing diplomatic contacts and relations
with the Chinese government in Peking. We can do no less with a nation with whom
we have enjoyed a close friendship in this last quarter-century. I hope that
President Nixon, by the year 1973, goes to Jerusalem to dedicate a new United
States Embassy in that city, a city of God and man, a city precious to all Americans,
Christian and Jewish alike, a city that we can very appropriately recognize as a
world capital devoted to the ideal of peace and the brotherhood of man under the
fatherhood of God.

I intend to make my views known to our Secretary of State. We remain
mindful, however, of the spiritual and universal significance of Jerusalem and its
sacred meaning to three faiths--Christianity, Islam, and Judaism. There is no
guestion in my mind that the State of Israel will respect the religious considera-
tions involving the holy shrines of other faiths, the access to such shrines, and
related factors of interfaith concern.

As we approach the Silver anniversary of Israel, a new assessment of
Israeli-American relations is in order. We have moved much dloser together in the
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wake of the Six Day War of 1967. There is concern lest Israel win the war but lose
the peace. There was fear that the United States might sell Israel down the

river, that Israel might be forced to make one-sided concessions, that the United
States might not provide the requireanhantom Jets and other arms to maintain the
essential military balance.

Pro~-Communist Arab guerrillas were a dangerous factor. The Soviet role was
unpredictable. Soviet troops and airmen arrived in Egypt. An ominous crisis
existed along the. Suez Canal.

Today, if I may be permitted, we are beginning to see the silver lining.

The American-inspired cease-fire at the Suez Canal has brought.twenty months of
respite from warfare on that dangerous front.

We have recognized the need not only for a strong and secure Israel but also
for a credible and powerful United States presence in the Mediterranean, the Middle
East, and the Persian Gulf. American interests are at stake. We cannot allow a
power vacuum to develop.

Israel and Jordan are now showing signs of building on a situation that we
hope is stabilizing. A new evolution of thinking appears to be bringing Israel and
Jordan closer together. At least, the shooting has stopped. Let us hope that
talking is possible and that productive results may be achieved by the Silver
anniversary year.

The United States has not become a substitute in peace negotiations for any
country directly involved. Our administration is convinced that Israel must be
permitted to settle differences directly with her neighbors. The failure to make
binding and contractual peace agreements in 1949 resulted in two additional wars--
1956 and 1967. That mistake must not be repeated.

We have helped stabilize the situation through a massive new flow of
economic and military assistance to Israel. It began in 1969. From the year 1969
to the end of 1972 we will have provided Israel with more economic and military
aid than in the entire period from 1948 to 1969. President Nixon has kept his word
on the commitments he made in 1968.

The Nixon Administration's four year total of economic and military assistance
to Israel will be larger than the combined figure for the 20-year period of 1948
through 1968. This is a good record for a good cause.

We realize that we cannot forecast the outcome of President Nixon's talks
with the Russians in Moscow this May. But we are all free to speculate on some
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developments that we would like to see flow from the summit conference. What happens
in Moscow may have an immediate impact on the Middle East, an area of great strategic
concern to both the United States and the Soviet Union.

Moscow must understand that military blackmail and manipulation will not work
against Israel. Such an understanding will enhance the prospects of peace.
Uncertainty is dangerous. We have clarified our stand and are continuing to do so.

Just as there are changes in other parts of the world, a live-and-let-~live
attitude may grow among the states of the Middle East. If Washington and Peking
can explore co-existence, why not Cairo and Jerusalem?

But peace will not come in any part of the world if others conclude that
America has grown weak and is withdrawing from her world responsibilities. When he
visited the United States Sixth Fleet in 1970, President Nixon told NATO commanders
of "the primary indispensable principle of American foreign policy." In the
president's own words, "that principle is to maintain the necessary strength in the
Mediterranean to preserve the peace against those who might threaten the peace.”

We have not voted large sums for Isrsel purely because of generosity or our
admiration for the Jewish state or because so many Jews died in World War Two. Let
us be frank about that. The American people, through the Congress, have supported
this administration's policy on Israel because our policy is in the national
security interest of the United States.

