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THE REPORTERS NOTES

The Open-Ended Wars

During the month of June, the lim-
ited war of unlimited duration our
country has been fighting in Viet-
nam was overshadowed by the daz-
zling triumph of Israel over its Arab
neighbors. There was a classic
quality in the conflict of arms that
occurred in a small area where so
many supernatural events had made
history. The victory of the Israelis
over the Arabs was bloody and de-
cisive—a victory to man's measure,
free from complexities that only
computers can tackle. People all
over the world took the Israelis to
their hearts out of a sense of moral
commitment, for the thought of
their extermination was unbearable.

Victory, however, is not likely to
bring peace to the Israelis any more
than America's self-imposed limita-
tions on victory are likely to bring
peace to Vietnam. Since the end of
the last war, a country once divided
never has regained its unity. The
same has happened to cities: Berlin
proves that the chasm, if anything,
has deepened and widened.

After the end of the war, wherever
conflicts have erupted, no healing,
no resumption of normal, predictable
interhuman relationships has fol-
lowed a cease-fire or a precarious
armistice. Israel knows this better
than any other nation: having con-
quered its independence after the
United Nations came into existence,
it is still considered by its Arab
neighbors as an outlaw. Even its
admission to the world body, even
its original recognition by the So-
viet Union, has not given it a legiti-
macy the Arabs could become re-
conciled to.

The latest Israeli-Arab war, how-
ever, has happened in different con-
ditions from those of the preceding
one. During the last decade, the So-
viet Union has assumed the role of
the strictest interpreter of the U.N.
Charter. No change is to be allowed
in the boundaries of any member

nation, no use of force is to be
tolerated—except the force used by
the Communist countries to foster
"wars of national liberation." In his
press conference, Premier Kosygin
plainly restated the Soviet support
for this kind of war. Such a restate-
ment was scarcely needed, but it
was good to have it said once more
by Mr. Kosygin for the benefit of
the chatterers about detente.

On Vietnam and on Israel, he was
equally candid and repetitious: we
must withdraw entirely and uncon-
ditionally our troops from Vietnam;
the Israelis must abandon all the
Arab territory they have seized. Is-
rael should be walled within its own
boundaries, and obviously when the
Arabs decide to try again, the
Soviet Union is bound to be at
their side.

ISRAEL, when the fighting was going
on, had no ally but the conscience

of mankind. Our country might
have intervened at the beginning
when the question of the Gulf of
Aqaba was first raised by the Egyp-
tians, and indeed, our vain attempt
to put together an international fleet
was considered by Kosygin as an
evidence of anti-Arab collusion be-
tween certain Anglo-American and
Israeli "circles." During the fighting,
we managed to remain neutral in
everything but thought and words—
except for high officials, who re-
mained mute. As to deeds, the Is-
raeli government told us please not
to bother.

The time has come now for our
government to take action not only
in favor of Israel but also of those
Arab states where there are people
patriotic and humane enough to
realize how wretched their lives are
bound to remain as long as they are
led by adventurers of the Nasser
type. Peace on earth was proclaimed
more than once in the lands where
the Israelis and Arabs live. There,
where Christ was born, the United
States can show how to bring its

practical talents to the service
of its beliefs.

—MAX ASCOLI

UNEF: U Thant's Report

On June 27, Secretary General U
Thant released a twelve-thousand-
word report on the withdrawal of
the United Nations Emergency
Force from the United Arab Repub-
lic. It was the Secretary General's
fifth such official explanation of his
actions prior to the withdrawal of
the troops, not counting several pub-
lic statements he authorized a
spokesman to make and his own
speech to the General Assembly in
response to Abba Eban's criticism.
It was also Thant's most compen-
dious report, incorporating much
material from his earlier accounts of
the disputed episode. Despite its
greater length, however, this latest
and possibly final report did not con-
tain any new information. On the
contrary, it was notable for what
the Secretary General chose to omit.

