
THE SUNDAY STAR
WoaMoftoo, 0. C.. Stediy. Ay»l 3, 19Sf

THE WORLD LINEUP TODAY BETWEEN EAST AND WEST POWERS

\ I r W Jt>\ I _J J|m''|ft
c I \ y

ctV\ .

y, £Z3
./r , \ ) x I WT ® ¦A=sSW_ iwy w

\ v XI M[MB[f>s
. ißßwl

x. jpfrfrujxl*-GE . OV *K R
\ v‘i ytxv/ x HBSBESfi MgHßsßMwwgMßaMKSfiWaßgy »

x I ,

¦
*

" /\x \ 3wSL &>
yj *f• IXvXwXfcww uNtnsturi] ®S®sf/ . Z X jUjyPMSSwffiflWiKl KSraffISRjSmSnHHRNDSsSfiSQMSBSaBSHaBSSMBIHafiBP A

nv.<7 J.* CM^ n—iY wBEt.

y >». • - 3Jtaw 'is '/ZYWr- &•&
—*“• \9f VB< ft.™.™mu'um* co”* *"X_~ V ‘-.. • ~ V:<

* \Y<«- >¦•' \-\ v ’.v>'<-.S:’-;’:::."" /

IKT lumen »>««00.
¦w> niimrrnT WMAM. COIOWm X ,: : . •’••X'-’C ••"“yj '•_ JF&'•?>
IO TtEATY: United State, Cuba, Honduras Maxleo, V^A: !* -~

*’ •:* JF '«S.
Guatemala, El Salvador, Nicaragua, Hail), Dominican LZ _J •••••-¦ *

X 'i ~'y" f
•%*

Republic, Cotta Rica, Panama, Vtnezula, Ecuador, Co- V-:?:?? V
lumbla, Parv, Bolivia, Paraguay, Brazil, Chilo, Argentina, \ ?•• \ FIST 111 liif« X<XXu~r-r- VAFXu* f P||P| •¦S-NW WWW jcv-#’ J A

™ A
NOBTH ATLANTICTtEATYs United State, Canada, loa- W*fai II|(l|n ||T| IT IM (.£? ' ...? jT JT(

US5’- Fol,xld
<

Cl,cho -

Lwfli «* lUitatei rUvUrw. Ku»kflrl«oJ. Dflflfli-fir MIIRW WIIB II IR \ ) «lovbltio. Eart Gormony, Hungary, Rumonie,

WMt Gormany, Belgium, Uocombourg, Italy, Portugal, f IITWLKFDtt TIEITIESVOYYS 'J V?France, Greece, Turkey. | -jp- \ X V* USSR—RED CHINA Vrf> ’<>y.Y •":..£

ANZUS TREATYi United State, New Zealand, Aurtralie. KAMJK64I - VWOjSZ fc /•’ ’vXkX-X,:?X7
ami teSiOW/ EgfgSl COMIIIIIHIST BLOCK Y - • /

SEATO TREATYi United State, United Kingdom, France, Bn3?£Sypl 'X****Z
New Zealand, Auotralla, Thailand, Paklrtan, Philippine.. / '*00u *'r

™

> F X~ ’M

VFSxffi&Z*— amma.meate Ntw MAIANO F-Yy
BAGHDAD PACT: United Kingdom, Turkey, Poki.tan, Iron. MMUIKI

—Graphic by Howard Chapman Ww

S ;

A REPORT FROM ABROAD
¦III— ¦¦¦¦¦¦¦¦ / 0 111 0, ,

Israel Impressions:
Still Land of Promise

NATO, Successful Shield,
Must Prove Itself Again

THE STRENGTH OF OTHERS

Help We Can Expect
From NATO AlliesBy FRED THEROUX

Star Staff Writer

The 15 foreign ministers of the
nations comprising the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization, meet-
ing here on NATO’s 10th anniver-
sary, are under standably proud of
the organization’s accomplish-
ments. But it takes no clairvoy-
ance to predict that their real con-
cern is much less with what NATO
has done in the past decade as
with what it will do in the next.

