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UNITED STATES, ISRAEL AND THE WORLD CRISIS

Excerpts from remarks prepared for delivery by Senator Hubert H.
Humphrey (D., Minn.) at Jewish National Fund dinner honoring
Judge Abraham Marowitz, Morrison Hotel, Chicago, Illinois,
Wednesday night, April 1, 1959.

In the past three months the American people have focused
their attention on the Berlin crisis, almost to the exclusion
of any other international problem. This preoccupation with
Berlin is understandable, but it can be dangerous. It can
be dangerous because that divided city is not the only

potential source of open international conflict.
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gg The war which nobody wants could be sparked in Berlin.

It could also start in Quemoy or Baghdad.

Zﬁﬁfhe delicate Berlin situation is the most serious crisis
we have faced since the Korean War, and potentially the most

serious Communist challenge since the end of World War II.

/<- But it is not the only crisis.
— i
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The crisis in the Formosan Strait, although relatively




goud 7

B

gulet at the moment, is also full of danger. And matters are

boiling up again in the turbulent Middle EBast. Iraqg, ow former

—

ally, has renounced her membership in the Baghdad Pact. And

what is more important, it looks as though this important

Middle Eastern country may be slipping from the twilight zone
_— ;

Thads .

of neutralism into the E darkness of Communism.
—_— = —

3 not want to be|in a position of predicting the

t Lhe other potehtially

ex fe the smouldetring

st g

pr¢blem of 1llion homeless 2 aF refugees.,
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In short, v IRited-Ssates—+s confronted with the

possibility of a three-headed crisis -- in Germany, in the

Formosan Strait, and in the Middle East. This raises two

e PO Y

serious questions: First, are we really prepared to meet a
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determined adversary on three fronts simultaneously? Second,
if we are not, what should we do to become better prepared?

' 7

;\Ferlin alone may test us to the 1imit.‘Lyhuy military

specialists ¢

Hfuifiefrafity believe that the United States lacks sufficient

strength in conventional weapons and manpower to support a

strong posture of negotiation at the forthcoming foreign CZZ?\

ministers and summit conferences, to say nothing of the capacity

to deal with a less-than-nuclear show of force by the Russians

if negotiations should fail.

o
But this much we can say for the Berlin situation. We

are enbtering into negotiations with the strength of a united

——ee ==

Western position. We have the support of Britain, France,

/

West Germany and our other NATO partner%;i Our present

E in the Formosan

Strait enjoys no such united support. Our only ally there

is Chiang Kai-Shek.
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/Z\Tbnight, I went to focus my attention on the third potentially
—_ E—

o ———

e ——

explosive situation =~ the Middle East. I fear that our

e MRS

economic, political, and military policies are not adequate to

a serious challenge in this area. Further, I do not think we

are doing all we should do to improve our position.

/<:Consider the challenge and the stakes. The Soviet Union
S -P-?

— — &

is engaging in a massive program of economic penetration into

that strategic, oil-rich area. Her aim is not to foster

S

—

economic development nor to enggg;gge genuine national self
——— e e —— g

determination. Her aim is to expel Western influence and to
_— -

expand the Communist empire. Testimony submitted by the State

Department in recent weeks shows that the U.S.S.R. is committed

to lend Egypt and Syria, the United Arab Republic, a total

of $949 million in economic and military aid.

R

Zlast week the Soviet Union annowred economic aid to Iraq,

—

totaling $138 million. This is in addition to the $120 million

e
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in military aid previously disclosed.

The pattern is ominous. The Russians are clearly exploiting
,_,———i:

the Arab hostility toward Israel to achieve her political pur-

——— —_—

poses in the Mediterranean world. ( M?{ﬁ ;ﬂ 44/'4/1&

]

iﬁ}n the face of this, it is my firm conviction that the

United States response has been less than adequate.

Zx:Qur whagg.aid.pgqgfam has been ipadequate. It does not

“only becagwr’//

. meet the Cgmﬁixist threat. This is true
e ,f"

Congress has slashed authorizat

s and appropriations beyond
————
4 P -
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t is true also because the Aﬂmiﬁiétra@;on

/

>

the mar ﬁ.of safety

ailed to er a large enough program to meet Eye“ﬁé;ds in

“first place. = == ,f//"
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I do not suggest that we should compete with the Russians

in every country where they have established a giffjg foothold,

regardless of the internal political situation.

