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Objective circumstances seemed to support that position 
(e.g., Israel's strength, and the communality of the enemies 
of Israel and the U.S.). Note: It has, of course, been 
easier for the American publics to support Israel because 
they have felt a more cultural similitude with the Israelis 
than with the Arabs. In the surveys, Americans say "they are 
like us" in comparing Israelis with Arabs. Part of that 
familiarity has to do with a likeness in political culture, 
which links directly to the question of national interest. 
But in general that cultural affinity has proved subordinate 
to the overall matter of national interest (e.g., favorable 
American public opinion towards Israel became overwhelming 
only after the national interest context had been 
established, after 1967; and American public opinion 
constantly suggests that the mainstream public is much more 
willing to make interventioo sacrifices for Western Europe 
or for Mexico than for Israel). 

Under conditions whereby the American public remains 
favorable to Israel in the manner described; and whereby the 
politically influential Jewish public is hyperactive on 
behalf of Israel; and whereby there is no serious 
countervailing public, American policy makers have found no 
difficulty in pursuing their conviction that support of 
Israel is important to America. But there have been notable 
occasions when the foreign policy proclivities of the 
politicians have been curbed by boundaries established by a 
self-propelling public opinion. Frustration and a resultant 
impulse to withdrawal has often been the hallmark of public 
opinion on those occasions (e.g., Vietnam, the dismantling 
pace of American forces after World War II). 

REMEDIES 

It is important to note that any reduction in American 
support for Israel will probably come from impulses for 
withdrawal -- whose primal source is not anti-semitism or 
intrinsic hostility towards Israel. Holding conventional and 
easy beliefs to the contrary will only lead pro-Israel 
forces in America down the wrong remedial road. 

Pro-semitism was not the reason for American support for 
Israel; and anti-semitism will not be the reason for 
withdrawing that support. Indeed, some of the population 
groups traditionally prone to anti-semitism have been muted 
in that regard because of their patriotic backing of 
American support for Israel. Conversely, a growth in 
American anti-semitism is likely to follow any impulse 
towards withdrawal from support of Israel. A quarter to a 
third of Americans consistently say that they believe 
American Jews to be at least as closely tied to Israel as 
they are to America. But those Americans, by and large, do 
not object to those ties as long as those Americans are 
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themselves friendly towards Israel. But if Israel were seen 
as less important in the foreign policy equation, then, 
given the certain continuation of Anerican Jewish efforts on 
behalf of Israel, hostility towards the Jews and towards 
Israel would predictably ensue. 

The Curriculum 

If the hazards to American support for Israel become more 
clear, by way of Alvin Richman's five criteria, then the 
remedial message might also become more clear by way of 
those criteria. 

1. The Perceived Importance of Israel to the u.s. 
a. The importance of political freedom as a primary 

value. This is an essential element of this criterion, but 
it is not one that the Jewish community has paid much 
attention to transmitting, at least not recently. 

b. The importance of the "free world" to the u.s. See 
above. 

c. The necessity for the u.s. to take an active role in 
helping to maintain the principle and world of freedom. See 
aboYe. 

d. The role of Israel as an instrument and symbol of 
freedom and of the free world in the Middle East. 

e. An understanding of the enemies of freedom (and of the 
u.s. and Israel): totalitarianism, the Soviet Union and 
radical Islamic fundamentalism. 

f. The role of Israel as a stable ally of the u.s. in the 
Middle Ea.st. 

2. The Seriousness of the Threat Perceived to be Facing 
Israel 

a. The clear intent of the enemies of Israel and of the 
u.s.: to wipe out Israel and to attack the u.s. through 
Israel. 

3. The Sources of the Threat to Israel 
a. See above -- but also, the witting or unwitting 

complicity of the "moderate" Arabs and appeasers. This is to 
set. the boundaries of a genuine peace process, compatible 
with the needs of the u.s. 

4. The Perceived Need for u.s. Intervention to Save the 
Situation 

5. The Perceived Likelihood of Intervening Successfully and 
Avoiding "Another Vietnam" 

a. The continuing strength of Israel: as a democratic 
society; as a military entity; as economically viable. 

b. The possibility of blunting terrorism: by minimizing 
its victories; by allied unity; by massively increasing· 
intelligence. 
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SUMMARY 

None of this is to suggest that the pro-Israel community in 
America can have its way through some abstract educational 
program. Nor that a set of ideas can overtake the objective 
situation. 

Nor are the programmatic targets any different than they
 
have always been: the policy makers, their policies and
 
their public espousal of those policies; the media, the
 
schools, community groups and elites.
 

But AIPAC is not being cynical or misdirecting when it 
states that the purpose of "political power" -- on a subject 
like this, and for a group like the Jews -- is not self ­
executing; the purpose of that political power is to gain 
the access with which we can be persuasive on the merits. 
The formula applies as well to the media and the other 
programmatic targets. 

The point is that curriculum of persuasion has some serious 
new, strains -- which means that the future of American 
support for Israel has some new strains. Those strains are 
related to a possible growth of the impulse of American 

. publics to withdraw from deep involvement in the Middle East 
(not primarily initially out of hostility towards Israel or 
the Jews, or sympathy for the Arabs). If that comes to pass, 
one of the factors involved will be a pervasive frustration, 
of the kind engendered by the recent hostage crisis, 
multiplied. None of this is destined to happen, but our 
hasbarah should be better shaped to try to prevent it from 
happening. 

Program Implications 

The suggestion is that the entire program be reviewed to
 
align it with the new needs:
 

· Policy Makers (Congressmen, etc)
 
· How should the regular community delegations to
 

Congressmen be best designed?
 
· Are special sessions with these policy-makers
 

indicated?
 
· Other?
 

· Media
 
· How should the regular briefing~ of media people be
 

best designed?
 
Are special sessions indicated? 

· Are special TV and radio programs indicated? 
· Other? 

· Schools
 
· How should ongoing projects (including Holocaust~·
 

education projects) be affected?
 
· How about school policies on educational goals?
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· Other? 
. Community Groups 

· Should new projects with labor, business, religious 
leaders, etc., be redesigned? 

. Jewish Community 
· New leadership education projects? 
· New "Write Now" projects? 

Other? 