“In this pact,” said President
Harry S. Truman on April 4,1949,
“we hope to create a shield against
aggression. For us, war is not
inevitable . . . if there is any-
thing certain today, if there is
anything inevitable in the future,
it is the willof the people of the
world for freedom and peace.”

President Eisenhower, in wel-
coming the foreign ministers and
the Secretary-General of NATO,
Paul-Henri Spaak, to Washington
last Thursday echoed Mr. Tru-
man’s words. He was able to
point to the success of NATO as a
shield against further aggression.

“Since NATO was formed there
has been no further Communist
advance in Europe, either by polit-
ical or military means. United in
purpose and sustained by our
moral, economic and military
power, the member nations begin
the second decade of their associa-
tion in NATO.”

NATO's Restraining Role
How much NATO has been

effective in stemming further
Communist expansion in Europe
is a question for the statesmen
and the military leaders to argue,
and they are by no means agreed
on the question. In one view, the
Atlantic alliance was not created
until after the Soviet Union had
swallowed about as much of cen-
tral and eastern Europe as could
be digested. In another, there
was a real and immediate danger
that Soviet intentions were, in
1949, to penetrate at least Italy
and France by political means,
and perhaps all of West Germany
and the Benelux countries by
military means at the first op-
portunity. In the latter view,
NATO was the factor that held
the eagerness of the Kremlin in
bounds.

To Americans, the existence of
NATO with direct United States
participation symbolizes a radical

departure from tradition. It was
significant that the last real bar-
rier to American adherence to
peacetime military alliances was
removed when the Senate, in 1948,
approved the “Vandenberg Reso-
lution,” sponsored by the Michi-
gan Senator whose name had pre-
viously become almost synonymous
with the term “isolationist.” In
that resolution, the Senate urged
“the association of the United
States, by constitutional process,
with regional and other collective
arrangements for individual and
collective self-defense.”

The curtain-raiser to the organ-
ization of a collective Western de-
fense against the possibility of fur-
ther Soviet expansionism was the
address of Winston Churchill at
Fulton, Missouri, in 1946. The
doughty British wartime leader
coined a phrase at Fulton—“an
Iron Curtain has descended across
the continent of Europe from the
Baltic to the Adriatic.” At the
time, Mr. Churchill was soundly
rapped as a warmonger and a re-
calcitrant, not only by Commu-
nists, by others as well who
clung to the wartime hope that
a brave new world was to result
from the World War II collabora-
tion of the Soviet Union and the
Western democracies.

Soviet 'Security'
But the facts of life in Europe

were too strong to be ignored by
the most optimistic of Westerners.
One by one, the nations liberated
from the Nazi yoke were taken
over, by one means or another,
for the Soviet empire’s planned
security. Mr. Churchill spoke in
1946; by the end of 1947 Poland,
Hungary and Bulgaria were under
Communist government backed by
the Soviet armed forces. Romania
and Czechoslovakia followed in
1948. Greece was fighting hard
against armed Communist insur-
rection; Turkey was uneasy in
the face of open threats from
Moscow.

NATO began its task with high
principle, noble intentions, and
meager strength. There were at
hand, when Gen. Dwight D. Ei-
senhower went to Paris to take
supreme command of the NATO
armed forces, just 20 under-
strength army divisions, under
1,000 combat planes, about 20 air
bases in widely varying condi-
tions of combat readiness, and a
naval force of 400 ships. This

against an actual Soviet strength
in Europe of 176 fully equipped
divisions, some 20,000 fighting
aircraft, and all the resources of
the Soviet Union plus those of the
satellites.

Today NATO's effectiveness is
roughly quintupled. There are
available 100 divisions—not all on
active duty—and 9,000 modern
aircraft operating from 150 bases
equipped for jet operations. The
combined naval command.
SACLANT, comprises more than
1,000 warships. There are bases
being constructed right now for
intermediate range ballistic mis-
siles, and arrangements have been
made to equip them with nuclear
warheads, to be held under strict
control of United States authority.