—_—— e
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If we compete wherever the Soviet Union offers an aid program
we shall be letting Moscow decide how we shall deploy our aid.
If we did, the Russians might well tempt us into wasteful
squander.,

I do submit, however, that in countries where the people

and government understand our obJjectives and are struggling

—

]

to attain political and economic freedom, we should be main-
f "‘&_ﬂ

) )
taining and/ expanding our «%P pr M&m v W

<There are countries in Asia and Africa, like India and
- - e ~ @
\/
Israel, where the rule of law prevails and where democracy
—— e —— S

——

is cherished and preserved.

3
/ What heppens in these countries is crucial for the free

B

N — ——

world. If these countries falter and fail, then other nations

e ———e——— W
in Asia and Africa may turn the Soviet way. wj ?
— ———

economic ald where our dollars work and fight for freedom.

— = - —




I do not need to tell this audience how important it is
—

to maintain ouwr program for Israel. In 1951 I was one of the

—

4~

36 Senator who joined in sponsoring legislation in the Senate

— ——

calling for a grant for Israel.
——

—

! At that time Israel was struggling to resettle hundreds

—_— =

of thousands of Jewish refugees from the displaced persons

camps in Europe and from the Arab countries in Asia and Africa.

The Congress provided $63 million as a grant to help

Israel meet a tremendous crisis created by her own humanitarian

impluses.
— ]

A

/. In subsequent years the United States Government has

continued aid to Israel, and we are glad to see her tremendous

gains. ©She has tripled her population, absorbed newcomers from
___———-—"-'-—__—.-—_-"--..,
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all over the world, provided them with sanctuary, enabled

S ———

them to work and prosper.
v————'—'"_’_——'—'-_'—-——- -

[f:rhis spectacular demonstration of how a government has

-

been able to unite and fully employ the three major resources
~sv——g— - K '

land, water and people -- is proving to be an inspiration to

e .

the new countries in Asia and Africa as well as to free

countries in Europe and this Hemisphere. All of us have

much to learn from modern Israel. She is serving the cause
——

-

of democracy on & critical frontier. — (X Efi‘

—

In recent years the United States aid program to Israel
——

has changed. As she has made progress our Government has

Y
enabled her to purchase surplus foods and has<dgst her money

——,

from the Development Loan Fund. The amount that we have been

granting Israel has declined from a peak of $70 million in
S

1953 to $74 million in the current year.

—_—
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This may be an encouraging reflection of Israel's progress.
But I hope that we will continue swewt aid to Israel as long
e .

as she needs it and can use it as creatively as she has in

the past.

Wim has indicated that
direct gl aid to Israel may now come to an e}:d, and that
assistance to Israel will consist entirely of surplus £00ds.s

= s cis il

4 ?
In my judgment it would be pesmetwre to terminate &: !

assistance to this democratic country at a time when she

still has massive economic problems growing out of her need to

——

resettle her vast new population, and to build a viable economy.

In addition, Isrsel stands alone in the area. She must

be able to deflend herself. I noted a few moments ago the
e —

massive aid the U.S5.S5.R. is pouring into Iraq, Eqypt, and

Syria. The Soviet Union is extending this elaborate assistance

@Woﬂ b llgpaney |
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to Israel's hostile Arab neighbors. On top of this the United

States has been furnishing military aid to Jordan, Lebanon,

Saudi Arsbia, and until last July to Iraq.
. e —

_/'_ Israel has not received a single penny of ik military

T ——
A e —

aid. Thus, it would be wrong from every standpoint to end

=

our st economic aid to Israel now.
/_‘ 1

ch

A‘ I do not need to tell this audience what Israel's
=

@ L /o/" I! / development can mean, for you who were pioneers in the Jewish

—

\ National Fund were the :E'irst to show the Near East how to

._____..-—-——-‘—-u_z.,-uﬂ-m — it e e e R — e e —————

reclaim barren and neglected lands.
— —— —

ﬁ You may take pride in the fact that you not only helped

to restore the people of Israel to ¥ ancient homeland, you

e

may derive satisfaction from the significant fact that all

over Asia and Africa today the story of Israel's challenging

M/(\{;T)M w&mﬁm\(,
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e Calilie, Tleom Lllo-
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a0 exciting restoration is belng told and i9 peppeufated.
§ Qo

!