As a result, an important point
may have been obscured. It con-
cerns the Secretary General's own
activities in the period between the
first demands made on the U.N.
commander to move some of his
troops on May 16 and Thant's
acquiescence two days later in the
U.A.R.'s request for a complete troop
withdrawal, which had arrived that
same day. Under a subhead, "The
Question of Consultations," Thant
now reports as follows: "The Secre-
tary General consulted the Advisory
Committee before replying to the
letter of 18 May 1967 from the
United Arab Republic requesting
withdrawal. This consultation took
place within a few hours after the
receipt of the United Arab Repub-
lic request, and the Advisory Com-
mittee was thus quickly informed
of the decision which the Secretary
General had in mind to convey in
his reply. . ." [emphasis supplied].

It is not clear what Thant means
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With the first three printings of Vietnam: Why sold out,
and orders for the book still coming in at a fast rate, The
Reporter has gone back on press to print a fourth edition.

Vietnam: Why has proved, evidently, most useful to
those who want to have an understanding of the situation
in that country—as it affects the United States, Southeast
Asia, indeed, the world. Such an understanding is essential
to all responsible Americans.

The confusion... the dissension... the emotions which
surround the war led us to prepare the backgrounder re-
port—Vietnam: Why.

Vietnam: Why traces the history of our increasing partici-
pation in the war through a compilation of pivotal articles
by Denis Warner, Richard C. Hottelet, Philip Geyelin,
Takashi Oka, Douglas Pike, Stanley Andrews, and Victor
Bator.

In 1965 and 1966, THE REPORTER and Max Ascoli, as
editor, and Denis Warner, as correspondent, were cited by
The Overseas Press Club for "best reporting from abroad"
and "best interpretation of foreign affairs." Much of that
coverage was on Southeast Asia. Much of it is published
in Vietnam: Why.

There are articles on China, the N.L.F., Thailand, the
young generals, the refugee problem, the Ho Chi Minh
trial, the Buddhists, the Geneva Agreements. Plus Max
Ascoli's editorials spelling out THE REPORTER'S position.

Vietnam: Why is a book worth owning—REPORTER size
(8% by 11 inches), containing 64 pages.There is a special
foreword and section identifying the writers. In all, you
will find 15 articles plus six editorials in Vietnam: Why.

Here is a book that will serve you well as a reference. In
fact, it is a book you might well want to give to friends
who, too, are seeking more information than is available
in the daily press or newsweeklies.

Order your copy today. You will be very glad you did.

Clip and mail today

THE REPORTER,
660 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10021

Send me_ -copies of Vietnam: Why at just
$1 each. My payment is enclosed. (If you order
10 or more copies, deduct 10% per copy.)

Name ,

Address.

City _State_
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the
Religious
Situation

Announcing a totally new kind of book:
the first volume of what will be an annual
evaluation of the worldwide role and
status of religion in modern life! Written
by some of world's outstanding thinkers
who discuss religious implications of is-
sues like LSD, black power, "the pil l ,"
Red China, electric technology, etc. 800
provocative pages, illustrated, cloth-
bound, $15.00 list price. 50% discount if
you send order coupon before Oct. 15,
1967. Among the Contributing Editors:
Robert Bellah, Erik Erikson, Emil Facken-
heim, Clifford Geertz, Milton Himmelfarb,
Martin Marty, Michael Novak, Thomas
O'Dea, Huston Smith, John Voss, and
many others.. Regularly $15.00

SAVE $7.50 — ORDER NOW!
—————————————-————.-,

DeP*- 2 4 25 Beacon St.,
Boston, Mass. 02108

Please send me THE RELIGIOUS SITUATION as soon
as it is published (around April 1, 1968) at the
special price of $7.50.

Name

Address

City

State . Zip
• $7.50 enclosed. • Bill when shipped

(Beacon will pay (plus nominal
shipping cost) shipping cost)

Offer Expires Oct. 15, 1967

Why Do You
Read So Slowly?
A noted publisher in Chicago reports
there is a simple technique of rapid
reading which should enable you to
double your reading speed and yet
retain much more. Most people do not
realize how much they could increase
their pleasure, success and income by
reading faster and more accurately.

According to this publisher, anyone,
regardless of his present reading skill,
can use this simple technique to im-
prove his reading ability to a remark-
able degree. Whether reading stories,
books, technical matter, it becomes
possible to read sentences at a glance
and entire pages in seconds with this
method.

