RESOURCE PACKET FOR PARTICIPANTS

This section is intended as a resource packet for the participants to be given at the close of the teach-in. We encourage you to add whatever additional material you wish the participants to receive.  
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SEVEN THINGS YOU CAN DO

Write the President and Your Legislators 
by e-mailing President Bush at president@whitehouse.gov or Canadian Prime Minister Jean Chretien at pm@pm.gc.ca.  Find your legislators' e-mail addresses at http://vote-smart.org/index.phtml or http://congress.org. Use UAHC resolutions (enclosed) as a resource. 

Buy Israeli Products 
through http://shopinisrael.com and http://export.org.il.  For business to business, go to http://usaisrael.org.
Make a Contribution
to the Israel Emergency Campaign through your local Jewish federation by clicking on http://jewishfinder.com; to a Reform synagogue in Israel; to organizations that are striving for democracy and social justice in Israel. For more information about these groups, go to http://seekpeace.org or http://newisraelfund.org. 
Write Letters to the Editor and Op-ed Columns

and send them to the local Jewish papers or the mainstream press.  Use UAHC resolutions as a resource.  
Express Solidarity with Israel
by wearing a blue ribbon or Israeli pin; display an Israeli flag; organize an Israel rally.
Read Books about the Middle East.  Read Israeli Newspapers 

by reading Ha’aretz on the web at http://haaretzdaily.com, Jerusalem Report at http://jrep.com, and Jerusalem Post at http://jpost.com.
Add a Special Prayer for Peace in Israel to your Rituals.

There are many sources from which to draw when adding prayers to your Shabbat or holiday rituals. The Shalom Center and the Jewish Fund for Justice are examples of groups who distribute such prayers at special times of the year.

AND LASTLY…….GO TO ISRAEL 
Join a local federation or national UJC mission. Contact the UJC Missions Information Center at 212.284.6519 or missions@ujc.org. Or visit http://goisrael.com.
POLITICAL ACTIVISM

The Union of American Hebrew Congregations, the umbrella for all Reform congregations in the United States and Canada, has been a strong supporter of Israel during this extremely difficult time. 

Our policy over the years has emphasized the following points:

· Support for Israel and her right to defend herself against terror;

· Support for active American engagement and diplomacy in the region;

· Support for a return to a political process that will culminate in two states, one for Jews and one for Palestinians; and

· Calling for both sides to refrain from actions that will harm the long-term chances of returning to a negotiating table. This includes the end of incitement in Palestinian textbooks as well as support for a freeze in settlement growth.

We encourage you to consider writing letters to your elected representatives, including President George W. Bush and Secretary of State Colin Powell in the United States and Prime Minister Jean Chretien and Minister of Foreign Affairs Bill Graham in Canada.  The UAHC resolutions (enclosed) and the points listed above may be helpful to you in drafting these letters.  

We recognize that there is a wide array of opinions in our movement, and some may not be in agreement with UAHC policy.  We respect these differences.

President George W. Bush


Secretary of State Colin L. Powell
president@whitehouse.gov


Secretary@state.gov
FAX:  202.456.2461



FAX:  202.261.8577

The White House 



U.S. Department of State

1600 Pennsylvania 



2201 C Street, NW

Washington, DC  20500


Washington, DC  20520

Prime Minister Jean Chretien

Minister of Foreign Affairs Bill Graham
pm@pm.gc.ca




Graham.B@parl.gc.ca
FAX:  613.941.6900



Department of Foreign Affairs

Office of the Prime Minister


125 Sussex Drive
80 Wellington Street



Ottawa, ON  K1A 0G2

Ottawa, ON.  K1A 0A2 




Letters to Israelis
Write a letter to Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, Foreign Minister Shimon Peres, Defense Minister Binyamin Ben-Eliezer, and Knesset Speaker Avraham Burg.

Prime Minister Ariel Sharon

Foreign Minister Shimon Peres

webmaster@pmo.gov.il 

 
sar@mofa.gov.il
FAX:  011.972.2.651.2631


 FAX:  011.972.2.652.1599
Avraham Burg



Defense Minister Binyamin Ben-Eliezer

burg@knesset.gov.il



sar@mod.gov.il
FAX:  011.972.2.652.1599


FAX:  011.972.2.652.1599
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Speaking Out in the Spirit of Buber
May 31, 2002
By David Ellenson
Rabbi David Ellenson is president of Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion, the Reform seminary.
From my vantage point as president of Hebrew Union College—Jewish Institute of Religion, I have seen a schism developing during recent days among divergent sectors of the American Jewish community that precludes rational discussion of crucial issues concerning the Jewish state. I find these tendencies greatly disturbing and feel they have implications beyond the walls of our college.

On the one hand, I have received a number of letters, e-mails and phone calls from both Jewish individuals and organizations protesting the recent decision of HUC-JIR to award its prestigious Heller Prize to author and New York Times columnist Thomas Friedman. One group labeled our decision to award Friedman this prize "an obscene act," and more than one letter-writer has used the term "genocidist" to excoriate Friedman for his position that a state of Palestine must one day be established if peace is to ever come to the Middle East. Others have contacted me often during these past several weeks asking me to discipline HUC-JIR rabbinical students who are among the 108 students from various liberal seminaries who have circulated a letter that is critical of what these students regard as the excesses of recent Israeli military incursions in the West Bank. Still others approach me and ask me to condemn those faculty members at the College-Institute who are members and supporters of organizations such as the Israel-based Rabbis for Human Rights.

On the other side of the spectrum, I am asked daily to provide an "articulate and strong liberal Jewish religious voice" that would censure the Sharon government for its policy of military response to the recent and ongoing spate of suicide bombings that Israel has experienced and continues to suffer. These writers effortlessly denounce the Jewish state for purported "genocidal and imperialistic activities" in Jenin and Gaza, and easily reproach the leaders of Israel for their role in the current security situation while overlooking any part that the Palestinian leadership has played in fomenting this crisis. 

The visions both these sides articulate are inadequate to guide contemporary American Jewish communal debates concerning the state of Israel because each suffers from a distorting polarization between two extremes. Amid this cacophony of shrill and strident voices, what is needed is a moderate voice of sanity and moderation sadly lacking and sorely needed. 

For this reason, American Jews need to heed the particular words written by the Jewish philosopher Martin Buber more than 60 years ago in an exchange with Mahatma Gandhi. In the 1938 dialogue between these two giants of the spirit, Gandhi suggested that the Jews of Germany employ satyagraha ("soul-force") as an appropriate form of non-violent resistance to Nazi persecution. Buber, a German-born Zionist who taught at the Hebrew University in Jerusalem, forcefully rejected this suggestion, and contended that Gandhi simply did not grasp the enormity of the evil the Nazis embodied.

While Buber maintained that Jews should employ force reluctantly, he also wrote, "Sometimes a man must use force to save himself or even more his children." Buber taught that Judaism does not abjure force to combat wrong. He argued that force must remain available as a live moral option to combat evil in a world where aggression against the innocent exists. Indeed, its use may be the only just course a community or nation can adopt when confronted by radical evil. 

In chilling but memorable words, Buber stated that human beings walk on "a narrow ridge," and that when they employ force, they must do so "in fear and trembling." Nevertheless, he concluded, "I cannot help withstanding evil when I see that it is about to destroy the good. I am forced to withstand the evil in the world just as the evil within myself. I can only strive not to have to do so by force. But if there is no other way of preventing the evil destroying the good, I trust I shall use force and give myself into God's hands." 

In the present situation the intentions and attitudes of the terrorists have been and are to slay innocent Israeli civilians. There is no doubt that these intentions and attitudes have been facilitated and supported by the PLO and its allied organizations. Under such conditions, the line of reasoning Buber put forth would surely condone the decision of the Israeli government to dismantle a Palestinian infrastructure that promotes crimes of mass murder against a civilian population. His teachings indicate that there are legitimate contextual factors that morally require the exercise of force by the Jewish state, and there is no need for the state of Israel to apologize for the decision to protect its citizens.

However, the wisdom here of Buber also reminds us that force must be utilized only when necessary and that the application of power must be as circumscribed and pragmatic as possible. His perspective allows American Jews and others to see, on both moral and pragmatic grounds, that might alone will not resolve the current situation, and that there must be an ongoing search for political solutions to the conflict.