Target in Cold War
To the Soviet Union, NATO

remains probably the most im-
portant single target in the diplo-
matic give-and-take of the cold
war. Before the signing of the
Atlantic treaty 10 years ago, the
Kremlin protested that NATO was
an aggressive alliance in violation
of the United Nations Charter.
Ever since, without fail, the Soviet
Union has referred to NATO as a
military alliance aimed at attack
on the “Socialist camp.” This
despite the still-immense gap be-
tween NATO’s military potential
and that available to Moscow, a
gap that has been somewhat nar-
rowed since 1949 but which is still
immensely wide.

But NATO has served its pur-
pose, the Foreign Ministers meet-
ing on its anniversary agree. They
hesitate for the most part to pre-
dict the future of the alliance,
explaining in general that too
much depends on Soviet intentions
and especially on the nature of
Moscow’s expressed desire for
European security.

“Disengagement,” the mutual
withdrawal of armed forces from
a predetermined zone in Europe,
would mean the end of NATO’s
effectiveness under current condi-
tions, most of them suggest. Even
the Soviet willingness to abandon
the Communist counterpart to
NATO, the Warsaw Pact, would
not compensate the West for the
loss of NATO’s deterrent power.

In NATO’s view, serious nego-
tiations for lasting peace with the
Soviet Union can begin only when
Moscow abandons the policies that
brought NATO into being.

¦y WILLIAMR. FRYE
, Contributing Writer

TIBERIAS, Israel.—Hert on the
z -Shores of the Sea of Galilee—-

surely one of the most beautiful
lakes in the world—a visitor to
Israel can stop and take stock of
his impressions.

Perhaps the most vivid single
impression to be gained from
traveling the length and breadth
of this land is of the nearness, the
imminence, the continuity of his*
tory.

Everything conspires to wipe
away time. Look north. There on
a graceful hilltop just an arm’s
reach away is the spot where Jesus
delivered the Sermon on the
Mount.

Beyond the next village is
Capernaum, where the Master
said to the man with the withered
hand, “Stretch forth thy hand”;
to the centurion whose servant
was sick, “Go thy way; and as
thou hast believed, so be it done
unto thee”; and to Jarius’ daugh-
ter, who was dead. "Damsel, I
say unto thee, arise.”

Look south and a bit west.
From a far comer of that moun-
tain range Moses looked down on
the Promised Land. He had jour-
neyed 40 years to find that land,
but was destined never to enter it.

History Toward the South
Turn the pages of history: look

south and west. There where the
hills of Galilee are veiled in a blue
haze is the mountain pass through
which Salah al-Din (Saladin)

marched in 1187 on his way to
the Battle of Hittin, driving the
Crusaders out of the Holy Land.

On the other side of that pass,
in Jordan, the Arabs today point
to it with pride and say they, too,
will drive the “invader” from
Palestine, even if it takes them
100 years. (The Crusaders ruled
the Holy land 88 years, from 1099
to 1187.)

But on this side of the moun-
tain there is no reason to believe
the modem Caliphs of Cairo,
Baghdad, or Amman can repeat
the triumph of their 12th century
forebear. The analogy of Moses
seems more apt than that> of
Salah al-Din.

Perhaps this is the second most
vivid impression to be gained from
a visit to this dynamic new coun-
try. Israel is here to stay. The
Arabs are miscalculating badly if
they tbMjk time is on their side.

As a Tourist Attraction
Here are still other Impressions:

• American tourists, Christian as
well as Jewish, are missing an ex-
cellent bet if they fail to include
Israel in their plans. It is a fas-
cinating, inspiring, often beautiful
land with excellent provision for
visitors.
• Given a breakthrough in any
one of several fields—atomic en-
ergy, the desalinization of water,

the harnessing of solar energy, or
oil prospecting, for example—
Israel could quickly become one
of the world’s most advanced
countries.
• The atmosphere in Israel is
that of a pioneer community,
fighting against obstacles to hew
a good life out of the wilderness.
From this struggle comes an atti-
tude which an Israeli friend de-
scribed as follows:

“For centuries people have been
pushing us around. Now we don’t
mind if others get pushed around
a little. We’ll mellow—give us a
little time.”

The tourist in Israel has a wide
ehoiee of diversions.