To acquaint the readers of this pub-
lication with the easy-to-follow rules
for developing rapid reading skill, the
company has printed full details of its
interesting self-training method in a
new booklet, "How to Read Faster and
Retain More" mailed free to anyone
who requests it. No obligation. Send
your name, address, and zip code to:
Reading, 835 Diversey Parkway, Dept.
686-517, Chicago, 111. 60614. A post-
card will do.

by "consultation" in this context.
Two days before he convened the
Advisory Committee, he had already
conveyed his answer to Cairo—well
in advance, in fact, of Cairo's hav-
ing put the question to him: "Since
. . . the basis for the presence of
UNEF was an agreement made di-
rectly between President Nasser and
Dag Hammarskjold as Secretary
General of the United Nations," he
told the Cairo government, "any
request for the withdrawal of UNEF
must come directly to the Secretary
General from the Government of the
United Arab Republic. On receipt of
such a request, the Secretary Gen-
eral would order the withdrawal of
all UNEF troops from Gaza and.
Sinai, simultaneously informing the
General Assembly of what he was
doing and why" [emphasis sup-
plied].

This declaration was made around
6:45 on the evening of May 16, and
it has been mentioned in this maga-
zine before. We call attention to it
only by way of keeping the record
straight: it was eliminated from the
report of June 27.

Hobson v. Hansen

When Circuit Judge J. Skelly Wright
ruled for the Negro plaintiffs in the
Washington school - desegregation
case not long ago, his decision was
hailed (and deplored) in the press
as a precedent-making one, a de-
cision that might even be accepted
for review by the Supreme Court,
which has thus far declined to re-
view all the "de facto" cases brought
before it. What made Judge Wright's
decision seem so momentous when
it came down was the fact that
Washington is the first of the na-
tion's big cities with a predominantly
Negro student population to lose a
de facto case in Federal court. The
judge fashioned his decree, of neces-
sity, to the peculiar circumstances
of the case.

From beginning to end, almost
every feature of the Washington
case was unique, and some features
were bizarre. The suit, which is the
only important one of its kind in
which the NAACP did not partici-
pate (it wasn't invited), was brought
originally by a Negro research an-
alyst for the Social Security Admin-
istration, Julius Hobson, who pre-

sides over a militant local civil-rights
organization called ACT. Since Hob-
son at first set out to achieve a rul-
ing against the system whereby Fed-
eral district-court judges appoint
school-board members in Washing-
ton, all those district-court judges
were disqualified from hearing the
case, and the Court of Appeals ap-
pointed Judge Wright to hear it.
Meanwhile, Hobson retained the
services of an equally militant law-
yer, William Kunstler, and his suit
became a veritable grab bag of com-
plaints.

At some point in the course of
all this, attorneys for the school
board and Superintendent of Schools
Carl F. Hansen belatedly became
aware that Judge Wright was the
author of an article in the New
York University Law Review on
Northern school segregation in
which he had gone beyond most of
his colleagues in condemning as un-
constitutional the practices of which
Washington had been accused.
Much too late, they asked him to
disqualify himself. He refused. Thus,
a little less than a year ago, the
elements in the case had emerged
as these: a way-out civil-rights or-
ganization with the help of a canny
lawyer was demanding the desegre-
gation of a predominantly Negro ur-
ban school system in the court of
an extremely sympathetic judge.

There were, however, restraining
factors at work, most of them re-
lated to Washington's odd form of
government and its geography, with
its suburbs in two states. The prin-
cipal restraint on "integration" in
any ordinary sense was the fact that
ninety-two per cent of the children
in the District's public elementary
schools are Negroes. Judge Wright,
who has in the past expressed the
view that boundaries between city
and suburb should not be regarded
as sacrosanct in these matters, could
nonetheless hardly decree that the
states of Maryland and Virginia (not
parties to the case) receive Wash-
ington children in their schools. And
there is a limit to what any Wash-
ington school board or school offi-
cial can achieve, whatever a Federal
court might decree: Congress con-
trols the District's budget, and sev-
eral members of the House have
already expressed their displeasure
at the outcome of the suit.
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What Judge Wright finally de-
creed was that the school board and
its superintendent (1) provide trans-
portation to bring Negro children
who "volunteer" from the District's
overcrowded Negro schools to its
relatively empty white ones, a plan
that can involve at most around one
per cent of the District's 145,000
schoolchildren; (2) terminate its op-
tional-transfer plan providing a way
for white children to escape Negro
schools; (3) make "substantial" prog-
ress in faculty integration by next
October; (4) present him also in
October with a plan for improving
facilities minimizing the harmful ef-
fects of racial separation; and (5)
abandon its system of dividing
classes into ability groups. This last
point is the only one on which
Judge Wright broke new ground,
and even here he did not rule that
ability groupings violate the law by
segregating children by race, but
rather that as it was operated, Wash-
ington's system was not based on
ability but on race.