_,_’ How gratifying it is to know that TO countries of the world

—fQJ —
W have now recognized Israel, and that beyond the immediate

d\ perimeter of Arab hostility and blockade there are peoples and

governments which share our own understanding of Israel's
restoration. Many of these countries have offered her

sympathy and cooperation.

o _,»: Israel's growing acceptance in the fraternity of freedom

&i:ﬁﬁ"“iﬁf’ Rix ﬂ%"'
must be recognized eventually by : who

appenswmiever and who stlill persist in blockade and belligerency.
———

I have always believed that an Arab-Israel peace will
e il i

come. It may take time, for the Near East is still tormented
i =1 esadn

and tortured by divisions and tensions, But the internal Arab
e —

conflict that now disrupts the region is not an outgrowth of the

Arab-Israel tension. It arises from poverty and the inevitable

—

clash between the haves and the have-nots. Unfortunately,
@ e ——————————— et
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most of the Arabs are have-nots. They are the victims of

—

frustration and are easily incited by demagogues who play

upon their misery.

i

————

I hope that ggy country will help the peoples of the Near

East to a better life. The answer to the Soviet Union is not

l in arms, but economic development. We must do as much to

- 9 help the people to utilize their water resources as we have
E - \—-::#? # = -

done to find @gﬂ.

cwiy, we wiBle make it clear to these peoples

that we have no imperialist interest, and that our major objectives

are to help friendly peoples befriend each other, work in

- e ———— e ——

cooperation and preserve their own independence and sovereignty.
--_""— 3 = A

Let no one in the Near East, whether he be a local ruler

or a distant commissar deceive himself into believing that he

\/ can dominate this region and use these people to serve his

— .

own ambitions for power.
0 \ =
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Let the peoples of the Middle Bast understand that each

nation there is entitled to live its own life and a much
"-.._______'

fuller life than it leads today, free from the aggression
b =

i

and subversion of enemies, free in the evolution of its own

—r"""'—-_,‘

destiny. Our policy in the Near East should continue to
—

help the governments there maintain their political independence
— —————— e ——

and at the same time expand the opportunities for economic
R

—— e tta—

development and cultural self-expression for their people.
— -

When the peoples of the Near East come to understand

that our policy serves their own best interests they will work

with us to resolve conflicts, strengthen democracy and preserve

el — p——

peace.

—

April 1, 1959



Excerpts from remsrks prepared for delivery by Senator Hubert H.
Humphrey (D., Minn.) at Jewish Netional Pund dinner henoring
Judige Abraham Marowite, Morrison Hotel, Chicago, Illinois,
Vednesdey night, April 1, 1950.

In the pest three monthe the American people have focused
their attention on the Berlin crisis, almost to the exilusion
of any other intermational problem. This preoccwpation with
Berlin is understandable, but it can be dangerous. It can
be dangerous becsuse that divided city is not the only
potential source of cpen internstional conflict.

The war which nobody wants could be sparked in BDerlin.
It could also start in Quemoy cr Baghdad.

The delicate Berlin situation is the most serious crisis
we have faced since the Korean Ver, and potentiaslly the most
serious Communist challenge since the end of World Var II.
But it is not the only crisia.

The crisis in the Formosen Streit, although relatively
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quiet at the moment, umm&m. And mgtters are
bolling up again in the turbulent Middle Bast. Irqq, ow former
ally, hes renounced her menbership in the Baghdad Fact. And
vhat is more important, it looks es though this important
Middle Bastern country may be slipping from the twilight zone
of neutralise into the sharp nocontime darkness of Commmundism.
xummnhm-.mmxmmm
course of events in Ireg, but I think it is faiy to deseride
the situstion there as dangerouns mﬁmmm
explosive situations in the Mddle Bsst are the smouldering
struggle between the Ared states and Israel end the vexing
problen of almost one million homeless Aved refugees.