It is essential that more and more Jewish voices begin to speak out in the spirit that Buber has provided. His words on this topic deserve to be revived because they express a moderate approach of reasoned discourse that ought to direct communal discourse and policy concerning Israel at this time of crisis. The work of Buber remains of current significance because it articulates an ethos that affirms the hope for reconciliation and peace between Israelis and Palestinians while not surrendering to an irresponsible extremism that condemns all Israeli application of force as immoral. 
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Undermining Israel, With No Alternatives
May 17, 2002
By Eric Yoffie 
Rabbi Eric Yoffie is president of the Union of American Hebrew Congregations.
Former prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu addressed the Likud Party's Central Committee last Sunday and asked its members to affirm that a Palestinian state would never be established west of the Jordan River. He declared that it was not his intention to undermine Prime Minister Sharon, but he was fully aware that if the resolution passed — and it did — the result would be not only to humiliate Sharon and advance Netanyahu's own candidacy for party leadership, but also to cause significant damage to Israel's diplomatic standing. At a critical moment in Israel's history, with its citizenry reeling from continuous terrorism, Netanyahu chose opportunism over leadership and personal ambition over the well-being of the Jewish state.

Nearly 500 terrorist murders over the last 20 months have created among Israelis a bizarre dissonance. A majority of Israelis support the forcible transfer of Palestinians out of the Land of Israel, but a majority also supports the dismantling of West Bank settlements if that is the necessary price for peace. They demand a strong hand against Palestinian terrorism while expressing sympathy for the Saudi peace plan. Weary of the killing, Israelis seem intent on getting tough with the murderers while searching for any means possible to be rid of their presence. In this atmosphere, demagogues might easily exploit popular ambivalence to offer simplistic solutions that compromise Israel's fundamental values. Fortunately, Israel's political leadership has largely avoided such temptations — until now.

Both Sharon and Netanyahu were aware that the Likud rank and file, furious at Yasser Arafat, would be happy to reject Palestinian statehood. Furthermore, neither one had ever been an enthusiastic advocate of a Palestinian state. But Sharon understood that it was disastrous for Israel to adopt such a position. It is one thing to say that for a Palestinian state to be established certain conditions must be met, a position shared by the Bush administration. It is quite another thing to assert that a Palestinian state must never be established, no matter what the conditions. Twice this past year, the prime minister has given speeches recognizing the necessity of a Palestinian state. Confronted by the Netanyahu challenge, Sharon passed an important test of leadership: He was prepared to stand by his convictions even if it meant paying a significant political price.

But not only Sharon has paid a price; Israel has as well. Although the decision does not change the position of Israel's government, Likud is the prime minister's party and the resolution has raised legitimate questions about the government's intentions. The Palestinian Authority has already made use of it to score propaganda points. More important, it has embarrassed the Bush administration, which is firmly committed to a two-state solution. Indeed, except for the Christian Right, all of Israel's American friends see a Palestinian state as essential to an eventual peace agreement between Israel and the Palestinians. Netanyahu, who knows the United States well, is well aware that his resolution has the potential to distance Israel from its most important ally. In fact, many Israelis doubt that Netanyahu believes in the position he has advocated. Indeed, even Likud party members don't believe it; polls conducted by the Central Committee indicate that while 71% opposed a Palestinian state, 81% thought that such a state would come into being, despite their opposition. Yet Netanyahu nonetheless proceeded with his resolution.

The most distressing aspect of the Netanyahu proposal was its failure to offer an alternative. If the 3.5 million Palestinians who inhabit the territories are not to have a state, then what is to be their status? When Menachem Begin put forward an autonomy plan that fell short of statehood, he was honest enough to say that the Palestinians must be offered citizenship in the State of Israel. If the possibility of a Palestinian state is to be excluded, as Netanyahu proposed, the only option that remains is some form of permanent occupation. In short, rejecting a Palestinian state means rejecting the democratic values that are the foundation of Zionism.

In condemning Netanyahu, we should be cautious about overly praising Sharon. It is worth remembering that in a speech before the Central Committee, Sharon did not mention a Palestinian state, claiming instead that "conditions were not yet ripe" for discussion of a permanent solution. It remains to be seen if he will do what is needed to create the state that he has said is an inevitable part of a peace agreement.

Nonetheless, Sharon is the hero of this week's developments and Netanyahu is the villain. By trying to outflank the prime minister on the right and promote his own candidacy at all costs, Netanyahu has exploited Israel's vulnerability, compromised her message and weakened her position in the United States and the world. 

Rabin Was Right
November 2000

By Rabbi David Saperstein, Director of the Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism

Yitzhak Rabin (of blessed memory) was right. The current Middle East crisis, which many have seen as evidence that the peace process was fundamentally flawed, dramatically affirms the late Israeli prime minister’s four core assertions regarding Israel’s stake in the peace process.

First, Rabin argued that Israel had only three options for resolving what to do with the territories it controlled since the 1967 “Six Day War.” It could invoke Jewish defense extremist Meir Kahane’s option of ethnic cleansing, of forcing the Palestinians out of the territories - an option, Rabin argued, which was morally anathema to the deepest values of Israel and the Jewish people. Or, it could hold the territories by use of force, feeding the growing frustration and anger of the Palestinians, ensuring an escalating Intifada, and requiring responses that Rabin repeatedly warned would demoralize the soul of the Israeli people (including Israel’s army), evoke persistent condemnation of the world, and increase the prospects of full-scale war with the Arab world. Finally, Israel could develop a relationship with the Palestinians rooted in a just and secure peace and in normalization with her neighbors.

The “I told you so” gloating of the Israeli right notwithstanding, Israel must live with its neighbors. To this day, the right has never offered an alternative to Rabin’s analysis.

Second, Rabin asserted that only a peace process could address Israel’s long-term security needs. The current violence vividly reminds us what the peace process wrought for much of the 1990’s - no Intifada and unprecedented low rates of terrorism, in no small measure due to effective cooperation between Israeli and Palestinian security forces. Most importantly, Israel’s gravest long-term threats come from the extremist regimes of Iraq and Iran, which are not only the most belligerent but also the ones most likely to obtain non-conventional weapons. Rabin, like Barak, understood that peace agreements with Egypt, Jordan, and Syria could allow Israel to focus its strategic planning to address these most important long-term threats and help isolate the extremists. [While the crisis may well worsen, today, it is the Iraqis who have sent forces to their borders ostensibly to support the Palestinian violence, not the Egyptians, Jordanians, or, for that matter, the Syrians.] 

Third, a process of normalization with Israel’s neighbors, Rabin argued, was indispensable if Israel was to have political and economic relations with the world community, sustained economic growth, and the ability to address regional economic and environmental challenges. Indeed, the peace process brought just such international normalization (including diplomatic relations with ten Arab nations) - and with it the most extraordinary economic expansion and growth in Israel’s history. These strategic and economic improvements helped ready the Israeli public to accept compromise in exchange for a real peace. 

[Sadly, the same was not happening on the Palestinian side. Inadequate international investment and aid to the Palestinian Authority (PA), and the PA’s inept and corrupt bureaucracy cheated the Palestinian people of the economic benefits of peace, even as they saw the Israelis prosper. The peace process was further undermined by too many Palestinian religious, cultural, and educational entities inculcating hatred towards, and distrust of, the Israelis. Relatedly, the persistent Israeli failure to provide its Arab citizens with equal rights and opportunities and equal government and social services exacerbated the mounting tensions and the rising Palestinian identification of these Israeli citizens.]

Finally, Rabin knew that the path to peace would not be easy or straight. There would be detours, pitfalls, and obstacles. As Abba Eban often observed, “Nations will always do the right thing after they have exhausted all other possibilities.” Rabin and Barak helped a majority of Israelis see that they had reached that point. Clearly, Palestinian Chairman Yasser Arafat believes the Palestinians have not yet exhausted other options. [As violence seemingly brought gains against Israel in the Intifada, the Tunnel controversy, and the Hezbollah opposition in Lebanon, Arafat apparently felt it was a more useful approach now than taking the courageous steps towards an agreement and then leading his people to embrace the compromises that could fulfill much of the aspirations of the Palestinian people.] But he is wrong. When even the majority of the Israeli people who supported the peace process no longer believe in Mr. Arafat’s ability to bring peace, it will take far longer, with tragic consequences for many Israelis and Palestinians, to get it back on track. At a minimum, the economic plight of the Palestinian people will worsen as investment and aid dry up. These trends are likely to intensify, especially if the Palestinians unilaterally declare independence.

Where to from here? Neither the Kahane option nor the indefinite occupation/Intifada option holds out hope for either side. Only a real peace provides Israel long-term security, the Palestinians a viable state, and both of them economic growth and stability. But it may be that former Israeli Defense Minister Moshe Dayan, rather than Rabin, will have the next word. Dayan long held that Israel could unilaterally withdraw and erect strong borders that met its needs - and leave the Palestinians within their borders to fend for themselves. With all the problems of removing settlers within the Palestinian areas and maintaining the Jordan River as the Israeli defense line the Dayan approach entails, this will be a tempting short-term alternative to a full peace agreement. But it will not solve the long-term geopolitical and strategic challenges Israel must address nor will it give the Palestinians the viable state they can get at the bargaining table.

