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July 29, 1998

Dear

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Judith A. Winston
Executive Director

The New Executive Office Building
Washington. D C. 20503 
202/395-1010

Mr. Phillip M. Caplan
Assistant to the President and

Staff Secretary
Office of the Staff Secretary 
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20500

Enclosed is a letter from Angela Oh, a member of the President’s Initiative on 
Race Advisory Board to President Clinton. It was inadvertently forwarded to our 
office, but should be sent directly into the President.

ONE AMERICA IN THE 2 1st CENTURY
The President's Initiative on Race
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July 18, 1998

Re: Race Initiative

Dear Mr. President:

The momentum you have created is real and holds the potential to be 
transformative. During the intervening months between the conclusion of the Advisory 
Board’s charter and thb presentation of your blueprint for the future, there must be a 
vehicle or process that permits the experiences of your Board to be part of your 
analysis and writing. The weekly and monthly reports have been broad summaries of 
what has occurred but the texture of our face-to-face dialogues with communities 
across the country have been difficult to capture. Moreover, the ways in which you can 
sustain the momentum you have created need to be explored as your report is written.

I want to take this opportunity to thank you again for allowing me to serve on 
your Advisory Board. I am writing to follow up on the call I made to you on Thursday, 
July 16th, requesting an opportunity to speak with you, either by phone or in person 
when I return to the Capitol on July 29th. This past year with the Race Initiative has 
been intense and I am moved to make this request because I fear that you may not be 
receiving an accurate representation of how your Initiative has positively affected 
people across the country. The media reports have too often been critical of the work 
that has been done and my concern is that you receive deeper intelligence - 
information that goes beyond what you are able to cull from news accounts and political 
commentators.

As I have told you before, the people of this nation are appreciative of the 
leadership you are asserting and many continue to hold hope that you will be bold in 
your report at the conclusion of this process. You have acknowledged the complexity 
of the challenge we face in the next century as changes in our country and the world 
take place at an unprecedented rate. You have eloquently described the ways in which 
racial discrimination and bigotry have harmed all Americans, regardless of race or 
ethnicity. You have also demonstrated how one individual can alter the course of 
events for all of society.

President William J. Clinton 
The White House
Washington, D C

E. BECK

ANTHONY A. DE CORSO 

BRYAN D. DALY 

ANGELA E. OH 

TERESA R. BARRERA 

CHARLES L. KREINDLER 

PETER J. DIEDRICH

GODFREY ISAAC

A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION 

OF COUNSEL

Beck. De Corso, Daly, Barrera & Oh 
A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION

6OI WEST FIFTH STREET. I2TH FLOOR

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90071-2025

TELEPHONE: (213) 688-1198

FACSIMILE: (213) 489-7532

_ /



Respectfully,

/ Oh

AEO:sb

I would like the opportunity to be a part of the writing process. A year of my life 
has been dedicated to your mission. I agreed to participate in this process because I 
felt deeply committed to the issue of advancing race relations in America. It would be a 
continuing honor for me to assist you in the writing process.

In addition, I urge you to consider issuing, at the conclusion of your second term 
in office, a White House Monograph dedicated to the current and best thinking about 
the state of race relations in America at the beginning of the 21st Century. By making 
this commitment you will have the ability to present the American people with an 
enduring gift at the end of your Presidency. Moreover, this will allow you to focus your 
report upon the fact that the Race Initiative was only the beginning, and you can share 
with the nation a story that focuses on the details of that beginning and the evolution of 
a blueprint for the future. A series of volumes in the form of a White House Monograph 
will allow you to draw upon the expertise, creativity, and thought from a wide range of 
people (i.e., educators, health professionals, social workers, psychologists, religious 
leaders, labor, economists, community advocates, race scholars, women, artists, and 
more.) Much of the work has already been done and it would be a matter of 
coordinating and editing the contributions from the various fields. In the end, a 
hundred years from today, this White House Monograph could be the place where 
scholars, practitioners in many fields and policymakers can go to examine the state of 
race relations, as best as it is understood today.

I have a few other ideas I would like to share with you. I hope we have the 
opportunity to speak. Again, thank you for giving me the privilege of working on behalf 
of the American people in my capacity as one of your advisors. It has been deeply 
gratifying (if not at times, frustrating) and extraordinarily satisfying to work with the 
other six Americans you invited into this process. The leadership of Professor John 
Hope Franklin has taught me more about the principles of respect, dignity, grace, and 
elegance than I could ever have hoped to have learned in my lifetime. Again, thank 
you for your sharing your vision. I look forward to hearing from you.

President William J. Clinton
July 21, 1998
Page 2

Beck, De Corso, Daly, Barrera & Oh 
A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION
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27 July 1998

me.

PETER B. KOMIS
610 DON GASPAR AVENUE

SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501-4428 
(505) 983-1166 or (505) 450-6361

WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

THE WHITE HOUSE
1600 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

WASHINGTON, DC 20050

Dear President Clinton:

I would like to sincerely express my gratitude to you for being the best president this 
country has had in my lifetime. I am proud of you and your accomplishments as 
President of this land that I love. As leader of the free world, you have served this 

country with courage, honor, and dignity.

Upon returning to the United States, I enlisted in the Marine Corps Reserves in Los 
Angeles. I qualified for enlistment, obtained a highly technical MOS (Military 

Occupation Specialty), and was to report for recruit training in November 1994. 
However, due to the death of my father in October 1994, and my brother (who 

succumbed after a lengthy battle with Multiple Sclerosis) two months later in December, 
I was unable to ship for recruit training. The Internal Revenue Service then audited my 
father’s estate and claimed that we grossly underpaid the estate taxes. As trustee and 

executor of the family estate, I had to stay to fight the allegations and prove our 

innocence. Of course after a bureaucratically long, drawn out, and intimidating process, 
my attorney and I won because we made no errors. I did however lose in my opportunity 
to ship for recruit training as I reached an age where waivers were rare, if not impossible 

to attain.