Ia short, the United States is confronted with the
possibility of a three-headed crisis -- in Germguy, in the

Formosan Streit, and in the Middle Basst. This raises two

sericus questions: First, are we really prepared to meet o
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determined adversary on three fronts simultanecusly® Second,
if ve ave not, what should we do to become better prepared?

q Berlin clone may test us to the limit., lany military
specialists outside of Covernsent as well as some inside the
Administration believe that the United States lacks sufficient
streagth in conventional weapons end menpover to suppart o
strong posture of negotiation at the forthcoming foreign
ministers and sumit conferences, to say nothing of the capacity
to deal with a less-than-nuclear show of force by the Russians
if negotiations should fail,

But this much we can say for the Derlin situstion. Ve
ere entering into negotiactions with the strength of & united
Western position. We have the support of Britain, France,
Vest Germany and owr other NATO partuers. Our present
policy toward the off-shore island groups in the Formosan
Stralt enjoys no euch united support. Owr only ally there

is Chiang Kal Shek.
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Toaight, I want to focus my attention on the third potentially
explogive situvation -- the Middle Bast. I feer that our
economie, political, end military policies ave not adequate to
& serious challenge in this area. Further, I do not think we
are doing all we ghould do to improve our position.

Consider the challenge and the stakes. The Soviet Union
is engeging in a massive progran of economic penetretion into
that strategic, oilerich area. Her aim is not to foster
econcmic development nor €0 encoursge genuine national self
determination. Her aim 1o to expel Vestern influence and to
expand the Communist empire. Testimony submitted by the State
Department in recent weeks shows that the U.S.8.R. 18 committed
to lend Egypt end Syris, the United Ared Repuiblic, a total
of 949 million in econcmic and military aid.

Last veek the Soviet Union annouped economic aid to Irag,

totalltgs $138 million., 7This is in eddition to the £120 million
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in military ald previously disclosed.

The pattern is omincus. The Russians are clearly exploiting
the Ared hostility towerd Isveel to achieve her political pur-
poses in the Mediterranean world.

In the face of this, it is my firm counviction that the
United States response hes been less than adequate.

Our vhole aid program has been inadegquate. It does not
meet the Conmunist threat. This is true not only because
Congress has slashed authorizations and eppropriations beyond
the margin of safety; it is true also decause the Administration
falled to offer & large enough program to meet the needs in
the first place.

I do not suggest that we should compete with the Russians
in every country where they have esteblished a strong foothold,

regardless of the internal political situation.
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If ve compete wherever the Soviet Unlon offers an eid progrem
ve chall be letting Moscow dscide how we shall deploy owr edd.
If we aid, the Russians might well tempt us into wasteful
squander.

I do submit, however, that in countries where the people
and government understand ouwr odjectives and are struggling
to attain political and economic freedom, we should be maine
taining and expanding our ald program.

There are countries in Asiae and Africa, like Indis and
Israel, vhere the rule of law previils and where democrecy
is cherished and preserved.

What happens in these countries is crucial for the free
world, If these countries falter and fail, then other nations
in Asia and Africa may turn the Soviet way. Ve must enlarge

econonic aid vhere our dollars work and fight for freedom,
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This means an expansion of the Development Loan Fund, and
nore effective utilization of our swplus foodsy and it also
means grant assistance under certain special circumstances.

I do not need to tell this audience how important it is
to meintain our program for Isreel. In 1951 I was one of the
35 Seoator vho joined in sponsoring legislation in the Senate
calling for e grent for Isweel.

At that time Isvael wos struggling to resettle nmdveds
of thousands of Jewish refugees from the displaced persons
campe in Burope and from the Aved countries in Agls end Africa.

The Congress provided $63 million as e great to belp
Israel meet a tremendous crisis created by her own humanitarian
impluoes.

In suboequent years the United States Govermment has
continued aid to Isreel, and we are glad to see her tremendous

geins. he has tripled her population, absorbed newcomers from
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ell over the world, provided them with sanctuary, enabled
them to work and prosper.