Rabin was right. The only question is how long it will take the parties to see it.
Address by Rabbi Eric H. Yoffie

President of the UAHC

UAHC Board of Trustees Meeting

June 9, 2002
I would like to thank [Rabbi] Ammi Hirsch for his excellent review of the situation in the Middle East, and I would like to share with you a few thoughts of my own. Like many other North American Jews, I find myself more and more obsessed with what is happening in Israel. The news is awful, and getting worse all the time. Israelis are living in the shadow of war, with terror erupting every single day. The terror has become so routine that Israelis have stopped counting the dead; as for those who were injured but didn’t die, well, no one bothered to count them in the first place.

I have many Israeli friends, and they tell me that you do not get used to a life like that. You can repress it, and that works for a little while, but all it really does is cover your fears with a thin layer of illusory normality that is punctured with each new attack. Israelis are seemingly interested in the World Cup, and family vacations, and the latest political scandals, but only seemingly; in fact, the ticking time bomb of terror accompanies them wherever they go. Normality in Israel today has come to refer to the brief respites between bombings or shootings, and that of course is not normality at all.

In thinking about what is happening in Israel and its implications for the Jewish people, there are two things that have been bothering me and that I would like to discuss with you.

Last March, Israel endured bombings on the scale of Oklahoma City tragedy every single week, and for a while, almost every day. Finally, after the murder of 28 Jews at a Passover Seder in a Netanya hotel, Israel’s army entered the refugee camp in Jenin to destroy the terrorist base there. Seeing no alternative, the vast majority of Israelis, on both the right and the left, supported this action. You know what happened next: Palestinian spokespersons beginning spreading stories that Israeli forces in Jenin committed gruesome atrocities, and almost immediately these atrocity stories were picked up by the media and trumpeted at the UN. Day after day the most chilling comparisons were made. We now know, of course, that these stories were completely fabricated. There were no atrocities, no massacres, and no executions. Jenin is the story of the massacre that never was.

I never believed the stories, and not only because Israel’s military has a good record in such matters. The simple truth is that if a massacre had taken place, we would have known about it. Israel is a small country with a citizens’ army; if atrocities did occur, it would be impossible to keep them secret. As you might imagine, Israelis responded with anger and bewilderment as the international furor grew. Reservists returning home from Jenin, no matter where they were on the political spectrum, were astonished to read what they had supposedly done; they could not believe that such things were being said, and that no one was coming to their defense.

In the midst of this, I began to receive letters, many from Reform Jews, asking why I was not speaking out against the actions of the Sharon government. Where was Reform Judaism’s prophetic voice, they wanted to know? My colleague, Rabbi David Ellenson, received similar appeals. One young woman proudly recounted her long history of involvement in NFTY and Reform social justice programs, and then stated: “we now know for certain that Israel has committed atrocities and tortured civilians.” But of course we knew no such thing. 

And even among our leadership there were more than a few voices that urged me to speak out against Sharon and the Israeli government. Some argued that based on the press reports, we had to assume that some human rights violations had been committed. Others argued that Israel’s attack had made many in the peace camp very uncomfortable, and these Jews were looking to us for leadership; to be silent was to abandon them.

Could I understand these appeals? I suppose that I could, to some degree. The use of military force, particularly in a crowded refugee camp, makes any reasonable person uncomfortable, even when it is used for moral ends. And there are many people in Israel, including some of our closest friends and allies, who believe Prime Minister Sharon has no real vision for peace. That may be true, but that was not the issue at that moment. Israelis overwhelmingly supported the Prime Minister’s actions because he was waging a war against terror that was killing Israeli children every single day, and because there was no clear alternative to this war.

What bothered me so much me this: why did so many people assume the worst about Israel at this time? Why the rush to identify with a chorus of criticism, almost all of which turned out to be bogus? Why the assumption that being a liberal and prophetic voice-which we are-meant in this case censuring the government of Israel? We did not issue such a censure, of course, because it would have been unforgivable for us to criticize a government that was defending its citizens against unrelenting, incessant acts of murder, and that was being vilified throughout the world for atrocities it never committed.

Yes, people were uncomfortable; the use of power always makes us uncomfortable. But our job in the Reform movement is not to make people feel comfortable. And it is not to be reflexively rightwing, or reflexively leftwing. To be a prophetic voice is to tell the truth, and to pursue justice.

My second concern is very different from the first, although there is, I hope, no contradiction between the two.

I am concerned that, with the passage of time, this ongoing war of terror and Israel’s need to respond will skew our judgment and undermine our values. There are some troubling signs of emerging extremist sentiment that, if left unchecked, could pose the gravest dangers to the moral fabric of our community.

In Israel, four settlers were recently arrested for planning a terrorist attack on an Arab girls’ school in Jerusalem. They intended to place a bomb in the schoolyard that could have killed scores of innocent children. Even more disturbing is the fact that they and others have been influenced by a number of West Bank rabbis whose radical teachings, filled with messianic fervor, fall just short of inciting and justifying murder. 

I would note as well that some Orthodox schools in Israel recently sent gift packages to Israeli soldiers. Upon opening the packages, the soldiers were astonished to find letters that said things such as “the only good Arab is a dead Arab,” and “forget the law and pulverize the Arabs.”

And lest you think that such sentiments are impossible here, we should remember what happened at the rally for Israel that was held in Washington on April 15. Paul Wolfowitz, Deputy Secretary of Defense, spoke at the rally on behalf of the Bush administration and expressed support for Israel in the strongest terms. When Wolfowitz, who happens to be Jewish, a true friend of Israel, and a foreign policy hardliner, made a reference to the suffering of the Palestinian people, he was loudly booed by the crowd. God forbid that we should ever reach a point in this dreadful war when it is no longer acceptable to mention Palestinian suffering; God forbid that we should ever forget that without dignity for Palestinians there can be no dignity for Israelis, and that without peace for the Palestinians there can be no peace for Israel.

And in the last few weeks, public discourse in the Jewish community has reached a new low. Nathan Lewin, a distinguished Washington attorney, constitutional expert, and leader in the Orthodox community, wrote an article arguing that the best way for Israel to put an end to suicide bombings was to kill the families of the bombers. I had to read the article three times to be certain that it was serious, and not a purim shpiel. But it was serious-deadly serious. And Mr. Lewin is not a crank or a fanatic, but a respected Jewish leader. If, he wrote, the immediate family members of the bomber - parents, brothers, sisters - were to be executed by Israel, then the bombings would surely stop. Mr. Lewin even offered proof texts from the Torah claiming to justify the eradication of innocents. 

Might we excuse such sentiments because these are terrible times and the bombings have given rise to an understandable, if unacceptable, desperation in Jewish circles? And the answer is: no, we may not. We should remember that Palestinian leadership has offered precisely this reasoning to justify their terror, and we have rightly rejected it. There is no excuse or religious justification for deliberate attacks on innocent people-none. Not in the Jewish tradition or in any other religious tradition. 

The State of Israel, despite the murderous terror to which it has been subjected, has rejected the doctrine that “anything goes,” even when its enemies have adopted that doctrine, and it has insisted on adhering to certain values, specified in our tradition, of what is permissible and what is not in times of war. Maintaining that high moral ground is essential, even now, especially now, and doing so is the responsibility and the obligation of both the State of Israel and the entire Jewish people.

These are difficult and momentous times for the Jewish state and for us all. I am reminded of the words of President John F. Kennedy who, when asked if he were a realist or an idealist, responded that he was “an idealist without illusions.”

That, it seems to me, is what we in the Reform movement need to be: idealists without illusions. We must cast aside any illusions that we have about the use of force. Israel is confronting a determined enemy, prepared to stoop to any level and to trample underfoot the most sacred values of the civilized world. While we pray for peace, it is impossible to imagine any scenario that will not, in the days and months ahead, require Israel’s leaders to make use of its military might. We expect, of course, that force will be applied judiciously and wisely, but at the same time we need to remember that in the absence of power to defend oneself, all other Jewish values turn to dust.

At the same time, we will not retreat a single inch from the ideals that have guided this movement for a quarter of a century. We remain committed to compromise and a two-state solution. And, utterly devoted to Israel, we remember too that the Jew sympathizes not only with his own people but also with the stranger, with the Other. We will not forget the humanity of the Palestinians living under our control, and we will not ignore their suffering. And we insist on the right, when necessary, to think critically of our own people, just as we think critically of those who are now our enemies.

A large task and a humbling one, but one that we in the Reform movement willingly embrace.

Address by Rabbi Ammiel Hirsch

Executive Director, ARZA/WORLD UNION, North America

UAHC Board of Trustees Meeting

June 9, 2002
Israel and the War on Terror: Five Lessons

It has now been close to two years since the latest bloodletting erupted in the Middle East.  What have we learned during the past twenty-one months?     

