
EXCURSUS 1 
Jonathan Bingham on 
FREEZING THE ARMS RACE 

"People in the long run are going to do more to promote 
peace than are governments. Indeed, I think that people 
want peace so much that one of these days governments 
had better get out of their way and let them have it." 

Thus spoke President Eisenhower in 1959. 
Today, almost a quarter-century later, the American 

people are on the "warpath" for peace. According to a 
mid-March Los Angeles TimeslCable News Network poll, 
although 55 per cent found the subject of nuclear war so 

' depressing that they did not want to think about it, 57 per 
cent (vs. 37 per cent) have thought enough about it to want 
a nuclear weapons freeze. Newsweek found 60 per cent of 
those polled favoring a freeze, 29 per cent against. 

The freeze campaign was organized last year around 
Ihe simple proposition that the US. and USSR should 
adopt a mutual and verifiable freeze on testing, production, 
and deployment of nuclear weapons, plus the missiles and 
aircraft that carry them. This first step would be followed by 
a negotiated reduction in both powers' nuclear arsenals. 

The freeze idea cuts through the miasma of arms control 
complexities that so easily befuddle experts as well as 

..- laypersons. Organizations and prominent individuals from 
around the nation began to endorse the freeze-labor 
unions, churches and synagogues, and highly knowl- 
edgeable people, such as former CIA Director William 
Colby, former arms control negotiator Gerard Smith. and 
that great expert on the Soviet Union, W. Averell Harriman. 

In January of this year I was approached by leaders of 
five or six organizations in my Bronx congressional district 
asking me to support the freeze. I agreed enthusiastically. 
There are now twenty thousand individuals collecting peti- 
tion signatures to force the proposal onto local ballots all 

over the country. In the capital I joined with Representa- 
tives Michael Lowry (D-Wash.), Ed Markey (D-Mass.), 
Silvio Conte (R-Mass.), Tom Tauke (R-Iowa), and Edwin 
Forsythe (R-N.J.) in drafting a resolution to put before the 
Congress. . Shorlly thereafter, Senators Edward Kennedy 
(D-Mass.), Mark Hatfield (R-Ore.), Lowell Weicker (R- 
Conn.). Alan Cranston (D-Cal.), Claiborne Pel1 (D-R.I.), and 
Paul Tsongas (D-Mass.) offered a not-too-different version. 
We all combined on the same,resolution, which was in- 
troduced in the Senate on March 10 and in the House the 
next day. There are now 22 supporters in the Senate and 
151 in the House, with more to come. 

How did an idea that has been around in different forms 
for twenty-odd years suddenly begin to move? Ironically, I 
think the Reagan administration helped gel i t  started by 
frightening people. This fear is caused in part by loose talk 
about the need for plans lo fight and "win" a nuclear war, 
together with demands for the largest nuclear buildup in 
history, and in part by the administration's insensitivity to 
the real meaning of nuclear holocaust. Edwin Meese, 
White House counselor, characterizes it as "something 
that may be undesirable." 

To offset such complacency, Physicians for Social Re- 
sponsibility, with ten thousand members and growing fast, 
has held seventeen symposia around the country to ex- 
plain in factual detail why nuclear war would be the ulti- 
mate medical catastrophe: Not only would its survivors 
envy the dead, but the health-care system would be unable 
to count, much less comfort, those afflicted by injuries 
which would later claim their lives. And Jonathan Schell 
wrote a now-famous three-part series in The New Yorker 
showing that humankind, even all life, might be obliterated 
by a full-scale nuclear exchange and its subsequent 
effects. 

The freeze idea is based on the conviction that there is 
now rough parity in nuclear destructive power. Our 9,000 
warheadsversus the Russians' 7,000 provide such overkill 
capacity (the equivalent in explosive power of a million 
Hiroshima bombs) that, as Dr. Henry Kendall of MIT says, 



"The targeters would run out of targets and victims long 
before they ran out of bombs." Yet the Pentagon war plan- 
ners-who, after all, are paid to envision the worst of all 
possible contingencies-have focused on a possible Rus- 
sian first strike that might cripple our ability to strike back. 
The Pentagon therefore proposes a staggering increase in 
spending on a new generation of some 17,000 nuclear 
warheads, together with the missiles and bombers to de- 
liver them, which would threaten the Russians with the 
same first strike we fear. 

As George Ball, former under secretary of state and 
erstwhile cold warrior, said in his March 22 testimony in 
favor of the freeze, it is time for Americans to reject "the 
contention that we dare negotiate only from what the 
nuclear pundits call 'strength'-which serves as an excuse 
for not negotiating at all." 

Some critics of the freeze contend that there is no freeze 
campaign going on in the USSR, so a halt in the arms race 
will never mutually be agreed to. But Secretary Brezhnev's 
doctor has been permitted to report in detail on nationwide 
Soviet television how catastrophic a nuclear exchange 
would be, and Brezhnev himself has been asking for a 
variety of freezes. 

