























Middle East

solving the Near and Middle East impassé, the United Na-
tions, and until recently at least the United States as well,
has vacillated between two or more opinions.

It is easy to criticize and to coridemn. In this article I
shall refrain from negative criticism while I make an earnest
attempt to answer possible self-criticism by offering a con-
structive proposal looking toward peace. Surely it was
too-much to expect from Israel that she should comply with
the United Nations resolutions without receiving assurance,

-and édequate assurance, beyond any under-the-table inti-
mated promise from Colonel Nasser, that Egypt would not
reopen her attacks and also that Egypt would “open” both
the Suez Canal and the Gulf of Aqaba to Israeli shipping.

Immediately the United Nations found itself compro-
mised by the fact that through its distinguished and indefat-
igable Secretary-General it had conceded Egypt’s right to
expel United Nations forces whenever Egypt pleases—and
who would doubt that Egypt might so please immediately
after Israel’s withdrawal had been completed? Certainly
under all the circumstances the Israeli demand for a hard
and fast Egyptian agreement to “a mutual and full absten-
tion from belligerence” was not unreasonable. While ap-
parently that was not done prior to the withdrawal, most

. certainly it should have been.

Submitting, then, that the time for comptehensive and
radical action to save the Middle East from further disinte-
gration and violence is at hand, I offer with all humility
this “look™ toward peace. Preliminary to any hopeful pro-
gram for peace and security in the Near and Middle East.
two decisions should be reached with a very minimum of
delay—the first by the United States and the second by
the United Nations:

1. President Eisenhower’s request for authorization to
commit the military forces of the United States against Com-
munist aggression in the Middle East and his right to spend
free of all restrictions $200,000,000 for special aid projects
in this area. His request should be granted quickly. In this
matter former President Harry S. Truman in a characteris-
tic and typically forthright statement has given his unquali-
fied support to the President. His public statement contains
the following: “Too long a discussion about the President’s
proposals, no matter how valid the criticism of them may

seem, could lead to . . . unfortunate results.” And he con-
tinues, “the fact is that armed conflict may explode at any -
time if the control of the Suez Canal is not speedily and
equitably worked out, and if the Israeli-Arab disputes are
not settled, and if the shipment of arms by Russia is not
stopped forthwith.”

2. The United Nations must move with decisiveness to
establish international controls of the Suez Canal that will
make that strategic waterway open and free to all interested
nations and beyond any possible interference by Egypt.

How vitally concerned the West has become with this
fundamental issue was suggested in a radio interview in
which the majority leader of the House of Representatives,
Congressman- John McCormack (D.-Mass.), said in effect,
that whether or not France and Britain were justified in
their Suez adventure, it was unfortunate that having begun
they did not continue until the entire Canal was under their
control. We may not agree with that conclusion, and of
course Congressman McCormack was speaking off the cuff,
but the Congressman has stated a profound concern of the
free world.

And now my “look’ toward peace:

That the Gaza Strip should not be returned to Egyptian
administration seems only logical, if we desire peace. Egypt
does not claim the territory as Egyptian and it is difficult to
argue that she has shown a constructive interest in the peo-
ples of that region. Certainly she has disregarded their se-
curity and well-being by using the Strip as the center of
guerrilla attacks against Israel.

As a result, tension and violence became the common lot,
not only of all who lived within the Strip, but of those
throughout the surrounding areas. The situation became
acute with Egypt’s military build-up on the Sinai Peninsula
and the concentration of military equipment and supplies
from Russia in that area.

United Nations supervision, pending final disposition,
seems to me the only logical solution of the Gaza problem.

However, the Egyptian-Israeli border is not the only
frontier where serious conflict exists. The central section
of the Holy Land is charged with even more explosive ma-
terials. It is conceded, I think, by nearly all authorities
that Jordan is neither economically nor politically strong
enough to deal effectively with its vast problems..

A recent direct appeal for aid made to Saudi Arabia and
Syria indicates that she is incapable of maintaining an un-
subsidized government. Certainly Jordan should not be
expected to provide the services for a settlement program
adequate to meet the needs of some 450,000 refugees in this
area. The plight of these 450,000 and of all other Arab
refugees is, and should be, a burden upon the conscience of
the world. You may debate the question—*“Who is respon-
sible for these reflugees? Who made them refugees?” Bul
that debate aside, they are here and their problem must be
solved. The unstable nature of Jordan’s government, plus
her dependence on outside powers, has made her a potential
victim of her neighbors—and these neighbors look with
jealous eyes upon each other.

At the moment, a rejected $33,000,000 subsidy from the
British government is to be made up of funds to be pro-
vided by Syria, Saudi Arabia and Egypt. Saudi Arabia,
Syria and Iraq all hope to annex Jordan. Syria considers

(Continued on page 40)
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