 

At the outset I want to clarify that I do not speak as a neutral observer and neither should you.  We Jews and leaders of the Reform movement are not dispassionate bystanders.  We are passionate partisans.  It is not our job to be neutral.  Our primary task is to seek the welfare of the Jewish people.  That is the main reason that you sit on this board.  Sure, we care about hardship and suffering of all people. Jews are rachmanim bnei rachmanim - compassionate people, the children of compassionate people.  Jews have been disproportionately active in all of the noble causes of human progress and rights.  If we are to find peace in the Middle East a consequence of that will be the improvement of the conditions of the Palestinians.  That alone is a worthy goal for Jews.  

 

But let us not be confused. As worthy as that goal may be, it is not our job, but the task of Palestinian leadership to improve the welfare of Palestinian society - a task at which they have utterly, abysmally and criminally failed.  Our job and their job are not mutually exclusive or contradictory.  If we do our job and they do their job both peoples will prosper.  

 

 

1.     Both the Right and the Left have had their Worlds turned Upside Down

 

What has the right learned?  It is now clear that the concept of Greater Israel is not viable.  The notion that Israel could control and govern all of the territory from the Jordan River to the Mediterranean Sea has been rendered obsolete.  This week marks the 35th anniversary of the spectacular victory in the Six Day War.  The euphoria that gripped our people and led to disastrous policies has all-but evaporated.  Polls show that most Israelis would pick up and leave most of the West Bank tomorrow, unilaterally, if that would bring greater security.  Even Prime Minister Sharon, the architect of the settlement policy and past advocate of the position that Jordan is Palestine, has proclaimed his willingness to agree to a Palestinian state in the West Bank and Gaza.  Sure, his 42% of the territories is significantly less than the 94-97% of the territories offered by Ehud Barak, but still, I think the difference is in degree, not kind - whatever Sharon’s Likud party might say at any given moment.

 

The right has also learned that the demographic time bomb is the most deadly suicide bomb for the Jewish state.  Within a decade Jews will be in the minority of those living between the Jordan and the Sea.  It is not possible to sustain over time the Jewish and democratic character of Israel when Jews will become an increasingly smaller minority within the land.

If this is true, then the right has also learned that the notion that Jews will live anywhere and everywhere in the Land of Israel; that not one settlement will be abandoned, is unrealistic.  This is clearly implicit in Sharon’s agreement to a Palestinian state, and is certainly supported in Israeli society.  And even if Sharon does not do it, when Israelis are convinced that there is a partner on the other side, they will elect a government that will agree to dismantle many of the settlements.  

 

The right has also learned that military force alone cannot solve everything.  The use of force has its place but it is not a panacea.  In and of itself it cannot provide the solution.  I think that the right has internalized the lesson that ultimately the solution will have to be political.

 

We on the left have learned the mirror lessons:

 

If the concept of Greater Israel is no longer viable for the right the concept of a smaller Israel is highly problematic for us.  We were convinced of all this talk of Oslo, that territory is no longer important in modern warfare.  They told us, what good is a border in the age of ballistic missiles?  Had Arafat taken the deal at Camp David there would be today Palestinian snipers overlooking Beit Shmuel, Mercaz Shimshon and the HUC-JIR campus.  How eager then do you think parents of rabbinical students would be to send their children for a year to Jerusalem?  It turns out that strategic depth is still an important concept.  It turns out that the Middle East is still a dangerous place.  The lion will not soon lie down with the lamb.  

 

If the right has learned of the futility of settlements everywhere we on the left have learned that the Palestinian definition of settlements include what we consider to be neighborhoods of Jerusalem and suburbs of Tel Aviv.  Even the most generous Israeli peace proposal will annex some West Bank territory and many settlements and neighborhoods built on land beyond the Green Line.  From a political perspective alone, it will not be possible to acquire support from the majority in Israel for proposals that dismantle all of the settlements and neighborhoods beyond the Green Line.  

 

If the right has learned that ultimately there will have to be a political process leading to a political solution, then the left has learned that simply to engage in a political process does not necessarily bring progress.  It is said by those who believe in progress that if you tried to do something and failed you are vastly better off than if you have tried to do nothing and succeeded.  But it is not necessarily so.  

 

The left has learned that if the process itself is not sound; if there have been fundamental errors in assumptions, then the process might cause more harm than good.  To be human is to err, but mistakes have consequences.  The mistakes and flawed assumptions of Oslo have brought disaster on the Palestinians and Israelis alike.   

 

If the right has been sobered to the limits of force, then the left has relearned that force is indispensable in the struggle against evil.  Liberals often have a problem with the use of force.  It makes us uncomfortable.  We believe that people are better than that.  Surely most people are reasonable and can resolve their differences by dialogue.

“Not by might, nor by power, but by My spirit says the God of Hosts.”  

 

We put great faith in reason.  We assume that even our adversary is reasonable.

 

But alas, the cliché we hear from time to time that violence never solved anything is patently false.  Violence saved the West and the remnants of the Jewish people from fascism.  Violence, or at least the threat of violence, saved the West from Communism.  Military force saved the Jews of Israel from 1948 to this day.  

 

In fact, wars generally conclude when one of two things happens:  One side destroys the ability of the other to make war - what we have called in our past “unconditional surrender,” as with Germany and Japan in World War II; or one side destroys the will of the other to make war, as in our victory in the Cold War.  

 

2.     We have underestimated the dangers of terrorism
 

i)       Strategic Threat
 

A big mistake of Oslo was in underestimating the strategic dangers of terrorism.  We heard over and over again from our heroes; we heard ourselves say to each other over and over again that as bad as terrorism is, it does not constitute an existential threat to Israel.  Armies pose an existential threat.  Terrorists are only a nuisance.

 

I remember meeting Ariel Sharon some years ago in New York.  He was invited by the Conference of Presidents, but almost no one showed up.  Who wanted to listen to an old army general whose better days were behind him rail about the terrorist Arafat, whom many of us considered Israel’s peace partner?  Sharon was sitting alone, so I took the seat next to him and began to chat.  I asked him do you think that Rabin lost his mind?  He was a former Chief of Staff of the Israel Defense Forces.  Do you think that he was unconcerned or negligent about Israel’s defense?

 

Sharon responded that even experts make mistakes.  Terrorism was potentially an existential threat to Israel because it could drag the entire region into war.  Back in those heady mid 90’s days few of us really took that seriously.  But now we know he was right.  The ongoing terrorist campaign against Israel could easily send the Middle East spiraling towards a massive conflagration.  

 

Terrorism certainly poses an existential threat.  The proof is in observing the relations between India and Pakistan.  Terrorism in Kashmir could lead to nuclear war.  Tens of millions of people could be annihilated.  The destruction of the environment would be so catastrophic that it would make our heated debates over drilling in Alaska look preposterous.  The damage to the world’s economy would make our post-September 11 slump look like an historic boom.

 

 

ii)      Moral Threat

We have also underestimated the moral repugnance of terrorism and the corrosive effect that it has on the will of people to resist evil.  If, in the middle of a worldwide war on terror, we cannot even properly define terrorism; if so much of the world confuses murder with liberation, then we have entered a surreal Orwellian reality.  George Orwell wrote: “If thought corrupts language, language also corrupts thought.  Political language…is designed to make lies sound truthful and murder respectable and to give an appearance of solidity to pure wind.” 

 

Terrorism is terrorism.  It is not freedom fighting.  It is not armed struggle, it is not justifiable.  It is not the moral equivalent of Israel’s military actions.  In fact, it is the antithesis of Israel’s action.

 

It is a distressing sign of the slide into moral confusion that there are many good people in this country and in Europe who fail to acknowledge, or willfully ignore the fundamental moral distinction that girds the entire system of criminal jurisprudence between deliberate killing - otherwise called murder - and unintentional killing. And if we are morally confused we will not win the war on terror.  And to lose the war on terror is to live in a world described by Thomas Hobbs:  “A world of war of everyone against everyone.  Where there is continual fear and danger of violent death; and the life of man, solitary, poor, nasty, brutish and short.”    

For those of us living in New York or other big cities, we are getting a taste of what it might be like.  A new warning appears daily.  Every day we hear of threats more terrifying than the next.  Some days it feels like we are living through the last hours of Pompeii.

 

The West has a huge stake in Israel’s victory over terrorism.  Israel is now the testing grounds for the theory that democracies can defeat terror.  Terrorists the world over and potential terrorists are observing closely.  If they get the sense that the bad guys are winning and that terrorism pays, they will copy the techniques of the suicide bombers to the four corners of the globe.

 

And what damage this fascination with terror has done to the moral fiber of Palestinian society.  Theirs has become a society steeped in the culture of blood.  Children play with mock suicide belts around their waists and are educated to hate.  Israeli intelligence reported, “every single school [they] went into in Jenin, Bethlehem, Ramallah, Qualqilya, or Tulkarem was plastered with posters of the glorification of the martyrs.”  This is not heroism.  This is child abuse.