It is my dream to honorably serve this country as a United States Marine. I had the great 
privilege of being a guest of the US Embassy in Moscow in July 1993. I had the 
experience of meeting Ambassador Pickering, and the members of the Marine Security 
Guard Detachment in Moscow. I knew at that point in my life that the experience of 

earning the title Marine would be the most honorable title that could be bestowed upon 
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THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON

Page 2

I then telephoned and wrote to Lt. Colonel Ralph W. Ingles, Head of Enlisted Recruiting 
at Headquarters Marine Corps/Marine Corps Recruiting Command in Quantico, Virginia. 
In February 1997, I personally met with Col. Ingles in Washington at MCRC. I was 
persistent because my goal in life was to become a Marine. Then it happened. General 
Charles C. Krulak, Commandant of the United States Marine Corps, signed off on my 

waiver and gave me the opportunity to honorably earn the title of Marine.

I write to you now with a heavy heart, and wish to ask you for your assistance with 
regard to an unfortunate situation involving a Marine Corps drill instructor. In August of 

1997, I reported for recruit training at MCRD in San Diego. My Platoon. 3005 Lima 
Company formed, and I was highly motivated and thrilled to be there. It was quite 
challenging, but I felt great and did fit in with the other recruits in my platoon. After 
being dropped into our Platoons, we had a to rapidly move counter clock wise around the 

racks with our war bags to our newly assigned rack. I was assigned the rack next to the 
drill instructor hutch because I was to be the head scribe. As we moved quickly around 

the squad bay, a drill instructor standing by the aft portal ordered me to move even faster. 
As I passed him, he brought his right hand down and vehemently struck me above the 

solar plexus with such excessive force, that I went down and nearly passed out. I was 
taken to the shower area by 3 drill instructors as due to the precise and unexpected blow I 

received, I began foaming at the mouth while fighting to recover my breath.

The next day, I was taken to the Medical section. Two medical technicians examined me 
and stated that the blow I received caused a problem with my heart. Needless to say, I 
was in a state of concern and shock. A state of concern because of the unknown future of 

my health; and a state of shock because unbelievably, a Marine Corps drill instructor 
violated the Articles of the Uniform Code of Military Justice involving an assault on a 

recruit. I was then given what is called an “Entry Level Separation under Erroneous 
Conditions.” During my separation process, certain drill instructors in command tried to 
make me sign a statement vindicating the drill instructor who struck me. I refused to sign 

the statement, and was told to write my own statement by the Battalion Commander.

After my departure from MCRD, I immediately went at my expense to a Coronary 

Specialist at Cedar Sinai Medical Center in Los Angeles, Mehran J. Khorsandi, MD. 
After a complete examination and echocardiogram, I was diagnosed with mild contusions 
to my heart wall with no apparent damage. Dr. Khorsandi was puzzled as to why I had 

to leave recruit training. He said that I was in no danger of losing my life; and that 

obviously I would temporarily have a bad sounding heart and EKG, as per the two 
medical technicians at MCRD, after the blow I received. He stated that all I needed after 
a blow like that was light duty for a few days, and that I could have resumed training with 

the following platoon. Dr. Khorsandi was familiar with the military and with me as the
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Ver% truly yours.

\

I do not lay blame with anyone, nor do I have any ill will or bad feelings towards anyone 
in the Marine Corps. I do however strongly feel that a careless individual robbed me of 
my opportunity. This should never have happened. I want and deserve to have that 

opportunity back.

Thank you, and may you continue to prosperously guide our country across that bridge 
into the 21st Century. I thank God for you each day and consider you to be one of my 

heroes. God bless you, Hillary Clinton, Chelsea, and your family.

Marine Corps had him examine me when I returned from Moscow as part of my waiver 
package for enlistment due to a thoracic procedure that I obtained to correct a pectus 
excavatum. He compared the echocardiogram (ECG) he took in 1994 as requested by 
the Marine Corps with the current ECG, and found no changes or abnormalities. I 
inquired as to the possible need of any medication. Dr. Khorsandi stated that I needed no 
type of medication, and went on to say that all I need to do is lift weights to build up my 

chest. I have since been doing so at my local gym.

I am delighted that my health is fine. I am delighted that I am in great shape. But I am 
angry and feel let down because certain members of the United States Marine Corps 

broke the law and initially tried to sweep it under the rug. I recently went back to Camp 
Pendleton and met with the Captain and First Sergeant of Third Battalion Lima 
Company. I was informed that the drill instructor was formally reprimanded for hitting 
me as well as other recruits. I told these commanders that I wanted to come back to 
accomplish the mission - the mission of becoming a Marine. Although these . 
commanders have no say so on recruiting matters, the First Sergeant stated that if he was 

contacted by a higher authority within the recruiting command, that he would have no 

problem with my returning to recruit training.

THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON

Page 3

Mr. President, I love my country and the United States Marine Corps. As you have 
loyally and honorably served this country as Commander-in-Chief, I wish to loyally and 
honorably serve my country as a United States Marine. Please contact the proper entities 
on my behalf so that I may get the ball rolling again. I hope and pray that this misfortune 
is justly rectified, and in keeping with the tradition of the Corps, that the mission at hand 

is accomplished.

