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experts are questioning the wisdom of basement fall-
out shelters, The net result, they caution, “might be
to trap families far removed from the target area in
the flaming wreckage of their homes.”

Don’t build a shelter. If you feel like doing some-
thing about it, Bertrand Russell is a better guide than
your smiling neighborhood shelter contractor, or cven
your Congressman.

Hypnosis in Government

Allen Welsh Dulles has been succeeded as director of
the Central Intelligence Agency by another well-heeled
and self-confident gentleman, John A. McCone. The
transfer of power took place under curious auspices.
The President met the outgoing and incoming directors
at the Naval War College before an audicnce of Naval
officers and personnel and laid on praise and congratula-
tions with a trowel; then Dulles lauded MeCone, and
McCone lauded Dulles, The inference was that McCong
intended to follow in Dulles' footsteps. One would have
‘thought that Dulles’ carcer in the CIA had been a long,
splendid climb from success to success, that there had
never been a U-2 “incident” nor a Cuban fiasco. It was
a. triumph of good manners over the facts of life. An
alternative explanation is that Dulles is a hypnotist,
somewhat like J. Edgar Hoover, and can make even
Presidents say whatever he wants them to say.

On the day when America’s vast spy organization was
introduced to its new boss, there appeared in the Con-
gressional Record a speech by Representative Daddario
of Connecticut on the CIA. Daddario is no navice in
the field of intelligence; he served in the Office of
Strdtegic Services under William J. Donavan in World
War II and, among other decorations, received the U.S.
Legion of Merit and the Italian Medaglio &’ Argento,
The speech was a model of methodical analysis of intel-
Jigence services in general and the CIA in particular. It
proposed the formation of a Joint Committec on the
‘Intelligence Community to supervise all intelligence

" agencies, including the CIA, and introduced a concur-
rent resolution to that effect.

One would think that the press would have tied in
the Daddario speech, so full of information and llumina-
tion, with the McCone appointment, almost as a mat-
ter of course. Nothing of the kind happened. Dulles and
MecCone got all the publicity, Daddario received no at-
tention at all. His speech was long; perhaps that ac-
counts for it. Newspaper editors, much less TV and
radio commentators, have no time for such discourses,
no matter how much in the public interest.

The moral seems to be that an agency can survive
any number of failures, if only they are big enough,
and if the agency itself is sufficiently hypecrtrophicd.
The CIA particularly has been a government within
the government. It has overlapped or taken over the
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functions of other departments, and sometimes forced
them to act contrary to their own evaluations and judg-
ment. ... In the absence of surveillance by Congress,”
says Mr. Daddario, ¢ [the CIA] has become a rather
sprawling orgamzation.” What understatement! It s
no secret that many officials of the State Department
have long felt that Dulles’ CTA had its own diplo-
matic service and did its best to make forcign policy.
And often succeeded, as when it overthrew the Mossa-
degh government in Iran, the Arbenz government in
Guatemala, and Souvanna Phouma i Laos.

The prospects are that under McCuone the CIA will
not be compelled to mend ics ways. [t may even, in ac-
cordance with Parkinson’s law, expand its personnel
beyond the presently estimated total of 10,000, and
further inerease the traffic jam at its splendid new head-
quarters (the “lictle Pentagon™) ae Langley, Va. As for
the separation of its intelligence and “operational™ func-
tions — the Cuban fiasco was an example of rhe Tatter
— by all indications it will be in name only. According
to Robert S. Allen and Paul Scote (705 Angeles Times,
September 26), the President will shortly announce the
separation, but the two functions will still remain with-
in the CIA! Presumably, to implement this decision,
Mr. McCone will be equipped by the CTA%s own psy-
chiatrists with a dual personality.

The Penalties of Virtue

If Allen W. Dulles has been rewarded for what might
be ealled destructive ereativity, J. W. Fulbright can ex-
pecet only to be denigrated for his public service, and in-
deed that is happening, The ax is aut for Fulbright, and
he will be fortunate to hold his seat in the Senate.

In the eyes of the far Right, everything is wrong with
Fulbright. First, he is an intcllectual in the sense that
he thinks, and thinks in terms of facts, not clichés, and
in terms of the country’s wellare, not political ex-
pediency. Second, as onc reporter in Washington said,
Fulbright is “intellectually unterrified”; he has courage
as well as wisdam. Third, he does not believe in tutelage
by the military. Fourth, he is an internationalist in that
he believes the United States must pay attention to
world opinion. Fifth, he doubts that it is possible for
any nation, even his own, to be 100 per cent right 100
per eent of the time. Thus he has said, according to
the Associated Press, that Berlin was not all the faule
of the Russians. “The Americans contributed much to
this. . .. I do not want ta be sclf-righteous about it.”
There is some doubt as to the accuracy of the quota-
tion, but its import is unmistakable, Here is a2 man who,
in a matter affecting the interest or supposed interest
of his country, is unwilling to be self-righteous. A per-
sonality so constituted docs not go down well with the
John Birch and Barry Goldwater crowds.