If he wants to relax on the
beach there are long, white
stretches north of Tel Aviv, with
modem resort hotels and swim-
ming weather which begins in late
April and extends nearly until
Christmas.

If the visitor is interested in
archaeology there is a fabulous

wealth of treasure. At Har Me-
giddo (Armageddon), for exam-
ple, digging has uncovered no
fewer than 20 different strata of
settlement, going back at least
to the Pharaoh Thutmose 111,
founder of the Egyptian empire
in Asia (1468 B. C.) and probably
a lot farther.

Magnificent Scenery
If one is looking for scenery

there is the magnificent Haifa
Bay, seen best from Mount Car-
mel—a view reminiscent of San
Francisco and Rio de Janeiro..
There is Jerusalem, with the sur-
rounding hills of Judea, where
even the earth seems to reflect the
tortured convolutions of history.

And above all there is Galilee—-
tranquil, picturesque, and steeped
in memories.

No student of the Bible should
fail to visit Oalilee at least once
in a lifetime. Here is Nazareth,
seemingly little changed by the
passage of time. Here is “Cana of
Galilee,” where the Master turned
water into wine; Nain, where He
raised the widow’s only son, and
Bethsaida, where—at least ac-
cording to some authorities—the
feeding of the multitude with five
loaves and two Ashes took place.

Wherever one turns there is
inspiration in this beautiful corner
of the world. Simply to sit quietly
on the Mount of Beatitudes, where
the Sermon on the Mount was
delivered, and look out over this
deep blue lake, completely sur-
rounded by hills, or to reread here
that magnificent Sermon, is worth
the long journey.

Surely it cannot be ordained,
you think, that this tranquil land,
with its shepherds and its fisher-
men much as they were 2,000 years
ago, should be the scene of con-
stantly recurring bloodshed. The
very idea seems blasphemous.

“Ye have heard that it hath
been said. Thou shalt love thy
neighbor, and hate thine enemy.

“But I say unto you, Love your
enemies, bless them that curse
you, do good to them that hate
you, and pray for them which
despitefully use you, and perse-
cute you.”

These were the words of the
Master. One cannot but pray that
they were a prophecy as well as an
admonition—and that the proph-
ecy will soon be fulfilled here.

By L. EDGAR PRINA
Star Staff Writer

In considering the enormity of
the Soviet military threat,'many
Americans seek an answer to it
only in our own retaliatory forces.

They consider the powerful long-
range bombers of the Strategic
Air Command, the planes of the
Navy’s fast carrier task forces,
combat-ready Marines and Army
units and the expanding arsenal
of ballistic missiles.

And they feel pretty good about
it despite the warnings by gloomy
critics of a future Soviet advan-
tage in numbers of operating
ICBMs.

But, doubtless, they would feel
more reassured if they thought
about the growing military
strength of our North Atlantic
Treaty Organization allies. We
are not alone. Indeed, if the
Soviet Union should attack the
West it is not at all unlikely that
a British Bomber Command air-
craft would deliver the first stra-
tegic retaliatory blow.

NATO is now celebrating its
10th anniversary. And, while the
early ambitious plans for its
Sword and Shield forces have
been set aside (mostly for eco-
nomic reasons), the alliance boasts
formidable military power.

Without counting in any Ameri-
can units at home or abroad,
NATO shows these strength esti-
mates:

Ground forces of 2.2 million
men. Combat aircraft, 9,200. Na-
val vessels, more than 1,500.

Germans Counted, Too
AU these totals will be aug-

mented by additional West Ger-
man contributions. They will still
be below those of the USSR in
each category, but they are sub-
stantial forces and are growing
in effectiveness as newer and
more powerful weapons roll out
of the laboratories and off the
production lines.

Os our 13 NATO partners who
maintain armed forces < Iceland
does not), the Big Three are, or
soon will be. Great Britain, France
and West Germany.

Britain, of course, is the world's
third nuclear power. It is produc-
ing both atomic and hydrogen
weapons at an increasing rate.
It is rushing development of an
advanced liquid-fuel, 2,500-mile
ballistic missile, the Blue Streak,
which will be launched from un-
derground bases for strikes deep
inside the USSR. Meanwhile, it
has been getting American-made
Thor IRBMs.