Peter B. Komis
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH INGTON

MEMORANDUM

:sidentTheTO:

Rahm EmanuelFROM:

15 June 1998DATE:

This was the memorandum that Steve Cohen prepared based upon your request for a game plan 

in the case that peace talks fall apart. I thought that you would find his thoughts interesting.

-
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End of Game but "ot End of Matrh 

A N D u 

Part Four: From Secret Diplomacy 1c United States Public Affirmation of 
Peace 

May20,'�8 

M 

' 
1 Here are some proposed elements for an .American peace policy in the coming t\vo months, starting 
i with this week when the President returns to the Middle East battle and after Bibi has departed. 
' 

I -

I 
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•WHAT NOT TO DO

I . Do IT)aintain the integrity of the positions and policy. No alternative approach to the Palestinian­
Israeli solution should be presented publidy for several months. The position should be that there is a 
coherent, integrated and balanced set ci ideas on the table and the United States awaits an Israeli 
affirmative response. Hold the Palestinians to their yes, and keep stating that the United States awaits 
the affirmative Israeli response. Bibi needs to change his answer. The US should keep asking the 
question. 

2. There should be no more Dennis trips. No more Dennis trips, not even one. No, not just one
more. There was a long period when every Dennis trip was a pressure for decision. Now every
Dennis trip i� a relief of pre�sllr� for c;!e:dsion, and a false encouragement to the Israeli people t�
things are moving, and soon it will be worked out. It is essential to be working pollcy on the
understanding that more Israeli people support Bibi because they believe he is going to say 'yes' but is
just a tough bargainer than Israelis who support Bibi because they believe he is going to say 'no' and
risk a break with President Clinton.

½'hat is to be done; 

��OH SR:RET DIPLOMA.a TO UNITED ST AT�S PV6WC AFFIRMATION OF

PEACE 

Since the parties have not taken ownership of peace and the legacy of Sadat-Begin, Oslo, Rabin, and 
the Israel-Jordan Treaty, the United States must assert O'Nnership and demonstrate that peace is vital 
and is the only basis for a Middle East future. The Nnerican attempt to privately cajole and convince 
the leadership of the parties is not at an end, nor is the the peace process at and end , but this is a 
moment the revitalization of peace decision making and the reaffirmation by the people of the Middle 
East and of America and the world, that peace will not be stopped. 

Israel has a popular song and the Likud, has recently appropriated it as special to them, ·we have no 
other Country". The United States must say to the Israeli people and to the Arab peoples: We have 
no other peace process.• So secret diplomacy now has to pau;e for the Israeli answer ci 'yes' and in 
its place tt-.ere m..st te a public�� for peace, b- tr.e Israeli public, b- the Arreric:an public, and 
for the .Arab 'M:lrld, IMth special attention to the Palestinian world .. 

1. COMMUNiCA� TO THE IS�LI PEOPLE:

a) The President should give an interview to Israeli Television (TV is the key to the Netanyahu
constituency) saying how disappointed he is with the Israeli difficulty in saying "yes· to such a carefully
prepared proposal. Yet he should be upbeat in saying how pleased he is that the issue of pe�ce is so

-
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much the preoccupation again of the Israeli leadership. He should say how pleased he is that the
1
American diplomacy has achieved a level of Palestinian compliance with security cooperation that was
;simply not possible without vigorous Amencan involvement.

No threJ�. no anier. Just IQY� inQ sorrow.

He should stress that there are important common interests that must be faced together. Really big
Mure challenges are being overlooked and delayed by delays in the decision process. Making this 
redeployment agreement is the key to a common front with friendly Arab states and Israel, guided by
the United States, to face down these threats. 

He should say how important it is that Mr. etanyahu has acknowledged again and again that Oslo
must be honored, that there is no other way to peace but fulfilment of Oslo. Decisions are requ�d
to make that commitment effective. We just hope that the Prime Minister will find the way� affirm 
Oslo with this Government, We know he wants to do it with this Government. The President should
stress how much he knows that the Israeli people want peace and deserve the security that comes 
with peace. 

AA.er Israeli 1V there could be one to Palestinian iV if carefully prepared with the Palestinian
leadership . 

. b) The President should initiate communication to the spiritual and cultural leadership of Israel, saying
it his personal way of celebrating Israel's NEXT fifty years, One by one they should come to the 
White House for informal brief discussion, Rav Ovadyah Yosef would be the right choice of a spiritual
leader; .Amos Oz could be the right cultural personality: Arnnon Shahak after he leaves the position of
Chief of Staff, to further the focus on the common strategic agenda; President Ezer Weizman: Miriam
Ben Porat, Israel's outgoing Ombudsman and State Comptroller; Aharon Barak, Israel's Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court.; Sephardic Chief Rabbi Bakshi Daron. One a month while we await the 
Israeli affirmation. Not the politicians, not until there is a politician who takes a courageous leadership
role for peace, The message of such meetings: the Israeli people are important to us, they deserve
�ac;;�, how can we help them reach for peace. Peace is compatible with internal harmony,
necessary for it. It is the absence of peace that Increases te��i�nt

2. COMMUNICATE TO THE .AMERICAN PEOPLE

Build the political center in America for peace and effective American diplomacy in the Middle East.

I) The Secretary of State and the Peace Team shoula ����k to Congress. to many Jewi�h �nc;l other
audiences about the intensive American efforts and build a constituency for these ideas and for the 
careful American approach. 

