RED PAPER CHIDES
SOVIET ON JEWS

Yiddish Organ Here Rebukes
Moscow Press Aide Who
Denied Anti-Semitism

BY HARRY SCHWARTZ

The Morning Freiheit, Yiddish-
language Communist newspaper
of New York, rebuked the press
chief of the Soviet Foreign Min-
istry yesterday for his attitude
toward a report of anti-Semitism
in the Soviet Union,

The press chief, Leonid F. Ilyi-
chev, had branded as ‘slanderous
and anti-Soviet” an article on

Soviet anti-Semitism that ap-
peared last April in the Folks- R R

shtime, Yiddish-language Com- The New York Times
munist newspaper of Warsaw. REBUKED: Leouid F. Ilyi-
His statement, given to a Moscow chev, press chief of Soviet

correspondent of the National . . e . v
Guardian, = leftist New York roreign Ministry. He was

weekly, wasg the first official chided by The Morning
Soviet reaction to the Polish re- Freiheit for his reaction to

port, which arouseq wide inter- the Story on anﬁ.Semiﬁsm._
est in many countries.

Yesterday’s Freiheit said the _
Folksshtimz article had been re- alternate member of the Soviel

widelv by many news- Communist party’s Pres@dium,
gggletff friend%y 31,:0 the Soviet on the quota system applied to
Union and that, “these publica- Soviet Jews. i_
tions did not and could not find Mme. Furtseva said last June
anything smacking of anti- that talk of Soviet anti-Semitism
Soviet slander” in the article. had arisen because the Soviet
Mr. Ilyichev said the article government hiad found that Jews
was “an intermixture of facls made up moré than half the
and fantasies.” The facts related gstaff of some departments and
to unjustified imprisonment of pecause the government had
viddish writers in the Soviel taken steps to transfer Jews out
Union, he said, “but the conclu- of these departments.
sions this article draws as tothe  pccording to Mr. Ilyichev's
persecution of the Jewish people axnlanation, Mme. Furtseva
and their culture is a slanderous meant to say that “if at some
one.” ‘ time there had taken place

Freiheit Takes Issue changes in office dpersonngl,

The Freineit took snarp issue oSe ShERERS s
with Mr. llyichev. It said that £y s :

) : y and under no circumstances
“Soviet st:a(.;cesn%en ihoﬁg %:éi were aimed at any discrimina-
some consideration to the . . )
that not alone individual Jewish UOR Of persons of any national

. as . < o3 'ty_”
it the entire Yiddish ' . .
&?&T:’V?;lst 1iq$id§?egn “If a chief of an office or de-

While The Freiheit agreed Partment found that in his office

with Mr. Ilyichev that there was theree te:gisted over:fsatugg.g?ntso,f
no governrnent anti-Semitism in ;{ rc I‘I?I;;h%ffugaig -‘f‘;&h;n Spré_
the Soviet Umion, 1t complam.e.d ceédin yi:'rom the ec;onomic needs
that “there are so far no facili- b 8 h 3 ath
ties for cultural se}f-gxpress;on\Offer 1€ cgun 1‘%{: ail‘t Wi m;_
by nomelgious Soctalis Jewish (oL, b e ghion siher
cgéz_ens t}c;'t u: f(;r the syna-Posts in industry, agriculture
AaCIPE it 0 4 and other branches. Never at
gosue Stﬂ}g- e to 2?1 thg 01-113{ any time during "the Soviet
4 i e
é;mlrfll acdress’ in & =ov power were there any quotas for
'I‘he' Freiheit also complained J ews Or persons of some other
about the absence of publicity nationality, and there are not
in the Soviet Union about the NOW. . o
persecutiori of Yiddish writers, The American Jewish Com-
It noted that " Yiddish writers miftee here charged yestferd_a.y
were being rehabilitated in the that there was still no official
‘Soviet Union and added: “How- repudiation of anti-Jewish meas-
ever, when in the course of such ures in the Soviet Union,
rghalgilitalilzi.c;:n hnothineg-d if sg:d '12:19 tflfty-y%aré-i-glgc'i gigixgg, adlfé
about wha appen 0 e Vo 0 comba
people whp are being rehabili- advancing human rights, also
tated, the procedure cannot be asserted that to date the Soviet
considered as the most l_lelpfullrulers:‘ had done nothing toward
1c:me. We deemtsulch clar?matglm }:hed rlelap_ablhtaémn otf't .{ ewish
0 be as essential as is friendly leadership an institutions.”
criticism.” }These charges were embodied in
Mr, IlyicheV also gave the Na- a special study, made public by
tional Guardian’s correspondent the agency, that analyzed two
an “explaration” of remarks by decades of Communist anti-
Mme. Yekaterina A. Furtseva, Semitism. t
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