If this is just rhetoric and bluff on his part, I think we 
should call him on it and regain the propaganda advan- 
tage, which would be useful to us, especially in regard to 
some of our NATO partners. If it is not a bluff, we should 
negotiate with him about it. It seems to me that the Reagan 
administration's knee-jerk and complete rejection of the 
freeze proposal is a serious mistake. In no way does the 
freeze undermine the administration's approach to the 
START talks-the successor, it is hoped, to the unratified 
SALT II treaty. The freeze proposal is not in the form of a bill 
to be enacted into law; it is merely an advisory, sense-of- 
Congress resolution. And it does not call for an immediate 
freeze. It calls for negotiations on the best way to arrive at a 
verifiable freeze. 

In April there will be hearings in the Congress on the 
freeze proposal. Now is the time for the voice of the people 
to be heard. It is one of the great things about a democracy 
that its leaders can be persuaded to change their minds 
when voters care deeply enough about an issue to do just 
what the people of the United States are doing now: work- 
ing together to reduce the peril of nuclear war. 

Jonathan Bingham of New York is a Member of the U.S. 
House of Representatives. 

EXCURSUS 2 
Vladimir Solovyov on 
THE RISING THREAT TO SOVIET JEWRY 

A hundred years ago one of Emperor Alexander Ill's 
closest advisors, High Procurator of the Holy Synod Kon- 
stantin Pobedonostsev, predicted that "the Jewish ques- 
tion" in Russia would soon be solved: a third of the Jews 
would leave Russia, a third would die out, and a third 
would be assimilated. All of these processes have been re- 
alized, but not in the proportions predicted by the Russian 
obscurantist. After the defeat of Hitler and the death of 
Stalin, Russian Jews ceased to be destroyed physically. 
Assimilation, which before the October Revolution was a 
process a Jew himself could initiate (it then suf- 
ficed simply to convert to Christianity), in Soviet times is 
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blocked by the requirement that one's "nationality" be 
shown on passports and questionnaires. Finally, Jewish 
emigration, which only recently was a mighty flow by Soviet 
standards, has been reduced to a rivulet that may dry up 
completely at any moment. In recent months the number of 
Jews arriving in Vienna has averaged several hundred per 
month compared to, say, 1979, when 51,000 emigrated 
from Russia. Everything indicates that the Soviet 
authorities are stopping Jewish emigration. 

The cut-off is more alarming than might appear at first 
glance, since the Soviets view "the Jewish question" as 
one of the country's most acute problems, along with 
chronically poor harvests, demographic problems, 
alcoholism, the fear of China, and military rivalry with the 
United States. If emigration is halted and assimilation is 
impossible, who knows where the constantly growing anti- 
Semitism may lead. 

A former associate of mine in the Soviet Union has just 
sent me a book by Ivan Artamonov published in Minsk. 
Titled The Weapon of the Doomed, i t  contains "discov- 
eries" that never would have seen print a few years ago. 
Does the reader know, for ,example, that the Zionists 
welcomed Hitler's advent to power and used the services 
of the Gestapo, the S.S., the S.D., and the Abwehn That 
Admiral Wilhelm Canaris, chief of the Wehrmacht's coun- 
terintelligence service, sent Jewish spies into the countries 
of the anti-Hitler coalition? That Adolf Eichmann knew 
Hebrew and Yiddish and was close to the Zionists? That 
the Dutch millionaire art collector Peter Nikolas Menten, 
now serving a prison term for his part .in a mass shooting 
of Jews near Lvov, was a Zionist Hitlerite? That the trag- 
edy of Babi Yar near Kiev, where seventy thousand Ukrai- 
nian Jews were destroyed, was an embodiment not only of 
the cannibalism of the Hitlerites but of the indelible dis- 
grace of their accomplices and followers among the 
Zionists? That one of the latter, Menachem Begin, con- 
siders Hitler and Mussolini his idols and resembles them? 

Begin is only one example among many. The 
newspaper Komsomolskaya Pravda pedantically counts 
how many Jews, half-Jews, and converts are in the Ameri- 
can government. A special book, Alien Voices on the Air. 
published recently, relates how the Jews have taken over 
radio, television, and the newspapers in the U.S. Even 
Pionerskaya Pravda. a newspaper for children, warns its 
young readers that funds from the sale of Levi jeans are 
used in the subversive activities of the Zionists. The list of 
such publications goes on. ' ' 

A certain restraining influence is exercised by the 
Kremlin gerontocrats, one of whom-Brezhnev-is mar- 
ried to a Jew. (Today a mixed marriage would block even 
the most modest Party career.) But these men won't live 
forever, and chauvinism and anti-Semitism are on the rise 
among the Party elite. In view of the economic failures and 
the discontent of the population, the need for a scape- 
goat-historically tested, so a sure thing-may outweigh 
all other considerations. 

The authorities themselves are intensifying and diver- 
sifying anti-Semitic measures. They are, for instance, purg- 
ing several.scientific disciplines of Jews. (When Jews take 
entrance examinations for university positions in mathe- 
matics, for example, they now confront "problems for 
geniuses." One such problem could not be solved even by 
Nobel prize-winner Academician Sakharov.) In the case of 
Anatoly Shcharansky, serving a thirteen-year term for the 
stereotyped Jewish "crime" of treason. the conditions of 
confinement have so worsened that his health has suffered. 
And the following have been sentenced to various terms on 
the basis of plainly fabricated charges: the mathemati- 