-
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2) Gatner together the disparate elements who can make up a coalition in America to support i:;e2ce
1 and diplomatic activism in the future, Jews and Arab Americans, policy wonks and business interests,
I the few Senators and Congressmen who were not afraid to support the President in the last weeks . 
. Make a commission or some such body or condave. Not for big recommendations on policy, just forI discussions of how to help the United States be most effective in building regional peace, how to get

I 
the American people behind this major American foreign policy effort for peace in tnis oa.��fOU� ar�a
of the world. Use the cultural events (see above), and evenings or lunches with Israeli and .Arab 

/ visitors to build the group and expand it, Create a res pea for the political center, Now it is 

I
. mar�nalized by traditional advcx:acy groups. Give more time and attention to building a political

center on middle east policy than to calm down the traditional one-note hard line groups. 
I 

3.COMMUNICATE T0$t'lE PALESTINLANS AI\JD BUILD A PAATNERSHIP FOR CH.ANGE
vVlTHTHEM

5. Help reconstruct the Palestinian image in Arneric.a, and help bring about change in key Palestinian
behavior while awaiting the Israeli answer.

-When Arafat comes to meet President Clinton, and that should happen, let it be after very careful 
preparation of every aspect of his visit and scripting of his speeches, actions and appearance, Make it a 
significant bilateral visit. 

Help them �o forward on the Covenant removal for .Amcfic.ar"! consumption and in cooperation with 
the United States, unrelated to the implementation of tne redeployment ioeM. Tl,� t!/'J�tpiecE of 
the visff could be a call by Arafat for a meeting of the Palesbnian National Counc,l in Amenca with a
one item agenda, the Charter repeal consistent with the Arafa.t letter to C//nton!This would require 
careful agreement on whom Arafat would discourage from coming so that there was no 
visa/Congress explosion. 

Create a joint US/Palestinian Corrvnission for the Palestinian Future as a Free and Democratic People. 
Under this rubric start creating relations between PA officials and the various bodies of US 
Government to create the most "advanced, effective and participatory Arab self-government· in the 
region, 

Start addressing the Hamas threat with the Gulf States and with Jordan more vigorously. This is a very 
dangerous situation: the political accommodation that Jordan and the Gulf want with Hamas could 
destroy all the work you have done to distance .Arafat from Hamas, The address for working on this 
follows. 
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4.COMMUNICATE TO THE AA.AB WORLD:

l CONVENE THE United States-A-ab States Peare SUMMIT
I 

I) Start talking to Nab leaders. Tell them it Is time for them to come forward with their vision of
peace, comprehensive, indusive, interactive and secure, Preempt any negative Arab summit by 

j inviting key Arab leaders to a meeting with the _President as a trade-off for not going off the deep end: 
not undermining American Gulf policies and not building up Sheikh Yassin and Hamas, and perhaps 
providing a new injection of funds into the Palestinian Authority via some new mechanism which is 
more American controlled. Move Syria away from a policy of renewed undermining of stabillty in all 
its time honored ways, 

2) BrinX a frOUD gf Nab l�?.ders together with President Clinton to dedare that peace is still al��ut
awaits an Israeli decisloo for peace, lndude Crown Prince Abdullah and President Assad, wnh tlie
closer group of Mubarak, l(jng Hassan II. ( Assad will not meet with Hussein or Arafat.) Use it to calm 

, Saudi games with Sheikh 'r'assin and to get them to reaffirm peace commitments. Use it to stroke 
/ Assad so that Syria not be afraid that the US will play Lebanon games against him, and to stop his 

1
1 tendency to play pro-Iraq and anti-King Hussein. This event should just be at the first week of 

September to just precede the UN General Assembly and trump the Khatami arrival at the UN is 
/ that is planned. The joint dedaratlon should be minimalist reaffirming land for peace, 242-338, the 

im�rtlnc@ of all track:s, induding t§pC:Qally the Syrianfl.ebanon tracks and the multilateral process, 
and support for American Middle East peace leadership induding the ideas on the table. 

Working towards this would itself be very positive even if it did not come off. 

3) Be careful about the Lebanon initiative of Israel. Make it clear that it can only go forward with
Syrian cooperation not as an anti-Syrian initiative. Do not lurch toward Syria and allow Bibi to escape
the Palestinian decision, except by the clearest statement to the United States of accepting the
withdrawal from the Golan as coming right after the withdrawal from South Lebanon.

-
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End of Game but not End of Match/

Part Two: Bibi Takes His Best Shot 

A 

Part Three: ArreriC3n Resp:nse One: A Policy Speech
� .... , 

Date:" May 19 1 1998 

?art T v.o: BIBI T .AXES HIS BES[ SHOT 

Bibi has taken his best shot. Wnat has it amounted to? 

Let us review his main arguments and their status, 

. --.......... __ _

N D u M

I) Bibi shifted the issue from the substance of the American ideas to the issues of process: ultimatum,
deadline, only Israel can decide on it.s security. On substance he shifted from the dangers of 13% to
the dangers of Hilary Clinton's dedaration on a Palestinian state a.nd the danger that A.rrerica would
dictate its views in the final status negotiations, induding on Jerusalem, The objection to 1396 just did
not stand up; no other objection to the American ideas was seriously attempted. Still Bibi has helped
to teach a catechism of Palestinian sins of non-compliance which falls on receptive ears.

l) fyng�mentally. Netanyahu has attempted to shift focus from the lack of trust between Arafat and
himself to distrust of the Palestinians and of the Amefi� approaeh, laying blame 9f'! a specific set of
act0rs, in particular Martin lndylc., Strobe Talbott (the usual suspect), and Madeline Albright 'who trust
Arafat or the Arabs in general', They are unwilling to openly lay blame on the President.