This spectacular demonstration of how & government has
been able to unite and fully employ the three major resources --
land, vater end people -= 18 proving to be an ingperetion to
the nev countries in Asia and Africa as well as to free
countries in Durope and this Femisphere. All of us have
much 0 learn from modern Isrsel. &he is serving the cause
of democrecy on a critical frontier.

In recent years the United States aid progrum to Ioreel
hes changed. As she has made progress our Covermmest has
encbled her to purchase swrplus foods and has lent her momey
from the Development Loan Fund. The amount thet we have been
granting Israel has declined fyom & peak of $70 million in

1953 o $7) million in the current year.
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This may be an encouraging reflection of Israel's progress.
But I hope that we will contimue grent aild to Isreel as long
as she needs it and can use it as creatively as she hes in
the past.

I say this because the Administretion has indicated that
direct grant aid to Isreel may now come t0 au end, and that
assistance to Israel will consist entirely of surplus foods.
In my Judgment it would be premature to terminate grant
assistance to this democratic country at & time when she
resettle her vast new population, end to bulld a viable economy.

In addition, Isrmel stands alone in the area. fhe must
be sble to defend herself. I noted a few moments ago the
mmmu&mummnm?‘aﬂ

Syria. The Soviet Union is extending this elsborate asssistance
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to Isreel's hostile Ared neighbors. On top of this the United
States has been furnishing military aid to Jordan, Lebanon,
Seudi Arabia, and until last July to Ireq.

Isreel has not received & single penny of grant military
ald, Thus, it would be wrong from every standpoint to end
our grent economic aid to Isreel now.

1 hope the Administretion will reconsider any such
proposal if that is vhat is now in its mind.

I do not need to tell this suiience vhat Isvael's
development can meen, for you vho vere pioneers in the Jewish
National Fund vere the first 5o show the Neer Bast how to
reclain barren and neglected lands.

You may take pride in the fact that you not only helped
to sestore the people of Isreel to its ancient homeland, you
may derive satisfaction from the significant fact that all

over Asia and Africa tolday the story of Isreel's challenging



CQPRY

and exciting restoration is being told and is being emlated.

How gratifying it is to know that 70 countries of the world
have now recognized Isreel, and that beyond the irmediate
perineter of Arab hostility end blockade there eve peoples and
governments vhich share ow own wmderstanding of Isruel's
restoretion. Many of these countries have offeved her
sympathy and cooperation.

Isreel's groving acceptance in the fretemity of freedom
must be recognized eventually by the hostile Aved rulers who
surround her and who still persist in blocksde and belligerency.

I have always believed that an dreb-Isrecl peace will
come. It may take time, for the Near Rast is eill tormented
and tortured by divisions and tensions. But the internal Ared
confiict that now disrupts the region 1o not an outgrovth of the
Arab=Isreel teasion. It arises from poverty and the inevitable

clagh between the haves and the have-nots. Unfortunately,
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most of the Arebs are have-nots. They are the victims of
frustration and are easily iucited by demagogues who play
upon their misery.

I hope that my coumtry will help the peoples of the Near
Hast to a better life. The ansver to the Soviet Union is not
in arms, but ecovomic development. We must do as much to
help the people to utilize their weter resources as we have
done to find them odl.

Eventually, ve will make it clear to these peoples
thet we have no imperialiot interest, and that ouwr major objectives
are to belp friendly pecples befriend each other, work in
cooperation and preserve their owm independence and sovereignty.

Let no one in the lNear Hast, whether he be a local ruler
wsM“mmMWMMh'

own anbitions for power.
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Iet the peoples of the Middle Fast umderstand that each
nation there is entitled to live its own life and a mxh
fuller 1ife than it leads today, fvee from the aggression
and suibversion of enemies, free in the evolution of its owm
destiny, Our policy in the Near Bast should contime to
and at the same time expand the opportunities for economic
development and cultural self-expression for their people.

When the peoples of the lear Sast come to understand
that owr policy serves their own best interests they will work
with us to resolve conflicts, strengthen democrecy and preserve

noace.

Aprll 1, 1959
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