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Communist Outrages Against Jews Exposed
f PLAIN TALK

BY ALFRED SEGAL

SMART MAMMY YOKUM
The Anti-Defamation League of

B'nai B'rith sends me a comic
book which contains a report on
an incident in the community of
Dogpatch.

If you are a regular reader of
comics in the daily press you
know that Dogpatch is the home-
town of L’ilAbner. Dogpatch was
founded by the artist A1 Capp
who not only does • comic strips
but also philosophy.

Well, reporting this incident out
of Dogpatch, Mr. Capp informs
me that all of a sudden the Dog-
patchers discovered that a group
of different-looking people had
moved in among them. To make
it short: They had square-shaped
eyes, whereas every one in Dog-
patch always had had only oval-
shaped eyes; like you and me.
that is.

Square-eyed ones just didn’t
seem to fit into an oval-eyed com-
munity like Dogpatch and a lot of
the Dogpatchers got up to protest
against having them around. Yes,
that’s the way it is: In Dogpatch
they had no use for square-eyed
people, just as in other places
citizens don’t like neighbors who
aren’t of the same religion as
theirs, or the same race, color or
nationality.

Some Dogpatchers who at first
didn't realize haw square-eyed
the new neighbors thought
they should welcome in the
friendly way that's owiiijjp to new
neighbors. They went to call on
them, bringing baskets of food
along. But when they saw their
square-eyes, they ran angrily
away, shouting. "Those no-goods
with square eyes!"

One of the Dogpatch girls ... a
most attractive one, as Mr. Capp

describes her in his picture . . .

thought to show special kindness
by carrying a big, fat pig to the

house of the square-eyed neigh-
bors. But when Moonbeam Mc-
Swine (that was the girl’s name)

came to their door and saw how
square-eyed they were, she ran
off, shouting, “Ah wouldn’t force
even a hawg to associate wif
them.”

Another Dogpalcher said:
"Them square-eyed feends is
makin' our commooniiy unfit to

live in!" Others got together in a
meeting, shouted, "Let's get a
mob together . . . Run 'em ouia
town!"

So stirred up was all Dogpatch
... all but ol’ Mammy Yokum,

who is Li’l Abner’s ma. She was
the one who just couldn’t see how
square-eyed people were essen-
tialy different from the regular

oval-eyed ones of Dogpatch. She
challenged the displeasure of all
Dogpatch by going on a visit with

one*of the square-eyed families.
(Continued on Page 10)

NATIONAL LEADERSHIP MOBILIZATION OCTOBER 22 TO PLAN
1956-57 COMBINED CAMPAIGN FOR AMERICAN REFORM JUDAISM

An unprecedented mobilization conference of
the lay and rabbinical leadership of American
Reform Judaism will be held at the Hotel Plaza
in New York City on October 22 to plan and
inaugurate the 1956-57 Combined Campaign
for American Reform Judaism. The National
Leadership Mobilization—the first meeting of its
kind in the annals of Reform Judaism in this
country will mark the formal installation of
A. B. Polinsky, of Duluth, Minn., as General
Chairman of the Combined Campaign, Marvin

J. Silberman, of New York, as Associate Chair-
man, and Irving S. Schneider, of New York, as
Executive Vice-Chairman. The Combined Cam-
paign is the national fund-raising arm of the
Union of American Hebrew Congregations, na-
tional service and parent body of 534 Reform
congregations in the United States, and the
Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of Re-
ligion, oldest and largest Jewish theological col-
lege in the country.

Dulles Wants Suez for AllExcept Israel
BY MILTON FRIEDMAN

(Copyright. 1956, Jewish Telegraphic Agency, Inc.)

—WASHINGTON

I

Is Secretary of State Dulles
avoiding defense of Israel’s ship-
ping rights in the Suez Canal
issue? Some insiders feel he is
mindful of Israel’s interests. But
others think not.

A charge has been made that
Dulles, despite pro-Israel public
statements, really thinks it ex-
pedient to demand Suez rights
for all nations “except Israel.”
It is alleged that he feels it un-

wise for the West to identify with Israel at this
juncture of the Suez controversy. He is said to fear
that active Western support of Israel might rally
all Arab states more solidly behind Egypt than
may now be the case. His thinking, it is charged,

is that Col. Nasser might compromise to some de-
gree on the canal but would never dd so if it in-
volved conceding some shipping rights to Israel.