The implication of the lack of trust shift should be made clear. Bibi's theory of peace without trust is a 
dangerous virus in the international relations of Israel. It means that Israel comes to distrust anyone 
who acts with trust toward the untrustworthy Arabs, worst of all Arafat. If the United States is not 
willing to treat Arafat with total distrust, it is not that Israel reconsiders its distrust of .Arafat. it is that 
Israel starts to distrust the United States. This is the great danger to American-Israeli relations in 

etanyahu's theory of 12eace without trust: distrust is transitive. It leads to distrust of the democracies 
who have relatior'IS of trust with Nabs, which is all of the democracies who do not share his 
demeaning theory of Arab diplomacy, .America and Europe in particular. 

3) Bibi has tried to preempt America's walking away from the process, by broad hints that America
would be to blame for any subsequent outbreak of violence. One of his ministers has already blamed

-
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American mediation for the impasse with the Palestinians, arguing that without American "adoption cf

i the Palestinian• approach the Palestinians would have by now accepted whatever Israel's 
Government was willing to give. This is a brazen accusation that should not be allowed to stand, and 

I th� �iled thr@Jt of blaming Arrerica for yjgl�n,e is� dis�9norable threat that should be condemned, 
not cowered to. 

4) P-ather than uniting Jews behind him, Bibi has sown great confusion. Many feel the Administration
has misstepped on precess, though not on substance, Many supporters of the President have become 

, more alienated than ever from AIPAC and its approach. Some look to Arik Sharon to save the day, 

I
I hoping that somehO'vV he can revive the pattern of direa Israeli-Palestinian bilateral agreements, but
without full awa�n�ss of Y,; pcsitions of Sharon and without any awareness of where Palestinian 
flexibility has its limits. It is mostJy a hope to change the subject. --s.-

5) Bibi has succeeded in reinforcing the view that there is no real Palestinian politics, only Arafat
machinations. He has again succeeded in highlighting doubts about Palestinian long term intentions by
emphasising the Covenant, textbooks, and by spinning the Nakba (anniversary of the founding of 
Israel) demonstrations as evidence that the Palestinians are still trying to end the existence of Israel as • 
such. •

6) Doubts about Bibi abound in Israel but have yet to harden into politically relevant actions. Threats
accumulate from right and left, but with no strong presumption u,at any will be carried out. Bibi has
left the impression that he has weathered another storm, and that no storm is on the horizon that is 
strong enough to force his hand one way or the other. Third Way has written a letter, signed by four
Knesset members, warning to Netanyahu that absent progress within a month it would depart the 
Government. Ten Government coalition Knesset members from a variety of coalition parties have 

1 
�igned a letter to etanrahu that is tough and demanding. 
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PAAT THREE: THE AMERICAN RESPONSE : I) A POU� �PttC�
I 
/ I) There must be a defining event or public statement that fully activates the Israeli political sy5tem. 
; Secretary ,AJbrignt's brief press conference last week in London did so temporarily but Bibi deflected 
1 from substance to process in a highly effective way. 

1
/ 2) The focus must be that process has done all it can, it is nov,., a time for decision about substance . 
. There should be as a background a Secretary's somber detailed review of the history of diplomacy 
and anti-dipl9ma� 5in<;� Hebron, The failures of both sides to build trusted channels, the insistence of 
both sides on actions anctmactions that polarized and enraged. Paiestlnlan security prohl�m� and.w_e

1 American ideas as effective answers to them must be emphasised. 

3) The conclusion of a major policy speech should be as follO'W'S:

The best possible proposal that an American year of effort could prod�ce is on the 
table, and awaits an affirmative answer. American judgment is that there is no better 

· proposal that the sides are able to come up with, and no better ones that American
mediation could come up with. Again and again America has been inviting the parties to 
submit better ideas that meet their needs and the minimal requirements of their 
partners. To no avail. 

The parties must judge their own interests, and weigh the benefits of agreement against 
th@ costs of halting �e p��ce process. It is their judgment alone that will decide. It is not 
America that will judge the decisions taken, but the history of the reg10n and of their 
peoples, that is the judge. Their judgment will be in an acceleration toward a future of 
peace or in the menace of a reversion to a future of violence. 

Let each party look at itself and look at its partner and decide. Shall we risk reengaging in 
peace with a distrusted partner, or shall we risk reengaging in violence with a distrusted 
partner? Which Is the greater risk to us Israelis? What is the greater risk to us 
Palestinians? Shall we choose a path which could lead to accelerated final status talks in 
which we could discover whether there is a reasonable mutually acceptable path to 
p@ac@? Or shall we chgg�e a ��th which could lead to deterioration of hard fought gains 
in personal and national security and in personal and national economic hopes? 

Do not look toward us as you weigh your decisions. This set of ideas was the best we 
in America could do in an atmosphere where trust between the leaders in the region 

-
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had evaporated. We took as much as po��ib!e of lsra@!i ideas and �ha��d them to meet 
minimum Palestinian requirements. Sometimes the Palestinians felt it went below their 
r;ninimum. We took some Palestinian aspirations and reshaped them for an Israeli 

overnment committed to making its steps toward peace very modest and very 
autious. We did so with little and ineffective communication between Israelis and 
alestinians, and where the usual sources of help were not available. Understanding 
etween Israel and other Arab leaders had become strained and devoid of basic 

he Palestinian Autho.r.J.!Y. has kept its word with us, affirming a set of ideas and staying 
with it, despite great internal strain and opposition from without and within. These i� 
often upset them but they affirmed them, and with them their basic belief that Oslo was 
a historical breakthrough that cannot be set aside. We hope this is a dawning of a new 
maturity in Palestinian diplomacy and if it is it will be much appreciated in future 
endeavors for peace, and in fufuf� direct !sra@li•Falestinian negoti�tions. 