Our obligation as a nation is to our own security, first and foremost. The
reason we have so strongly backed Israel goes beyond the Justice of Israel's case.
The defense of Israel is very important to the security of the United States. Our
policy is linked with the fate of the Mediterranean and the future of NATO. It is
consistent with the desire of our nation to preserve freedom and to oppose
totalitarianism.

I reject the political line now emerging that we should return to isolationism
and refuse to involve ourselves with the Middle East. Some new leftists and
extreme liberals have displayed complete inconsistency in proclaiming support for
Israel while undermining the administration's military capabilities world wide.

They oppose the development of new and better weapons for the defense of freedom
while saying that they favor the provision of such weapons to Israel.

We must resist the blandishments of neo-isolationism. The Soviet Union is
expanding its aggressive military build-up and sending its atomic submarines and
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warships to our ccastal waters. When we cease missile research and stop development
of newer and better jets, we lessen our capacity to aid Israel. We also invite
aggression.

If President Nixon is to be credible when he speaks in Moscow of our
intentions in the Middle East, we must have a Sixth Fleet in the Mediterranean
that is provided with the most effective ships and personnel. The Russians must
also know that we are continuing defense research and development. Otherwise, they
will look at the chess board of power and find our moves lacking in credibility.

The President's emphasis is not on war or militarism. He is terminating a
pre-existing conflict in the Far East. His concentration is on the emerging
structure of peace.

Despite our restraint in military supply of Israel, the Soviet Union made
new pledges and shipments of arms to Egypt during 1971. At the end of the year,
President Nixon felt obliged to reiterate that the United States would not allow
the balance to be upset. The Soviet Union is continuing to build up its own
military facilities in Egypt and to station increasingly sophisticated weaponry
there. We are now sending new arms to Israel.

President Nixon last month reported to the Congress that "the Soviet Union's
effort to use the Arab-Israeli conflict to perpetuate and expand its own military
position in Egypt has been a matter of concern to the United States." He pointed
out that "the USSR has taken advantage of Egypt's increasing dependence on Soviet
military supply to gain the use of naval and air facilities in Egypt. This has
serious implications for the stability of the balance of power locally, regionally
in the Eastern Mediterranean, and globally."

The Soviet Union recently introduced into Egypt the FOXBAT and other advanced
MIG aircraft and the SA-6 mobile surface-to-air missiles. They have also brought
in TU-16 bombers equipped with long-range air-to-surface missiles. Much of this
equipment is operated exclusively by Soviet military personnel.

According to what the President told Congress about this development, I
concluded that he might very well tell the Russians how they can best avoid a major
conflict in the Middle East. It is by restraint in arms supply to Egypt, by
refraining from exploitation of the dispute to enhance the Soviet military position,
and by encouraging the negotiation of peace. The Soviet Union has in the past
attempted to draw a final political and territorial blueprint, including final
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boundaries, instead of cooperating in a process of negotiation.

The President remains convinced that there must be an understanding with
Moscow on the limits of acceptable Soviet behavior in the Middle East.

A secure peace in the Middle East requires stable relations on two levels--
accommodation within the region and a balance among the powers outside.

Israel has reminded us that the Indian-Pskistani war demonstrated the
impotence of the United Nations. I can accept the Israeli position that inter-
national guarantees are no substitute for the physical conditions and means for
security.

As our Government continues to seek new patterns of order and a new era of
international stability, new relationships must be shaped. I am very pleased by
the new relationship developing between the United States and Isrsel.

It is also a source of satisfaction that Jews in substantial numbers are now
able to emigrate from the Soviet Union. I have made known my conviction that the
President should keep the Soviet Union aware of American opinion on this compelling
humanitarian issue.

As we move toward Isrsel's Silver anniversary, we are aware of this
administration's determination to maintain the cease-fire, to keep a military
balance, to offer any help desired if the parties achieve an interim settlement, and
to impress upon the Soviet Union that strategic rivalry in the Middle East is
incompatible with regional peace and U.S.-Soviet relations.

I look forward to a Silver anniversary in which a real peace will free
the energies and resources of the Middle East for economic and social progress.
The United States hopes for a new era of constructive and mutually beneficial
relations with all nations and all peoples.

As this year's recipient of the Silver award, I look forward, in the words

of the Hebrew prayer, to "next year in Jerusalem."
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