The Christian Science Monitor has raised a
question of whether Israel is excepted from those
nations whose maritime rights are being demand-
ed. “The exception recognized tacitly, if not ex-
plicitly,”said the newspaper, “is that Egypt will
not be compelled to open the canal to'the ships of
... Israel. This exception was granted by inaction
on the part of the great powers even before the
seizure of the canal when Egypt did close the
canal to Israeli ships and there was no effective,
or even audible, protest from London, Paris, or
Washington.” ,

\

Dulles’ supporters insist that he has not been
silent on the Suez anti-Israel blockade. On August

28 he told the press that it was pointed out at the
London conference that “Egypt is in defiance of a

decision by the Security Council of the U. N. . . .

that under the terms of the Treaty of 1888, that
Israel shipping was entitled to go through and
that Egypt was not entitled to bar it ...

”

At a subsequent press conference, on Septem-
ber 26, Dulles was asked for the U. S. view of Is-
rael’s right to join a projected canal “users’ asso-
ciation.” He said it was “irrelevant” whether Israel
become a member because the association’s facili-
ties would theoretically be available to Israel even
if she did not belong. He did not think Israel’s
interests would be prejudiced by being refused
membership.

In explaining why Israel could not join, Dulles
pointed out that the Jewish State might not meet
membership qualifications provisionally adopted.
These require participating nations to have had a
specified volume of previous commerce through
Suez. (Since Israel was barred by Egypt from
canal usage she was unable to ship via that route.)

Dulles was asked about the 70 tankers and
cargo ships, including some flying U. S. flag, that
have been blacklisted by Egypt for trading with
Israel. He failed to take a strong stand, rejected
any notion that we “shoot our way through,” and
hoped for some eventual solution.

Even while the current crisis was developing
and Nasser was proclaiming his innocence of any
thought of interfering with transit, a Greek ship
was detained by Egypt. It was bound from Haifa
to the Israel port of Eilat on the Gulf of Akaba.

Since Israel’s creation in May, 1948, Egypt has
maintained the Suez blockade against her in direct
violation of the 1888 agreement, in disregard of
the Egyptian-Israel armistice; of a 1951 United
Nations Security Council resolution, and of the
reaffirming votes of eight members of the Secur-
ity Council in 1954. But the Western powers did

(Continued on Pago 4)

Reds Manipulate Truth
For Their Own End

The Kremlin today is attempt-
ing to suppress or minimize re-
ports of crimes against Jews de-
spite Communist confessions last
April of anti-Semitism behind the
Iron. Curtain, the American Jew-
ish Committee charged this week.
The Committee referred to state-
ments by I. F. Ilyichev, Soviet
Foreign Ministry press chief,
which characterized as "slander-
ous and anti-Soviet" reports in
the Polish Communist Party
newspaper, "Folks-Shtimme," of
the disappearance and death of
many leading Soviet Jewish
writers and artists and dissolution
of the Jewish Anti-Fascist Com-
mittee in Russia.

In a study analyzing two de-
cades of Soviet anti-Semitism, the
American Jewish Committee
warns:

"By acknowledging part of their
criminal record, the Communists
now seek to create the impression
that the damage done to Jews is
somehow repaired and that there

.will be no repetition of past
tragedies."

Charging that the Communists
(“manipulate the truth for their
own end,” the AJC study stresses
that “Communist confessions can-
not be interpreted as evidence of
significant change in Soviet’s of-
ficial policy toward ethnic
groups.” The Study adds:

"Neither partial confessions nor
promises of better behavior augur
well for the future. For despite a
few small conciliatory * gestures
Stalin's successors have not re-
vised his policy toward ethnic and
religious groups. There has been
no official repudiation of anti-
Jewish measures, no rehabilita-
tion of Jewish leadership and in-
stitutions."

The AJC study cites five major
periods of Soviet anti-Semitic on-
slaughts as: 1. Jewish victims of
the great 1936-1938 purge; 2. de-
struction of Jewish cultural life;
3. purge of Jewish writers and
leaders in 1948; 4. anti-Semitism
in the Slansky trial; 5. the Mos-
cow Doctors’ plot,

In analysing Soviet anti-Semit-
ism, the AJC study outlined first
the actual facts of each major sit-
uation. the Communist denial at
the time and the subsequent ad-
mission in 1956. Here are the five
anti-Semitic situations to which
this analysis applies:

1. Jewish victims of the great
purge of 1936-1938. The facts:
“The trial and the purge directly
affected a large number of
Jewish party people especially
those to whom the party had en-
trusted the supervision of Jewish
affairs. An entire generation of
Jewish political leaders was liq-
uidated or else vanished from

(Continued on Page 5)