 

Warlords prey upon the weak of body and mind, persuading confused teenage boys and girls, terminally ill patients, young ignorant children that their families will be better off if they blow themselves to smithereens and take as many Jews with them as possible.  Can we even begin to understand a Palestinian mother, who, as the New York Times reported, wished her son well on his mission and blessed him by saying “Oh son, I hope your operation will succeed?”   

 

 

3.     As long as the Palestinian Authority engages in terror there will not be peace
 

We have learned, despite all of our hopes, that Yassir Arafat was, is and apparently will remain a terrorist.  We were mistaken in our assessment of Arafat.  I think I know why.  Liberals believe in the redeeming power of change.  We believe that people and nations can change.  We believe that even our enemy can change.  

 

Alas, Arafat never changed.

 

Arafat has used terror to advance political objectives.  Israel cannot succumb to this pressure - not because it is unseemly - nations speak with their enemies all the time - but because it will encourage everyone else to use similar techniques to pressure Israel.  

We have learned the risks of subcontracting Israel’s defense to an unreformed and unrepentant terrorist.  Prime Minister Rabin even said that Israel’s security would be enhanced because Arafat would take care of terrorists better than Israel could since he would not have to contend with Israeli human rights groups.  It is hard to believe today that many of us so willingly accepted this theory.  We wanted to believe it.  If Rabin said it, it must be true.    

 

We have learned that there will be no peace with Yassir Arafat as the functional head of the Palestinian Authority.  All those who want peace should work for his replacement.  He is not the Palestinian George Washington or Thomas Jefferson.  There will be no public reading soon of a Palestinian constitution in the Palestinian equivalent of Independence Hall.     

 

 

4.     There is still a lot of anti-Semitism in the world

 

I do not know why this is surprising to me.  How arrogant or ignorant were we to assume that this two-thousand-year-old disease could be eradicated by us - that our generation, as distinct from all of our predecessors, somehow found the secret of the cure.  Pity the Jewish generation that lets its guard down.  There is something mysteriously and diabolically enduring about anti-Semitism.  The Talmud considered hatred of Jews to be part of the very fact of Jewish existence.

 

 

“Why was the mountain called Sinai - Sinai?  Because from there hatred - Sin’ah - descended to the nations of the world.”   

 

Obviously, not all criticism of Israel is motivated by anti-Semitism.  But enough is so as to make it incumbent upon us to be alert.  The Muslim world is saturated with anti-Semitism.  Some countries, Iran and Iraq, for example, openly speak of annihilating Israel.  Needless to say there is no United Nations investigation, or even admonition concerning the threat by one member country to destroy another.  Some Arab media, including in the Palestinian Authority, are as bad as anything published by Der Stermer.  Here was another big mistake of Oslo.  We failed to give enough attention and importance to the way the government-controlled media prepare their populations for peace.

 

The United Nations is infected with the disease of anti-Semitism.  International bodies are infected.  Some European elements are infected. It is okay to advocate for a Palestinian state.  It is virtuous to speak of dignity for Palestinians.  But in pursuance of those otherwise laudable goals the lands of Locke, Rousseau and Mill have been soiled and sullied.  Shamefully, Europe, the birthplace of the rights of man, has been forced to defend murder.  European leaders stretch to exonerate baby killers.

 

In Europe they do much better with the weak Jew, the one who needs protection, the one who knows his place.  For some reason, they don’t do as well with the sovereign Jew, the Jew who does not readily accept victimization.  The pictures of Jews defending themselves, Jews in tanks, is disorienting for some enlightened Europeans.  It drives some of them to distraction.  It is so out of the natural European order.

 

Here then is the fundamental point:  Criticism, even harsh criticism, of Israel is acceptable, legitimate and in some cases desirable.  Anti-Semitism is not acceptable.  How do we know the difference?  There is no precise formula.  But we Jews have accumulated enough experience by now so as to pose a smell test.  If it smells bad it is probably rotten.  Double standards, rushes to judgment, rhetoric of the Holocaust in vile attempts at equating Israel’s actions with those of Europeans during World War II, contesting Israel’s right to exist as a free, democratic and Jewish state - these statements are often motivated by latent anti-Semitism.             

 

 

5.     The need for solidarity
 

We have learned that there is no greater weapon in our arsenal than Jewish solidarity.  Stay active and involved.  Look for ways to make contributions.  Read as much as you can.  Educate yourselves.  Write to your representatives and your local media.  Visit Israel.  We are planning a large rabbinic mission to Israel this winter, and we will soon meet with UAHC senior professionals to plan a movement-wide lay leadership mission.  If you are interested call the ARZA/WORLD UNION office to put your name on the list.  All of these activities express the central Jewish obligation to care for fellow Jews.  

 

Contribute money - this is the time-honored way for American Jews to make a real difference.  Our movement is not adequately supporting our Israeli partners.  I have brought a report with me that illustrates that even your congregations - those represented on this UAHC board, - you are supposed to be the best of the best - are not even doing the minimum in expressing support.  Only a fifth of your congregants are even contributing $36 a year - a dime a day - to the cause.  Most of you are leaders in your local congregations.  You know how to get things done there if you really want to.  So want to.  Do something.  What does it have to take to get your congregations involved?  If not now, when?  

 

 

It is poignant that we meet in Philadelphia to discuss the war on terror.  For this is the cradle of American liberty.  From this place, a few blocks from here, the clarion call of freedom chimed from liberty’s bell.  And while the bell itself was cracked, the call to freedom was pure and clear.  The sound was perfect, without blemish, ringing through the ages, and inspiring all those who yearn for dignity to seize their destiny.   

 

The Liberty Bell cracked on the first day that it was hung.  They tried to fix it, but to no avail.  There is symbolism here.  There is no such thing as unblemished liberty.  You have to fight for it constantly.  As we read in yesterday’s Torah portion describing the failure of the spies, and in this week’s portion describing the rebellion of Korach, the struggle for liberty never ends.  Those who love freedom are always threatened by external forces that seek to take it away, and internal drives of human beings, whose insecurities and evil impulses often prevail against the better angels of their souls.    

 

Despite it all, the most important thing we can do during these difficult days is to remain optimistic.  We have seen much worse in our history.  It is our birthright and our obligation to remain confident.  As in the past, Israel will prevail.  There will come a day when good people will say, “enough.  No more war.  No more bloodshed.  Peace.” 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE UAHC

66th General Assembly
December 2001
Boston, Massachusetts 
Israel
BACKGROUND 

Since the September 11 terror attacks on the United States, many of us have said: "Americans finally know what it's like to live in Israel." But we don't. As terrible as the attacks here have been, we don't live in a country with hostile neighbors who question our very legitimacy as a nation. We are not targeted daily by suicide bombers who murder innocent civilians in our restaurants and bus stations. We don't have gunmen shooting across the border at residential neighborhoods in our nation's capital. This is Israel's reality, and because of this reality, Israel needs us now more than ever. 

The war against terrorism launched after the September 11 attacks is Israel's war no less than it is America's and Canada's. Fascist terror with a radical Islamic face wants to erase Israel from the map, even if this is not its immediate goal. If the champions of terror survive intact, the jihad that they promise will be a mortal threat to the Jewish state. Therefore, Israel needs to be a steadfast ally of the United States as it pursues this war.

It is hard to remember a more difficult time for Israel. Outrage follows outrage; atrocity follows atrocity. Yet even in face of renewed violence, we refuse to lose hope in peace. 

We still believe that the key to peace will be two states, Jewish and Palestinian, side by side, and a negotiated agreement that provides security for both sides. We thank the American government for its strong support of Israel and welcome an American role in the negotiations. 

But while Israel will accept a Palestinian state, it will never accept a terrorist state. Today Israelis want, and deserve, to be reassured that America's fight against terror is determined and universal. They want to be assured that America will oppose terrorist murder not only when the victims are Americans in New York and Washington but also when they are Jews in Tel Aviv and Jerusalem. Israelis want to know that when their civilians are murdered, they can defend themselves without being chastised for "overreaction." 

In this challenging hour, we must redouble our support for the institutions of Reform Judaism in Israel. In dangerous times, Israelis do as we do: They look to Jewish tradition for answers and for comfort. And many, seeking to blend tradition and modernity, look to us. The result is a long list of success stories. Jerusalem's largest Reform synagogue, Kol Haneshama, drew one thousand worshipers on Yom Kippur, and the extraordinary Leo Baeck School in Haifa will open a high school in Jerusalem next year. 