Many other new missiles for a
variety of purposes are in opera-
tion or under development by the
British—weapons with such names
as Seaslug, Sea Cat. Firestreak,
Bloodhound, Thunderbird and
Blue Steel, a 400-mile air-to-sur-
face "stand-off" rocket which
could be fired from a bomber
outside the most heavily defended
enemy areas.
High-Flying Bombers

Two new RAF jet bombers, Vul-
can and Victor, can fly higher and
as fast as any known operational
bombers in the world today. And
RAF crews are the near-equals of
America's SAC units in skill and
state-of-training.

The Royal Navy, cut down
sharply by austerity budgets in
the post-war years, is being
modernized.

The Fleet Air Arm is receiving
deliveries of the new Scimitar
fighter - bomber; the advanced
Sea Vixen fighter becomes opera-
tional next year and the N.A. 39, a
high-speed-at-low-level aircraft
well suited to limited war situa-
tions, will be produced. The Brit-
ish have six aircraft carriers.

In addition, two new Porpoise
class submarines will be commis-
sioned this year and plans for
construction of the nuclear-
powered sub. Dreadnought, are
proceeding. The first of three
Tiger class cruisers will join the
fleet this spring.

Britain’s Army, due to drop to a
strength of 303,000 by April 1, ia
being refitted with a new family
of small weapons, vehicles and
other equipment.

Under its five-year plan an-
nounced in 1957, Britain will end
National Service (conscription) in
1962. By that time it is hoped
that each of the services will be
an all-regular force, able to main-
tain its manpower strength
through voluntary enlistments.

One of the key contributions
the British people make as an
ally is their unshakeable spirit in
the face of adversity.

Under the leadership of Gen.
de Gaulle, France appears des-
tined to become a more important
military power. He is determined
to make his country “a member
of the atomic club” and doubtless
will. France is the principal sup-
ply base for NATO forces and
through it run the vital military
fuel pipelines.

Although the bulk of it still is
tied down in Algeria, the French
army of 700,000 men is the largest
in NATO, outside the United
States. Most of the heavy equip-
ment of the 400,000 combat-
experienced French troops in Al-
geria remains in Fiance and the
French say that in the event of
war in Europe they can speed
these forces back home.

On the missile front, the French
have developed the outstanding
SS-10 and SS-11 anti-tank rockets
which the United States and other
NATO countries are planning to
purchase. The SS-10 helped the
Israeli army in its blitz of Egyp-
tian armor during the Sinai cam-
paign in 1956. The French also
are developing air-to-air rockets
but have no program for ballistic
weapons of their own.

The French Fleet
The French fleet, the command

of which Gen. De Gaulle wants
to retain for France, is undergoing
a steady build up. Admiral Jerauld
Wright, NATO naval commander
for the Atlantic, calls it a very
effective force. Two new carriers,
Foch and Clemenceau, are under
construction.

Prosperous, technically advanced
West Germany is the NATO nation
with perhaps the greatest military
potential. After a popular reluc-
tance to build new armed forces,
a psychological reaction to World
War n, the Germans are moving
along on land, sea and air.

The main German contribution
to NATO is to belll2 1 Army divisions
and 60 air squadrons. Seven of
these divisions albeit under-
strength already have been
turned over. Five more are ex-
pected to be ready within the next
few years. The divisions actually
are going to be reorganized into
armored and motorized infantry
brigades of 3.000-4,000 men. The
Bonn Air Force will be made up
of fighter-bomber, reconnaissance
and transport wings.

Within the last month or so,
the Germans announced that they
would build, under licensing ar-
rangements, 200 Lockheed F-104
all-weather fighters and more
than 100 Italian Fiat G-91 close-
support fighter-bombers.

The fledgling German Navy
has as its key missions anti-sub-
marine and anti-mine defense in
the Baltic Sea.