Judge Wright's actual recommen-
dations make a curious contrast with
his hyperbolic statements. He as-
serted it as a "finding of fact," for
example, that "racially and socially
homogeneous schools damage the
minds and spirit of all children who
attend them." He declared that the
lazy authorities in the District had
in fact shown "criminally" little con-
cern with the resources available to
Negro children, and later struck this
word from his printed opinion, since
it has a very precise meaning in
courts of law.

But apart from verbal adventuring
of this kind, in effect he only told
the defendants that they must take
measures (which they have been
slow to do) to reduce the isolation,
if possible, of Negro schoolchildren
in Washington, and to improve the
quality of the schooling they get.
Thus his decision may serve not as
a legal precedent but rather as a
warning to school officials in other
big cities in the North that the Fed-
eral courts will not accept a failure
to act at all on the ground that
so little can be achieved. It may
even serve as a goad to Wash-
ington's much put-upon and some-
what defeatist school administra-
tors—provided Congress will let
them act.
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The Economics of Triumph

ALVIN ROSENFELD

TEL AVIV

THERE HAVE BEEN no victory pa-
rades on the streets of Tel Aviv or

Jerusalem, nor are there likely to be.
The reasons are varied but self-
evident: there has been no time.
Victory has been followed by a flood
of immediate and practical chal-
lenges ranging from maintaining in-
ternal security in conquered areas
to restoring electricity in Old Jeru-
salem. An embattled small nation
nearly all of one faith and cul-
ture is perhaps more closely knit
than a city of the same size—the
individual losses of life are felt not
only by the family involved but
by a much larger circle. The news-
papers are dotted with death notices,
and each one pains many citizens
not related in any way to the fallen
soldier. Then too, every thinking
Israeli knows his country carries and
will indefinitely continue to carry
heavy burdens.

The war is over at least tempo-
rarily, but the diplomatic struggle
has only begun. It seems bound to

be protracted, complex, and unpre-
dictable. Israel is victorious but its
conquered territories contain over
one million Arabs and with them
a host of economic, political, and
security headaches. The danger of
renewed guerrilla fighting or even
conventional warfare cannot be ig-
nored, and consequently the Tel
Aviv municipality has instructed its
constituents not to dismantle the
sandbagged walls around apartment-
house doorways or strip the shelters
of beds and blankets.

Israel must live patiently with the
knowledge that the Arabs face a
painful and possibly long readjust-
ment—psychological, political, eco-
nomic, and diplomatic—to a hu-
miliating reality, a readjustment
rendered more difficult by the fact
that the Arabs as a people are given
to self-delusion and to dreams. And
Israel, a modern western nation,
must try to find ways to communi-
cate with men of a different culture,
with other standards, other thought
patterns, and another language.

Obviously, then, the Israelis know
there can only be a long waiting
period, and the nation that is able
to wait long enough and sustain
its strength long enough may in the
end gain the day.

A Question of Endurance
Israel has one high card—the oc-
cupied territories with their strate-
gic and emotional value. But this
card has two faces. The pressures
on Israel by the maritime powers,
including even the friendly Scandi-
navians, to withdraw so that the
Suez may be reopened can be ex-
pected to grow. The pressures to
withdraw from the holy places will
come from many sides. The pres-
sures to prevent the "aggressor"
from keeping the fruits of victory
will intensify. The possibility of
sanctions cannot be discounted.

In their present mood—and there
are no indications that the mood
will change for months to come—
the Israelis are willing to withstand
all these pressures. They feel that
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