Israel's Prime Minister has wrestled with these ideas for several months, trying to fashion 
creative ways to go forward. We invite him and his Government, and the Israeli 
people, to decide upon these ideas promptJy and favorably. We want these ideas to 
open a new chapter in the peace process, a chapter which could be written by Prime 
Minister Netanyahu together with his Palestinian counterparts, and which is the uttimate 
chapter of a Palestinian-Israeli peace effort. These ideas are on the table and will not be 
removed from the table. We believe an Israeli 'yes' will be not so much a 'yes' to 
America, as a 'yes' to the deep-�!�t�d l�ra@li d!sire for pea,e, i <;iesire that unites 
Americans and Israelis. 

There is no deadline. There is just the line separating the dead from the living, the line 
separating war from peace. All of us want all Israelis and all Palestinians on the side of 
life. 

•
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Here are the elements of an .American peace policy in th� coming tv.io months, starting with next 
week when the President returns and when Bibi departs. 

•
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I 

�TNOTTOOO 

I . Do maintain the integrity of the positions and policy. No alternative approach to the Palestinian-
sraeli solution should be presented publidy for several months. The position should be that there is a 
oherent, integrated and balanced set of ideas on the table and the United States awaits an Israeli 
1rmative response. Hold the Palestinians to their yes, and keep stating that the United States awaits 
e affirmative Israeli response. Bibi needs to change his answer. The US should keep aslc.ir:ig the 

question. 

2. There should be no more Dennis trips. No more Dennis trips, not even one. No, not just one
more. AA.er what Netanyatiw did to Dennis on the last trip after insisting he come, no one should go
until a 'yes' has been communicated officially. -.as-

Vvhat is to be done: A MENU 

I , Communicate to the Israeli people: 

a) The President should give an interview to Israeli T e!evision saying how disappointed he is with the
Israeli difficulty in saying "yes• to such a carefully prepared proposal. No threats, no anger. Just love
and sorrOIN, He should stress how there are important common interests that must be faced
together, the really big future challenges that are being overloolced.

b) The President should communicate to the spiritual and cultural leadership of Israel. One by one
they should come to the White House for informal discussion. Rav Ovadyah Yosef would be the right
choice of a spiritual leader; Amos Oz could be the right cultural personality; Amnon Shahak aher he
leaves the position of Chief of Staff; President Ezer Weizman; Miriam Ben Porat, Israel's outgoing
Ombudsman and State Comptroller; Maron Barak, Israel's Chief Justice of the Supreme Court.;
Sephardic Chief Rabbi Bakshi Doron. One a month while we await the Israeli affirmation. Not the
politicians, until there is a politician who takes a courageous leadership role for peace, The message of
�uch rrcetings; th� l�raeli people are important to us, they deserve peace, how can we help them
reach for peace.

2. Build the political center in America for peace and effective American diplomacy in the Middle East.
Gather together the disparate elements who can make up a coalition in America to support peace
and diplomatic activism in the future. Jews and Arab Americans, policy wonks and business interestS,
the few Senators and Congressmen who were not afraid to support the President in the last weeks.
Make a commission or some such body or conclave. No need for big recommendations on policy,
just discussions of how to help the United States be most effective in building regional peace, Use the
events of the evenings or lunches with Israeli and Arab visitors to build the group and expand it.
Create a respect for the political center, Now it is marginalized by traditional advocacy groups. Give

-
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more time and attention to build a pol' ·ca, center en micdle east policy than to Qlm down tr.e 
traditional one-note hard line groups. 

3. Start talking to Arab leaders. Tell them rt: is time for them to come forward with their vision of
/ peace, comprehensive, inclusive, interactive and secure. Preempt the coming negative Nab summit
by inviting key Arab leaders to a meeting with the President as a trade-off for not going off the deep

I 
end and not under�i�ing_American �ulf polid�s as_r_etaliation. Bring here a group of_ Arab leaders to 
dedare that Mace IS roll al� but� an Israel, dedsioo for peace. lncfl1de Cro.vn Pnnce Abdullah 
and President Assad, with the doser group of Mubarak, Arafat and l-lussei� Md King H.!lsan II,

I 

1 4. Be careful about the ��.b;anon initiative of Israel. Make it dear that it can only go forward with

I 
Syrian cooperation not as an anti-Synan initiative, Do not lurch toward Syria and all01N Bibi to e��e
the Palestinian decision, except by the dearest statement to the United States of accepting the -

/ withdrawal from the Golan as coming right after the withdrawal from South Lebanon. 

I 
I 

I 

5. Help recon�u1..1ct the Palestinian image in Arnerica. When .Atafat comes, let it be after very careful
preparation of every aspro of his visit and �c;ripting of his speeches, actions and appearance. Make it a 
significant bilateral visit. Help them go forward on the Covenant removal for �r,cm consumption ;
and in cooperation with the United States, unrelated to the implementation of the redeployment 

I 
ideas. Create a joint US/?alest1nian Commission for the Palestinian Furure as a Free and Democratic
People. 

I 
I 

6. Start working on the religious dimension of Judaism/lslam and Christianity. Do not avoid the sacred
issues of Jerusalem but separate them from the political sovereignty issues. 

7. Instruct the next US Ambassador to the United ations to hold inforrml comultations on th� Mure 
of the peace process with a variety of nations. o resolutions, just discussions, based on the AJbright 
speech and hopefully the Presidential speech. 
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“Where does this information come from, 
and how good is it?”
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Dear Mr. President:

The enclosed coverage characterizes you as a sensible President.

