408 THE COVER-OVER

Since criticism of Jews by blacks automatically became labeled
anti-Semitism: since censure of Israel by Christians ranging from Pres-
ident Charles de Gaulle to the General Assembly and Security Council
of the U.N. was held by the world Jewish community to be but another
“‘manifestation of perennial anti-Semitism,”" according to Abba Eban;
since anti-Zionism was declared by the Rabbinical Council of America
to be but a new guise for anti-Semitism, it was inevitable that freedom
of expression in the U.S. became totally restricted. Veteran Zionist
leader Dr. Nahum Goldmann alleged there was a new kind of anu-
Semitism that had sprung up in Communist countries and elsewhere
among those whom he chose to term “members of the left wing." This
variety of ant-Semitism, he asserted in February 1969, was being
propagated in the form of anti-Israeh and anti-Zionist posiuons.

Exploitation of prejudice reached unheard of heights in the 1974
study of the Anti-Defamation League (ADL), The New Anti-Semitism,
written by its high priests of the cult of anti-anti-Semitism, General
Counsel Arnold Forster and National Director Benjamin R. Epstein,
According to the press release, headed “Searchlight on Hatred,”
widely distributed by publisher McGraw-Hill, the new anti-Semitism 18
based on the old, only it emanates from different and surpnsingly
respectable sources. “The hostility of the Radical Left, the Radical
Right, pro-Arab groups, black extremists, and a malingering anti-Jew-
ish hate-mongering that has plagued the United States since the early
twenties” has allegedly now been augmented by “others within the
government, the media, the clergy and the arts, who are Insensiive Lo
Jews and Jewish concerns, particularly to the needs and wants of the
State of Israel.”

And as authors Forster and Epstein indicated in their two-hour,
unopposed radio interview on New York's popular WMCA Barry Gray
talk show, anyone who does not go along 100 percent with their views
of Israel is deemed “insensitive” and therefore “anti-Semitic.”” The
ADL leaders made it very clear that “any threat to the secunty of the
State of Israel” must be considered a threat to the Jews of the U.S. and
hence must be viewed as anti-Semitism. The reason given by them for
this new bigotry: “The hard-won status of American Jewry.”

The publication of this much ballyhooed study and book just
happened to coincide with the growing feeling in many parts of the
country that Zionist pressure, influence, and financial power had been
responsible for the energy crisis that brought gas shortages and grave
dangers. The cultsts bitterly complained that Jews were no longer
protected by the “moral indignation that followed the holocaust.”
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Apparently, they wished to extend a protective curtain over the Zion-
ist-imposed Middle East policy and other positions espoused by the
Jewish Establhishment.

This was the seventh of the books on which these same authors
had collaborated.® As usual, the book was released to the press first as
a study one month before publication to lay the groundwork tor a vast
publicity follow-up. The New York Times obliged, as customary, with
solid three-column coverage headed “Report by Anti-Defamation
League Sees Example of New Kind of Anti-Semitism. 10

This latest ADL work contained no index, probably purposely
because it would have quickly revealed an imposing roster of respect-
able people listed as “‘anti-Semites.” The tightly woven volume, set in
smaller than usual type, contained infinite words and mulufold un-
proven charges based on innuendo and insinuation. The names of
those who were vilified were interwoven with those of a few recognized
bigots and were adroitly dropped among members of the Radical Lelt,
the Radical Right, Arab, and black extremists—a perfect example of
the deceptive method of afhixing guilt by juxtaposition.

While the Foreword of its latest “study’ set forth the ADL's long-
term goal to ““fight against prejudice, bigotry and descrimination” with
“the weapons [of] law, education and public persuasion . . . to seek
justice and fair treatment for all citizens alike,” this widely accepted
image of the organization was destroyed by the repeated insistence of
the authors that “American Jews regard attacks on the existence of
Israel as the ultimate anti-Semitism."" As stated in the last paragraph
of the Epilogue, “the heart of the new anti-Semitism abroad in our
land" lies in the “widespread incapacity or unwillingness to compre-
hend the necessity of the existence of Israel to Jewish safety and sur-
vival throughout the world.” Therefore, the mildest criticism of Israel
or of Zionist activities was viewed as offensive “insensitivity” or “cal-
lous indifference” and was equated to anti-Semitism, distinguishable
from the traditional kind, the authors averred, in that “the new anu-
Semitism is not necessarily deliberate in character and is more often
expressed by respected individuals and institutions here and abroad—
people who would be shocked to think of themselves or have others
think them as anti-Semites.”

In this Foreword ADL National Chairman Seymour Graubard laid
the groundwork for old, recognizable tactics:

While the memory of the Nazi Holocaust was fresh in mind, ant-Semitism was
silenced. As that memory fades, however, as Jews are more and more being