Just last week, NATO military
power got another boost when
Italy agreed to base American
intermediate-range ballistic mis-
siles (probably two squadrons of
the Army-developed Jupiter) on
her soil. Many targets in South-
ern Russia will be within range
of these 1.500-mile hydrogen-
tipned rockets.

Turkey, whose tough 400. Ott-
oman Army is NATO's anchor in
the Middle East, is expected to
be the next country to take Amer-
ican IRBMs. probably one squad-
ron of Jupiters.

A Decade of NATO Makes Our Task Easier
In the Berlin Crisis, Gen. Norstad Believes
By GEN. LAURIS NORSTAD

On April 4 the North Atlantic Al-
liance celebrates the 10th anniver-
sary of the signing of the original
Treaty in Washington. This proud
occasion affords an opportunity
to look back at the very consider-
able past achievements of 10
anxious years, and forward to
future needs and hazards It is
no time to put up a “mission ac-
complished” sign; it is a time for
all of us to face with a sharp
awareness the challenges of a
divided world.

One clear fact emerges from a
look at the decade just past:
NATO has been a success. Peace
has been preserved in Western
Europe. No aggressor has been so
foolhardy as to put to test the
mechanism of defense and of re-
taliation that NATO represents.
No major conflict has been at-
tempted. No limited or peripheral
war of the type whicn has flared
in other parts of the world has
been risked by the Soviet against
the nations of the Nonh Atlantic
Alliance.

In short, the high resolve stated
by the signatories in the Preamble
to the Treaty—“to unite their
efforts for collective defense and

Editor’s Note: The first Berlin crisis
exploded 10 years ago and Western
Europe lay under the shadow of war.
Today the West is faced with a new
Berlin crisis, but it is now stronger
by 10 years of solid co-operation.
NATO's mission continues. Gen.
Lauris Norstad, Supreme Allied
Commander, Europe, explains why
and how in this article, reprinted
from Western World Magazine by
permission.

for the preservation of peace and
security”—has thus far been ful-
filled.

Ten years ago. you will recall,
the danger from the East was both
clear and present. Czechoslovakia
had disappeared behind the Iron
Curtain. The ruthless blockade
against the proud and resolute
people of West Berlin was in full
force. In Greece, a Communist-
inspired guerilla war had for years
paralyzed that friendly country.

For many the question was not
whether the Soviets would risk a
war in Wmtern Europe but when
they would do so.

Thus NATO came into being
against a backdrop of violence and

danger—to become a great posi-
tive force for peace.

Since its rather frail beginnings,
NATO has greatly changed. The
original 12 nations have become
15. In 1951, when the Supreme
Headquarters of Allied Command
Europe—SHAPE—was first organ-
ized. our forces were weak and
inadequate: they are now to be
reckoned with. The strength of
our allied armies has more than
doubled. Our fleet and naval fa-
cilities have kept pace. The num-
ber of available aircraft has been
multiplied many times and the
types have been vastly improved.
In this connection it is of interest
that we have developed our own
plane, the NATO lightweight tac-
tical strike fighter, to meet certain
special needs. The NATO con-
struction program, to which each
nation contributes, has developed
facilities of the greatest signif-
icance to the defense pattern.
NATO airfields have been in-
creased more than tenfold. Today
there is a petroleum distribution
system which Includes many thou-
sands of kilometer* off under-
ground pipelines as well as several
hundred thousand cubic meters of
underground storage capacity.

This program further has pro-
vided a communication system
which is capable of establishing
contact with subordinate com-
mands in a matter of seconds, a
system that includes approxi-
mately ten thousand kilometers
of underground communications
cable. Our once-fragmentary ra-
dar warning net now stretches
from the northern tip of Norway
to Turkey’s eastern frontier, and,
as a result of an international
program internationally financed,
is being equipped with the most
modern electronic devices.

The forces of NATO have oeen
built by the combined effort of all
of the member nations of NATO.
Each member has played its part

in what the fifteen have together
accomplished.

A Valid Strategy
In furtherance of the principles

set forth in its founding treaty,
NATO strategy has as its first
mission the prevention of war. A
second purpose is to defend the
peoples and territories of NATO
In case they are attacked. It has
always been clear beyond question

Continued on Page B-4
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