Marguerite Higgins, the piquant and vivacious col-
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umutist of the New York Herald Tribune, takes Mr.
Fu]bngllt to task on Account of his statement about
Berlin. Tt tends, she says, “to diminish the degree of
!_’iglht on our side and thercfore contributes, however
ufiwittingly, to the demoralizing question: is the situa-
tion in Berlin really worth defending?” A *double psy-
‘ cfiologiml whammy,” Miss Higgins concludes. And he
has. donc it before, she asserts: in Laos, for instance.

ThL fact is that if Fulbright had bLLI] listened to for
th(. past eight years the United States would not be the
. frusrrated and inscecure countr) it is. The basic trouble
with Fulbright is that he is right in advance of the
E\'cnt, not after it, and this does not please the dema-
gogics who thrive on trouble and rancor. Fulbright
warned Eisenhower against the interference in Laos
which has put our whole position in Southcast Asia
in jeopardy. He warned Kennedy about Cuba. He has
mSlS,t;d that we stand by our own values. On the great
issuc of war or peace, he consistently exhibits the quali-
ties'.of the founders of the United States and applies
- them to instant situations. He deserves no merey, and
from the orators of the Right, he will most certainly
g gt any.

S}*rla. Revolt at the Top

The Eg)ptl.m cconomy which Nasser inherited frum
the Farouk regime embodied the worst aspects of :
c;iprm’rlst system plus the colonial legacy of dnhbu.mlv
fost(. od xconomlc dependency. Eighteen million fellahin

rew their support from an arable land basc of one-
thlrd‘ acre per capita of a{,rlcnltural population. Com-
,njcr;c, mdnstr), public services and banking were large-
y.m tfw hands of forcigners and recent emigrants from

' [:('m Mediterrancan, whose only local loyalty was

¢ ankroll. Tt was against such a background that
SQCA:Ung came to be viewed as the answer to accelerated
growﬁl, a more cquitable income distribution and in-
fer‘ﬁl "cnu.mon of capital rcquncmuus

Thls process began to tuke systematic form in 1956
an‘d saw 2 speed-up after the union with Syvia in Feb-
runry 1958 The qucstlon arose as to whether measures
dramcall; needed in Egypt should be applicd uniform-
b o Syrm with its relatively richer resources, greater
pro pcrlty .md an indigenous and encrgetic entrepre-

- iLast sprmg the decision to assume a EFGly massive
ile # the ccohomy of both regions was made. T was
“believed that economic planning would be impossible
otherwise, and that there would be a serious morale
problem should Egyptiuns be treated more strictly than
thir fcllow Syrian citizens. In July came the Presiden-
tu] deéree which nationalized all banks, insurance com-
_pnmcs and spuclfmd companics and organizations of a
al character”; stipuluted government control of

B maifmty ghare in nmcty—om, other major (.omp.ums,
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Limited individual capital pardcipation to a maximum
of $25,000; required 25 per cent of the profits of all
companies to go to workers in the form of bonuses and
social scrviees; Hmited remuneration for company ex-
ccutives and established a steeper progressive income
tax. Among the industries nationalized was the Kloma=
sivat, the Svrian Mitsubishi, with which some of the
present revolt's leaders were assaciated.

These deerees shook the Syrian elite profoundly but
they could do little so long as the Syrian, Licut. Col.
Scrraj, remained as Big Brother, But Serraj soon found
himsell shoved upstairs with a nominal vice presidency,
also with residence in Cairo. A power vacuum was creat-
ed and the al-Kuzbari group saw their chance. They
capitalized on many resentments but, as a conservative
force of the older order, embodicd only some of them.
This augurs il for the stability of the present regime.

It is now clear that Nasser promulgated the July
deerces for Syria before hie was politically strong enough
to implement them. e might have prevailed had be
not insisted on staffing the upper cchelons of the mil-
jtary and administrative corps with Egyptians, to the
irritation of Syrians. Perhaps he would have failed re-
gardless. Common language, religion and historical ex-
perience are deceptively superficial institutions on which
to build a unified nation,

In all likelihood, Arab nationalists will now split in-
to two groups — those who favor the gradualist ap-
proach to Arab unity through evolving economic and
political suprastructures and those who stand adamant
in advocating forcible union at one sweep through the
overthrow of dissenting governments, (Hitherto an Arab
nationalist was defined by the lutter scandard.) This
would be another — and perhaps the most serious —
division of an Arab world already splintered by personal
and group rivalrics,

HUAC’s Timing
On September 23-24, a “rally™ was held at the St
Nicholas Arena in New York to urge a reversal of the
Supreme Court’s decision of last Junce to compel mem-
bers of the Communist Party and its *fronts” to register
under the Internal Security Act. About 1,200 persons
attended. No one who read the Jine-up and the name,
“National Assembly for Democratic Rights,” and fol-
lowed the proceedings, could have had much doubt that
the Communist Party had had a hand, and probably a
diveeting hand, in the organization of this assembly.
The Nation, however, is not among those who are pre-
pared to damn it on that account. 7% Nation is of
course interested in who is behind a cause, but it s even
more interested in what is said and done and, above all,
in whether the savings and doings comport with the
Constitution of the United States,
The “National Assembly for Democratic Rights™ did
2
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