Sincerely,
J

Enclosure I

c.

St. Davids Center
Suite A-200
150 Radnor-Chester Road
St. Davids, PA 19087

Dan Burkhardt: 
Please coordinate 
the reply.

As an independent citizen, I firmly believe that we are obligated to 
protect public education which embraces those youngsters who must have 
public support. The underprivileged must be helped, and I salute you for 
your decision in this matter.

ouse
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, DC 20500
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By Sonya Ross
ASSOCIATED PRESS

WASHINGTON — T " ' „
through on his promise, President 

that would have given tax "breaks to 
parents who send their children to 
private schools.

Clinton said he vetoed the Educa­
tion Savings and School Excellence 
Act because it would use $3 billion 
to fund tax benefits for richer fam­
ilies while doing “virtually nothing 
for average families.” He said the $3

education of our children is a vital 
1 priority, and I regret the President's
Following action.”

WSS Se”»'e >“>by'_ 

margin to overcome Clinton’s veto, 
and the President immediately had 
said he would not sign it. It was of­
fered as an alternative to Clinton’s 
$12 billion, five-year proposal to 
build schools, hire teachers and'ex- 
pand after-school programs, ahd 
Clinton renewed his call for law- 
"ers ” T,r<,ve,hls 

prove overall public educaUon. K T5.e vet°ed1 legislation, sponsored 
“By sending me this bill, the Con- by ^en- Paul Coverdell (R., Qa.), 

gress has instead chosen to weaken would bave expanded education 
public education and to short- r" - * " ’ —
change our children,” Clinton said withdrawals could be used for edu-
“Just as we have an obligation to cation expenses from kindergarten 
repair our transportation system, through college. Covered expenses
we also have an obligation to invest included private tutors, home com-
in the infrastructure needs of our puters, supplies and transportation, 
public schools.” Clinton said the bulk of these

House Ways and Means Chairman benefits would flow to families-at 
Bill Archer (R., Texas) said Clinton the top 20 percent of income distri- 
caved in to special interests. button.

“Today is a sad day for America’s The measure contained other tax 
schools and schoolchildren,” breaks for prepaid tuition plans and 
Archer said. “Republicans intend to employer-paid tuition, as well as 
continue pushing for new ways to some education provisions that had 
improve education in America. The nothing to do with taxes.

villltuil VClUCd IUA MltaAb 
for private-school tuition

. The Senate lacks the votes to override. The President 
said the bill would benefit richer famihes.

by Sen. Paul Coverdell (R„ Qa.)

savings accounts so that tax-free
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Dear Mr. President,

☆ 918 16th Street NW, Suite 601, Washington, D.C. 20006 • (202) 429-9210 • FAX (202) 429-9214 • aai@arab-aai.org

Meanwhile, settlement expansion and road construction in the West Bank have 
continued at an alarming pace. Jerusalem is practically surrounded by growing settler cities

I have just returned from a five-nation visit to the Middle East, including Egypt, Saudi 
Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, Jordan and Palestine. I met with the political leadership in 

each place (the Crown Princes of Saudi Arabia and Jordan, Foreign Minister Amr Moussa, 

and President Arafat) and discussed the crisis in the Middle East peace talks. In every meeting 
I heard the same views and the same concerns and I would like to share these with you.

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton

The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20500

But while there is strong personal belief in your commitment, there is deep concern 

with what is perceived as a failure in U.S. policy to take a decisive stand to move forward the 

peace process.

Arab concern is not merely with the foundering talks, but with the progressive 
deterioration on the ground in the Occupied Territories. Palestinians, today, are less free to 
move within the Occupied Territories, poorer, more unemployed and less hopeful about their 
future than they were five years ago.

There is tremendous personal support for you and a strong belief in your commitment 

to a just and lasting peace in the Middle East. Arab leaders, like Arab Americans, were truly 

inspired by your address to our national leadership conference. When you spoke of the need 
to “work hard to regain the momentum for peace,” of “seizing opportunities to move 

forward” and of “making difficult choices,” they believed in your sincerity. And when you 
closed with the injunction that Arabs “not give away the best of [your] hopes. We will 
prevail”—you inspired Arab Americans and Arab leaders to believe that you understood their 
hopes and their frustrations and that you were committed to achieving real peace during your 

administration.

JUL 31 ^10:3S

July 23, 1998

American 
Institute
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\J /
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You could use this occasion to send three messages:

1. American Jews and Arab Americans should become a constituency for peace

When you speak to us together, as Americans, you help to create a stronger

Mr. President, I believe that at the end of the day not only Israelis and Palestinians 
have difficult decisions to make, but the United States must also make critical decisions.

American Jews and Arab Americans should be addressed together as 
Americans. Meeting with each community separately plays to their weaknesses, their 
tribal self-identification. Both can become defensive and prone to posturing.

I would respectfully suggest that, at this time, you convene a large leadership meeting 
of American Jews and Arab Americans at the White House in mid-September—during the 5th 

anniversary of the 1993 signing ceremony.

During your administration, the peace process raised expectations of peace and 

prosperity to dizzying heights. Now it is in danger of collapse with two of its most essential 
elements, trust and hope, having been lost. There is a third element that has been critical to 
this process—confidence in U.S. leadership. It too is in danger of being lost.

that virtually wall-in about 20 percent of the West Bank. Almost daily Palestinians lose land 

to new Israeli confiscation orders and each week there are more Palestinian homes demolished 
by the Israeli military. Not only have Palestinians become frustrated and angry at this state of 

affairs, the rest of the Arab world has as well. Arab leaders, who are strong friends of the 
United States, ask why the United States is not doing more to support peace or, at the very 
least, to criticize Israeli behavior. Since these leaders have supported the peace process and 

feel that they too will lose if the process collapses, they question why the United States does 
not act more vigorously to support its allies and its interests in the region.