THEREFORE, the Union of American Hebrew Congregations resolves to:

1. Express our solidarity with our brothers and sisters in Israel, standing with them in combating the fanatics who endanger their very existence, and pledging to: 

a. Work aggressively to counter the falsehoods that so frequently appear in the local and national media; and 

b. To institute congregational programs and dialogue; 

c. Facilitate visits to Israel by the members of our Movement, in part by offering a wide array of UAHC-sponsored programs including: 

i. A kibbutz-based program for our teenagers; 

ii. Summer trips that will allow parents to travel to Israel with their children; 

iii. A mission of the UAHC Board in June 2002; and 

iv. Congregational trips through ARZA/WORLD UNION, North America;

2. Recommit ourselves to darchei shalom, the path of peace, by: 

a. Insisting that Chairman Arafat and the Palestinian Authority decide with which part of the family of nations they want to identify, recognizing that Palestinians must choose either terrorism or statehood, but not both, and if they choose statehood they must stop the violence and begin to negotiate; 

b. Welcoming and supporting an American role in and Canadian support for negotiations among Israel and her neighbors; 

c. Reaffirming our belief that the key to peace will be two states, Jewish and Palestinian, side by side, and a negotiated agreement that provides security for both sides; and 

d. Urging our congregations and their members to express appreciation to President Bush for his administration's strong support for Israel and his commitment to the eradication of terror, including terrorism of Israel. 

3. Work with ARZA/World Union, North America in finding ways to increase support for the institutions of Reform and Progressive Judaism in Israel and to build Reform Judaism in the Jewish state.

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE UAHC
Passed by the UAHC Board of Trustees
June 3, 2001
Cleveland, Ohio 
Israel and the Peace Process: 
The Urgent Need for Honesty, the Urgent Need for Progress 
BACKGROUND: 
As the bloodshed in Israel continues, and as we sit heartbroken before the killing and the terror, this is an appropriate time for reexamining our most fundamental assumptions about the conflict in the Middle East. 

In so doing, we must not be reticent to acknowledge our own errors of judgment. We must admit, first and foremost, that we have been wrong about the readiness of the Palestinians for peace. 

We have believed, along with our allies in the peace camp, that if an Israeli Prime Minister would be brave enough to say that Israel must choose peace over territories, the Palestinian Authority would also be ready to choose peace. It would do so resentfully, reluctantly, and out of grudging self-interest rather than love, but nonetheless, it would choose peace. Then, last summer, Ehud Barak bravely offered a Palestinian state on 96% of the West Bank, with its capital in east Jerusalem. Had that offer been accepted, the Palestinians would live today in their own independent state, free of Israeli occupation, masters of their own destiny. Instead Yassir Arafat once again led the Palestinian people down the long, cruel path of violence, suffering, and death.

And we were wrong about something else as well. We did not pay nearly enough attention to the culture of hatred created and nourished by Palestinian leaders. 

Like Jews throughout the world, we have been shocked and bewildered by events of recent months. Palestinian violence has reached a new level of viciousness. One outrage follows another. Attempts to justify and explain these actions are still made, often by diplomats and sometimes by well-meaning Jews. But to excuse the Palestinians from the normal standards of moral judgment is to patronize them and to separate them from humanity. The only explanation that makes sense is a deep and profound hatred, among some segments of their population, for Israelis and Jews. 

Palestinian children, of course, are not born hating Jews. Hatred is a powerful sentiment that must be acquired - from parents, from education, from government authorities. The hatred of so many Palestinians for Jews results from a conscious process of demonizing the "Zionist enemy."

Our movement has not said enough about such things; we assumed that if a political settlement were reached, then conciliation would inevitably follow. But we, along with most of the Jewish world, now realize that conciliation, at least in some measure, must come first. The Palestinians must demonstrate, even before an agreement is reached, that they have a true desire for peace.

At the same time, Israel's hands are not totally clean. Occupation involves acts of degradation and cruelty, and Israel's occupation has been no different. And her response to terror has raised questions. But, still, Israel's leaders have always battled the agents of hatred and incitement in their midst. The citizens of Israel remain moderate and sensible.

But while we have learned some hard new lessons in the past six months, we have also seen that our overall approach to the conflict between Israel and her neighbors remains not only relevant, but right. The intifada has left us more cautious than we were, but it has not changed the history, the demography, or the economics of the Middle East, and it has given us no reason to revise our long-term view of what is necessary for peace.

Can an end to violence and a return to negotiations be achieved? Only with American involvement. Some fear American participation, but we are not among them. The alternative is intervention by a hostile United Nations. The current American administration is a conservative one that despises terror, treats Arafat with suspicion, and is respectful of Israel's military prerogatives. Its instincts in the region have been far more right than wrong. 

Religious Freedom

And what of religious freedom and equal rights for Reform Jews in Israel? Not surprisingly, we have heard less about these matters in recent months. Security and survival receive absolute preference; victims of terror are dead, while victims of religious discrimination are not.

Still, we do not put aside our religious concerns. In a sense, they are more important now. Israelis face a prolonged period of political uncertainty. Systems of meaning are needed at such times, to provide comfort and revive hope. And liberal Judaism can offer what secularism and Israeli Orthodoxy have failed to provide. In the year 2001, can anyone doubt that Judaism is at its best when it has no power, only influence, no authority except that which it earns, no claim to people's attention other than the distinctiveness of its values?

Poll after poll indicates that a huge majority of Israelis want to be Jews in their own way, without imposing belief on others or having it imposed on them. The results of the upcoming World Zionist Organization election are critical and will have a direct impact on issues of religious freedom and other serious concerns facing Israel and the Jewish people. Further, as a worldwide Reform Movement, we must expand our support for our institutions in Israel. 

Even now, at a time of terror and war, Israel's citizens are doing what Jews have always done: they are searching for credible values, Torah-based rituals, and a personal spiritual center. And for many Israelis, this search is leading them to the institutions of Reform Judaism. Israelis are voting with their feet. They want a version of Judaism that will not ram religion down their throats, but will frame their existence with meaning and redeem them from loneliness. And for more and more of them, Progressive Judaism - warm, egalitarian, compassionate - is the answer.

THEREFORE, the Union of American Hebrew Congregations resolves to:

1. Reaffirm the central principles of previous UAHC resolutions and statements on Israel and the Peace Process: 

· That the way to end the conflict is for Israel and the Palestinians to reach a negotiated agreement, based on mutual recognition that provides security for both sides; 

· That territorial compromise and the separation of Israelis and Palestinians are the essential elements of such an agreement; 

· That a Palestinian state is inevitable, and indeed is already in formation; and 

· That even now, when Palestinian extremism assaults our sensibilities, there is no moral or practical alternative to these principles.

2. Acknowledge that during the past nine months, we have learned a great deal about the Palestinians' present unwillingness to make the hard choices necessary for peace. We have learned a great deal about the full complexity of the threat that Israel faces: 
· We misjudged Palestinian intentions; and 

· We failed to pay enough attention to the culture of hatred created and nourished by Palestinian leaders.

3. Emphatically reject the poisonous argument of "moral equivalency" -- that those who battle terror are the same as those who inflict it and those who offer peace are the same as those who spurn it - and commit ourselves anew to playing a constructive role in moving beyond the deadly status quo by: 
· Urgently calling on the Palestinians to join Israel in implementing an immediate cease fire to break the cycle of violence, stop the killing, and return to the negotiating table; 

· Recognizing that the primary burden here falls on Mr. Arafat's shoulders. He says that he wants to talk, but he cannot expect to come to the table when he is covered in blood. He says that he wants peace, but this means that he must talk the language of peace to his own people. 

· Urging the government of Israel to freeze temporarily all settlement construction, not because of any external pressure but because it is politically wise and morally right; and 

· Calling for vigorous American leadership, both in bringing about a cessation of violence and in speaking forcefully to the Palestinians and others in the region about the dangers of demonization. 

4. Join together, Israel and the Jewish world, in the work of spiritual renewal. Even in the midst of the debate on life or death issues, our religious concerns demand attention. We will: 

· Strengthen our movement in Israel in every possible way; 

· Refuse to compromise our integrity, our independence, or our religious vision; 

· Work for an ARZA-World Union, North America victory in the World Zionist Organization elections; 

· Join the fundraising efforts of ARZA-World Union, North America; and 

· Look for new ways, as a united Reform movement, to provide much higher levels of financial support to our struggling schools, synagogues, and youth movements in Israel

RESOLUTION ADOPTEXD BY THE CCAR
CCAR Board of Trustees 
 May 8, 2002

Supporting Israel
Background 

Ever since September of 2000, Israel has been the target of a continuous bombardment of terrorist attacks, aimed at taking innocent civilian life and breaking the resolve of Israeli people. The attacks have been particularly ruthless and ferocious, aimed at innocent civilians at play, at work, in worship or in celebration. Israel responded to these attacks as any nation would have with the aim of protecting its citizenry from harm. 

Because of these unprecedented random acts of terrorists, Israel and its people have suffered tremendous loss: loss of life, loss of trade and tourism, and, among some, loss of hope. Some social services had to be curtailed, just at a time when they were needed the most. 

As Israel's partners in faith and in fate, we must do what we can to strengthen Israel at this time of unprecedented need. One way to do this is to donate funds which will go to help the victims of terrorism in Israel and their families, along with providing safety, especially for the young and the elderly, psychological counseling, and financial support for those most affected economically from effects of terrorism. Another way to help the Israeli economy is by shopping in Israel, purchasing Israeli products and doing business with Israeli companies, all of which can be done directly or through the Internet. Of course, the most important way we can show our support is by going to Israel and standing with our brothers and sisters in their time of distress. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED
1. that the Central Conference of American Rabbis joins with the UAHC in supporting the United Jewish Communities' "Israel Emergency Campaign," calling on our members both to contribute to this Fund and to encourage the members of their communities to make meaningful contributions as well; 

2. that the CCAR commends the UJC for its support of those Israel Movement for Progressive Judaism congregations which are creating or expanding neighborhood activity centers and summer camp programs in response to the needs of the hour; 

3. that the CCAR Israel Committee make known to CCAR members various opportunities for shopping and doing business in Israel, so that they can be active in an ongoing campaign to support Israel's hurting economy; 

4. that the CCAR encourage its members to continue to study and visit Israel; 

5. that the CCAR show its continued support for the Rav L'rav and Magen David Adom campaigns, and 

6. that the CCAR encourage colleagues to reach out to their counterparts in the Christian community in efforts of interfaith understanding and cooperation. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE CCAR


CCAR Board of Trustees

June, 2001

Peace in Israel 

Whereas the members of the Central Conference of American Rabbis are united in our commitment to the State and People of Israel, in our conviction that peaceful coexistence between Israel, the Palestinians, and the Arab states based on justice and mutual recognition is a moral necessity, and in our belief in the importance and urgency of face-to-face negotiations between Israelis and Palestinians as means of resolving this historic conflict,

And, whereas CCAR members hold wide and variant views as to the necessary particulars of any such negotiations,

And, whereas, in the Summer of 2000, the government of Israel offered historic compromises to the Palestinian Authority which could have served the basis of further negotiations for the establishment of a just and lasting peace between the State and people of Israel and a Palestinian state and its citizens,

And, whereas, the Palestinian response was an unjustified return to violence as a means to achieve its ends and to avoid continuing negotiation with the State of Israel, putting children in the front lines as weapons in the struggle for world sympathy,

And, whereas, the building and expansion of settlements in the West Bank and Gaza erect serious impediments to peace, 

And whereas, voices within the Palestinian Authority have denied the historic connection between the Jewish People, the Land of Israel and specifically the Temple Mount,

And, whereas, in October 2000, three Israeli soldiers Sgt. Adi Avitan, Staff Sgt. Benyamin Avraham and Staff Sgt. Omar Sawaid, were abducted by the Hizbullah terror organization while patrolling the Israeli side of the Israeli-Lebanese border. Later that month, Hizbullah kidnapped an Israeli citizen, Elhanan Tenenboim. All are being held incommunicado by the Hizbullah in gross violation of international law, and against the most basic humanitarian principles.

And, whereas, the current unrest has brought a heightened awareness of the social, political and educational gaps between Jewish Israelis and Arab Israelis perpetuated by the Israeli government and Israeli society,

And, whereas, the active involvement of the US government has been a critical component in the search for peace,

Be it therefore resolved the following:

The Central Conference of American Rabbis once more expresses our support of the people of Israel and the government of Israel.

We call on the government of Israel to employ reasonable restraint in its handling of the current unrest and, while doing what is necessary to protect human life, refrain from acts of collective punishment.

We call upon the government of Israel to adopt a policy of neither building nor expanding settlements in the West Bank and Gaza.

We call upon the Palestinian Authority to denounce the use of force as a means of advancing its cause and immediately to do all that it can to cease violent attacks on Israelis.

We call upon our Christian brothers and sisters throughout the world to affirm their own history by affirming the historic connection between the Jewish People, the Land of Israel, the city of Jerusalem and the Temple Mount.

We call for the immediate release of all Israeli MIA's.

We call upon the government and Jewish citizens of Israel to all in their power to ameliorate the social, economic, and educational situation of Israel's Arab citizens, so that Israel can live up to its dream of being a nation for all of its citizens.

We urge the U.S. government, President Bush, and Secretary of State Powell to initiate a new diplomatic effort to help Israel and the Palestinians Authority bring to an end the current violence and to work towards a just and lasting peace.

Reform Judaism & Zionism: A Centenary Platform

Central Conference of American Rabbis
Miami, 1997
I. Judaism: A Religion and a People
The restoration of Am Yisrael to its ancestral homeland after nearly two thousand years of statelessness and powerlessness represents an historic triumph of the Jewish people, providing a physical refuge, the possibility of religious and cultural renewal on its own soil, and the realization of God's promise to Abraham: "to your offspring I assign this land". From that distant moment until today, the intense love between Am Yisrael and Eretz Yisrael has not subsided. 

We believe that the eternal covenant established at Sinai ordained a unique religious purpose for Am Yisrael. Medinat Yisrael , the Jewish State, is therefore unlike all other states. Its obligation is to strive towards the attainment of the Jewish people's highest moral ideals to be a mamlechet kohanim [a kingdom of priests], a goy kadosh [a holy people], and l'or goyim [a light unto the nations]. 

II. From Degradation to Sovereignty

During two millennia of dispersion and persecution, Am Yisrael never abandoned hope for the rebirth of a national home in Eretz Yisrael. The Shoah [Holocaust] intensified our resolve to affirm life and pursue the Zionist dream of a return to Eretz Yisrael. Even as we mourned for the loss of one-third of our people, we witnessed the miraculous rebirth of Medinat Yisrael, the Jewish people's supreme creation in our age. 

Centuries of Jewish persecution, culminating in the Shoah, demonstrated the risks of powerlessness. We, therefore, affirm Am Yisrael's reassertion of national sovereignty, but we urge that it be used to create the kind of society in which full civil, human, and religious rights exist for all its citizens. Ultimately, Medinat Yisrael will be judged not on its military might but on its character. 

While we view Eretz Yisrael as sacred, the sanctity of Jewish life takes precedence over the sanctity of Jewish land. 

III. Our Relationship to the State of Israel
Even as Medinat Yisrael serves uniquely as the spiritual and cultural focal point of world Jewry, Israeli and Diaspora Jewry are inter-dependent, responsible for one another, and partners in the shaping of Jewish destiny. Each kehilla [Jewish community], though autonomous and self-regulating, shares responsibility for the fate of Jews everywhere. By deepening the social, spiritual, and intellectual relationship among the kehillot worldwide, we can revitalize Judaism both in Israel and the Diaspora. 

IV. Our Obligations to Israel

To help promote the security of Medinat Yisrael and ensure the welfare of its citizens, we pledge continued political support and financial assistance. 

Recognizing that knowledge of Hebrew is indispensable both in the study of Judaism and in fostering solidarity between Israeli and Diaspora Jews, we commit ourselves to intensifying Hebrew instruction in all Reform institutions. Hebrew, the language of our sacred texts and prayers, is a symbol of the revitalization of Am Yisrael. 

To enhance appreciation of Jewish peoplehood and promote a deeper understanding of Israel, we resolve to implement educational programs and religious practices that reflect and reinforce the bond between Reform Judaism and Zionism. 

To deepen awareness of Israel and strengthen Jewish identity, we call upon all Reform Jews, adults and youths, to study in, and make regular visits to, Israel. 

While affirming the authenticity and necessity of a creative and vibrant Diaspora Jewry, we encourage aliyah [immigration] to Israel in pursuance of the precept of yishuv Eretz Yisrael [settling the Land of Israel]. While Jews can live Torah-centered lives in the Diaspora, only in Medinat Yisrael do they bear the primary responsibility for the governance of society, and thus may realize the full potential of their individual and communal religious strivings. 

Confident that Reform Judaism's synthesis of tradition and modernity and its historic commitment to tikkun olam [repairing the world], can make a unique and positive contribution to the Jewish state, we resolve to intensify our efforts to inform and educate Israelis about the values of Reform Judaism. We call upon Reform Jews everywhere to dedicate their energies and resources to the strengthening of an indigenous Progressive Judaism in Medinat Yisrael. 

V. Israel's Obligations to the Diaspora

Medinat Yisrael exists not only for the benefit of its citizens but also to defend the physical security and spiritual integrity of the Jewish people. Realizing that Am Yisrael consists of a coalition of different, sometimes conflicting, religious interpretations, the Jewish people will be best served when Medinat Yisrael is constituted as a pluralistic, democratic society. Therefore we seek a Jewish state in which no religious interpretation of Judaism takes legal precedence over another. 

VI. Redemption

We believe that the renewal and perpetuation of Jewish national life in Eretz Yisrael is a necessary condition for the realization of the physical and spiritual redemption of the Jewish people and of all humanity. While that day of redemption remains but a distant yearning, we express the fervent hope that Medinat Yisrael, living in peace with its neighbors, will hasten the redemption of Am Yisrael, and the fulfillment of our messianic dream of universal peace under the sovereignty of God. 