In the past 25 years, we have spent more U.S. dollars, sent more U.S. weapons, sent 
more U.S. troops, lost more U.S. lives and have more U.S. economic interests at risk in the 
Middle East than in almost any other part of the world. The dangers of a collapse of the peace 

process in that region are enormous.

Mr. President, not only peace and the lives of Israelis and Palestinians are at stake in 

this process, but the stability and security of our allies and interests in the broader region are 

at risk as well.



force that can silence the divisive tendencies that emerge within each community.

What you might say to us at this time is:

There are two competing visions of the future. One is based on mutual fear 
and outmoded ideologies. The other is based on hope and a commitment to change.

If the region continues down its current path, it will remain divided and in 

conflict. The alternative path will make possible the emergence of a new Middle East 
and will allow the region as a whole to prosper and participate in the broader world 

economy.

Both Israelis and Palestinians need to be reminded of the impact of the 
decisions they are now being asked to make. As in Charles Dickens’ A Christmas 

Carol, both sides need to have alternative futures depicted for them in graphic detail.

“Today, I speak to you again, as Americans, and ask you to support 

me, as your President, in the difficult decisions I must make to save 
the peace that we all desire. To build peace, we must have a 
constituency that supports peace, I urge you to be that constituency 
and to join with me in working to make the dreams we shared five 

years ago into a reality.”

I was part of that audience you addressed five years ago. The dynamic created 

by our coming together and by your remarks was as important as the event we came 
to witness on the White House lawn. We have not met with you, as a group, since.

“I asked you then, to work together as Americans to export to the 
Middle East the best of America, our shared values of cooperation 
and free enterprise and not to import from the Middle East, the 

tensions and divisions of that region.

“Five years ago we came here together euphoric over the prospects 
of a new era—one in which we could work together, support each 
other and help create a new reality for both Arabs and Israelis in a 

new Middle East.

2. A balance sheet of gains and losses and a comparison of competing visions for the 

future



3. An analysis of where we are now and where we need to be

Simply announcing the U.S. interim proposal and evaluating both parties’

Mr. President, in the past two years the United States has been virtually absent 

from these debates and, as a result, others are defining the terms of the discourse.

It is vital that we engage both debates and support the sides that desire peace 

and believe in working with the United States.

In order to spur the debate that is taking place among both Arabs and Israelis, 
they must be inspired to believe that such a new Middle East is possible. Both parties 
must be reminded of what they have already won in this peace process, what they still 
can win if peace is completed, and what they will lose if the process collapses.

There is an intense debate taking place within Israel, the outcome of which is 
critical to the future of the peace process. There is also a debate taking place within 
the Arab world, not only about peace with Israel, but about whether or not the United 

States can be trusted to be fair in its dealings with Arabs.

This was not always the case. In the past, during times of crisis and critical 
choices, we actively engaged both Arabs and Israelis. For example, after the terror 

bombings in early 1996, Israel and several Arab states were convened at the Sharm el 
Sheik Summit to demonstrate that the terrorists would not win. At the same time you 

consistently held out to Israelis the promise that if they took risks for peace, the 

United States would be there to support them.

It is important at this time to spell out, in detail, the commitments and 
obligations of both parties, and the consequences for peace, regional stability and 

U.S. national security interests if those commitments are not honored.

With the defeat of Prime Minister Shimon Peres, we have, to some extent, 
absented ourselves from the Israeli debate. Prime Minister Netanyahu has redefined 
the terms of the peace process tearing down the very foundations of the Oslo process. 
Those in Israel who seek to maintain the integrity of that process are fighting, at 

times, without our direct and aggressive support.

Mr. President, you can help both parties choose peace and endure the 
hardships and the risks they must face to attain peace, by presenting them with a 
vision of peace so compelling and attractive that both Arabs and Israelis are drawn to 

it.



* * *

Si rely,

Words cannot be minced. Just as terrorism and violence must be rejected and 
condemned, so too must occupation and subjugation. Just as Palestinians must accept 
recognition of Israel within secure borders, Israel must surrender its claim to Eretz 
Israel and recognize the Palestinian right to sovereignty. New settlement expansion, 

confiscation of Palestinian land and the demolition of Palestinian homes are all 
violations of the very principle of mutual recognition.

One final thought: a bold public challenge for peace can win the support of both 
American Jews and Arab Americans. If such a message were taken to Congress and directly 

to the American people, I believe that your presidential leadership would win strong bipartisan 

and overwhelming public support as well.

I hope that at least some of these ideas prove helpful to you at this very difficult time. Please 
let me know if I can assist you.

responses to it will not be enough. That proposal was a means to an end—to breathe 
life back into the process and reengage the parties in an interim step that would push 

them toward final status talks. The Prime Minister has wrung the life out of this 
approach, making the 13 percent into an end in itself. Palestinians, and many 
Israelis, have now concluded that final status talks with this Israeli government will 

go nowhere.

It is critical to seize this moment to remind both parties of the fundamental 
commitments they have made at Oslo to mutual recognition of each other’s rights and 
to a peace process that would provide both parties with the opportunity to realize their 

rights.

While the United States cannot physically intervene in the process, we can 
help the debate that is taking place amongst the parties to the process. Those who 

seek peace in Israel and the Arab world need direct U.S. support and encouragement. 

This may be the most we can do to help save the peace—but we can do no less than 

that.

Dr. James J. Zogby 
President