The achievements of modern Zionism in the creation of the State of Israel, in reviving the Hebrew language, in absorbing millions of immigrants, in transforming desolate wastes into blooming forests and fields, in generating a thriving new economy and society, are an unparalleled triumph of the Jewish spirit. 

We stand firm in our love of Zion. We resolve to work for the day when waves of Jewish pride and confidence will infuse every Jewish heart, in fulfillment of the promise: When God restores the fortunes of Zion we shall be like dreamers. Our mouths will fill with laughter and our tongues with songs of joy. Then shall they say among the nations God has done great things for them.

ISRAELI HISTORY TIMELINE 

1890-91 
Large waves of Jews from Eastern Europe begin arriving in Palestine in what are called Aliyot.  This continues over the course of the next 50 years.

August 29, 1897 
The Zionist Movement, which called for the creation of a sovereign Jewish state in Palestine, is born at the First Zionist Congress in Switzerland.

November 2, 1917 
The British government issues the Balfour Declaration calling for a Jewish homeland in Palestine. 

April 24, 1920 
After World War I, the British are awarded control over the land of Palestine. 

1929 
Outbreak of Arab riots in Palestine against the growing number of Jews immigrating to Palestine.  Fighting between the two communities continues into the 1940s.

1939-1945 
World War II and the Holocaust:  6 million Jews are killed throughout Europe. 

November 29, 1947 
The United Nations votes in favor of the partition plan creating two separate states in Palestine, one for the Jews, one for the Arabs, with Jerusalem as an international city. The Jewish leadership accepts this arrangement; the Arab leadership does not.

May 14, 1948 
British forces withdraw from Palestine, ending the British Mandate; Israel becomes an independent state. 

May 1948 
Following Israel's creation, the surrounding Arab states invade Israel, attempting to demolish the new country.  Israel wins the war, which becomes known as the War of Independence.  Palestinians refer to this as al-Nakba, the catastrophe 

1964 
The Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) is formed. 

June 5-10 1967 
Six-Day War:  Israel gains territory in the form of the West Bank, Gaza, East Jerusalem, the Sinai desert, and the Golan Heights.  Israel reunites East and West Jerusalem and gains control over the Western Wall and the Temple Mount.  The Golan Heights are annexed and become a part of Israel; the West Bank and Gaza Strip remain a military administered territory, with their final status still to be determined.

November 22, 1967 
The UN Security Council passes Resolution 242, which calls for the withdrawal of Israel from captured territories and the recognition of every state's sovereignty in the region.

1967 
Following the Six-Day War, Jews begin to establish new settlements in the West Bank and Gaza Strip. By the year 2002, the Jewish population in the West Bank and Gaza will number close to 200,000.

September 5, 1972 
11 Israeli athletes are murdered at the Munich Olympics by Palestinian terrorists.

October 6-24, 1973 
Israel is caught unawares when it is invaded by surrounding Arab states on Yom Kippur. Israel wins the war. 

November 19, 1977 
The president of Egypt, Anwar Sadat, makes his historic visit to Jerusalem, addressing the people of Israel from the Israeli Knesset. 

1979 
Israel signs a peace treaty with Egypt; in return for peace, Israel returns the Sinai desert to Egypt.  The Jewish settlement of Yamit in Sinai is evacuated.

1981 
President Sadat of Egypt is assassinated by Islamic fundamentalists who are angry at the signing of the peace treaty with Israel. 

June 1982 
The Lebanon War: The Israeli army enters Lebanon in an attempt to get end Palestinian attacks on northern Israel and to rid the country of the PLO; Israel ends up attacking Beirut.  Yasser Arafat and the PLO are evacuated from Beirut and taken to Tripoli.

December 1987 
The first Palestinian Intifada (uprising) begins in the West Bank and Gaza Strip in response to 20 years of military occupation by Israel.

January 1991 
The Gulf War begins.  After the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait in August 1990, the United States and her allies attack Iraq.  Iraq lobs thirty-nine Scud missiles at Israel. 

May 1991 
The Madrid Peace Conference, under the auspices of the U.S. and Russia, opens with delegations from Israel, Syria, Jordan, Lebanon, and the Palestinians. Jordanian-Israeli and Syria-Israeli peace negotiation tracks are opened. The Palestinians are part of the Jordanian delegation.

1989 
Waves of Jewish immigrants from the former Soviet Union begin to arrive in Israel. Their number will eventually be close to one million.

May 24, 1991

Operation Solomon airlifts 14,400 Ethiopian Jews to Israel.

January 1993 
The secret Oslo channel is opened between Israel and the PLO, with the Norwegian government serving as a facilitator. 

September 13, 1993 
Israel and the PLO sign a Declaration of Principles on the White House lawn, recognizing each other's right to exist and to establish peace through negotiations. This becomes known as the Oslo Process.

February 25, 1994 
Dr. Baruch Goldstein, a Jewish settler, enters the Cave of the Patriarchs in Hebron, killing close to 30 Muslim worshippers.

October 19, 1994

Tel Aviv suicide bus bombing near Dizengoff Center.

October 26, 1994 
Israel and Jordan sign a peace treaty.

1994-1996 
The beginning of suicide bombers hit Israel, striking mainly on buses and bus stops.  Islamic fundamentalist groups like Hamas take responsibility in their determination to end the peace negotiations.

January 25, 1995

Suicide bomb at Bet Lid intersection killing a number of Israeli soldiers and civilians.

September 1995 
The Interim Agreement on the West Bank and Gaza strip is signed between Israel and the Palestinians, providing for Palestinian self-rule in some areas of the West Bank and Gaza. 

November 4, 1995 
Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin is assassinated by an Israeli Jew who is opposed to his peace policies. Shimon Peres becomes the next prime minister. 

January 20, 1996

First Palestinian elections.

May 29, 1996 
Benjamin Netanyahu becomes prime minister of Israel, defeating Shimon Peres.

October 1998

Israeli-Palestinian Wye Memorandum.

December 1998 

Palestinians vote to change the PLO charter in the presence of U.S. President Bill Clinton.

May 17, 1999 
Ehud Barak is elected prime minister of Israel, defeating Netanyahu. 

June 2000 
Israel withdraws the Israel Defense Forces from southern Lebanon after a presence of close to 18 years.

July 2000 
Camp David II meetings:  President Clinton brings together Palestinian and Israeli negotiators to reach a final peace agreement. The talks end in failure and no agreement is reached.  Arafat is blamed for not countering Israel's proposals.

September 28, 2000

Israeli Foreign Minister Ariel Sharon visits the Temple Mount.

September 29, 2000 
Palestinians, angry at the failure to reach a final agreement and frustrated with Sharon's visit to the Temple Mount, start rioting.  The second Intifada, Palestinian uprising, begins. Violence continues to rock the region.

October 7, 2000

Hezbollah kidnaps 3 Israeli soldiers from the Lebanon border.

October 12, 2000

Two Israeli soldiers are lynched by a Palestinian mob in Ramallah.

December 2000-January 2001 
The Israelis and the Palestinians continue to try to hammer out an agreement in Taba, Egypt. Negotiations end following the electoral defeat of Israeli Prime Minister Barak and the inauguration of American President George W. Bush.

February 2001 
Ariel Sharon is elected prime minister of Israel, defeating Ehud Barak. 

May 2001 
The U.S. sponsored Mitchell Committee issues a recommendation report for how to bring about an end to the violence, which includes a cease-fire, the arresting of terrorists, confiscation of unauthorized weapons from the Palestinians, and a settlement freeze.

January 2002 
The Israelis capture the Karine A, a Palestinian ship laden with tons of weaponry from Iran. 

March 28 2002 
Over the Passover holiday, close to 30 Israelis are killed by a suicide bomber in a Netanya hotel in what becomes known as the “Passover massacre.”

March 2002 
The Arab League adopts the “Saudi Initiative” calling for Israel's withdrawal from the West Bank and Gaza in return for peace agreements and normalized relations with Israel. 

April 2002 
The Israeli army enters major West Bank cities, including refugee camps, to destroy the terrorists and their buildings, in “Operation Defensive Shield.”  Palestinian claims of a “massacre” in Jenin are unfounded. 

April 2002 
President Bush sends Secretary of State of Powell to the Middle East to try and broker a cease-fire. 

April 15, 2002 
The American Jewish community holds one of the largest pro-Israel rallies ever in Washington, D.C., with over 100,000 people in attendance. 

June 2002

President Bush gives a major address on the Middle East outlining United States policy in the region. While recognizing the need for a Palestinian state in three years time, most of the speech is dedicated to the need for a new Palestinian leader and reforms in the Palestinian Authority.

August 2002

A bomb goes off in the cafeteria at Hebrew University in Jerusalem.  Close to 10 people are killed, five of them American citizens.
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