
Correspondence 

Stalin & the Cold War 

To thc Editors: In thc December issue o f  
Il'orlilrii~ii~ Walter C. Clcniens, Jr.. I 
think. niakcs a serious mistake when he 
writcs: "hly own conclusion i s  that he 
(Stalinj would have preferred a har- 
nionious continuation of the Grand Al-  
liance into the postwar era, and resorted 
to unilatc . I measures harmful to the 
alliance lar e l }  in response to what he 
saw as Westcrn breaches o f  good faith. 
especially on reparations." 

Clemens, l i ke  a number of other 
non-Conimunist American writers. i s  
quite prepared to give Stalin the benefit 
ol'thc doubt. and to heap blame particu- 
larly on thc Unitcd SI~ICS for the break- 
down ot thc wartimc alliance between 
the Sovict Unioii and the Western pow- 
crs. In contradiction t o  this thesis I 
would like to cite the testimony o t  no 
leas a person than Earl Browder. the 
general secretary of  the American 
Communist party from 1930 to 1945. 

This tcstiniony i s  to be found in an 
extensive interview with Browder by 
Steven G .  Neal. staff writer o f  the 
Plriloili~lplricr Irrqrrircr . which was pub- 
lishcd in the lriqrrircr on August 5. 
1973. Neal interviewed Browder at the 
home of Browder's son in Princcton, 
New Jersey . 

Said Browder: "Stalin needed the 
cold war to take the place of the hot war 
then coming to ;I closc. HS needcd i t  to 
kccp up the sharp international tensions 
hy which he alone could maintain such a 
regime in Russia. Stalin had to pick a 
quarrel with the United States, the lcad- 
ing capitalist country. And I was the 
victim of  it . . '  (Stalin expelled Browder 
from the Communist party because 
Browder was inextricably linked with 
the policy of friendship between the 
United States and the Soviet Union.) 

Browder's expulsion from the Com- 
munist party. which occurred about the 
beginning of June. 1945. was the signal 
that heralded the beginning o f  the cold 
war. with Stalin as the engineer. World 
War I I  had ended in Europe only a 
month bcfore that but was s t i l l  going on 
in Asia. At the Potsdam Conference, 
which began in July. 1945, the Ameri- 
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can5 and the British discovcred for the 
first tinic I'ollowing thc war the deep 
hostility o f  the Soviet Icadcrs. 

Robert Heckert 

Walter Clcincns Responds: 
Analysis of  the cold war's orik' pins rc- 
quires a sober evaluation o t  many kinds 
o f  cvidence. Mr. Heckert cites one im- 
portant source, which. however. could 
by no means bc considered as the last 
word. M y  own judgment. to which Mr. 
Hcckirt objects, i s  based on many other 
sources as well, Soviet and Western. 
The debates among orthodox and revi- 
sionist historians. and those who try to 
creatc a new synthesis (with whom I 
would l ike to be included) , cannot be 
fully resolved unless we obtain access to 
Soviet and other materials not yet in the 
public domain. The importance to Mos- 
cow of the reparations issue, however, 
was noted by U.S. negotiator Philip E. 
Mosely even before Potsdam, and has 
been argued further in the recent hook . 

by Daniel Yergin. Shattered Pcace 
(Houghton-Mifflin, 1977). 

With Mrs. Gandhi 

To the Editors: Why do we have to have 
served up. almost unchallenged. Mrs. 
Gandhi's apologia for the Emergency 
and her assessment of  Janata? I was sad 
to read Ralph Buultjens's interview 
with the former Indian prime minister 
( "No Room for Vengeance," 
IVor/dr.ieic~. December), and the more so 
when I noted lVor/lvieiv's statement of 
cditorial purpose: "To place public 
policies, particularly in international af- 
fairs, under close ethical scrutiny." 
This seemed to be the one scrutiny that 
was missing from the article. 

I write with some feeling as I have 
just been in India for the publication by 
Macmil lan o f  niy book on the 
Emergency. After a fairly intensive 
study o f  this twenty-month period I had 
to give the book the title. "Experiment 
with Untruth.'' One cannot in corre- 
spondence deal with a l l  the unbegged 
questions. But may I make just threc 
points. 

Firstly, a11 the evidence now being 
presented to the Shah Commission 
makes nonsense of Mrs. Gandhi's jus- 
tification for the imposition and rcten- 
tion o f  Emergency legislation. 

(Corttiriued or1 p .  55) 

Statement of Purpose 

The purpose of Worldview is 
to place public policies, par- 
ticularly in intemational affairs, 
under close ethical scrutiny. The 
Council on Religion and Inter- 
national Affairs, which sponsors 
the joumal, was founded in 191 4 
by religious and civic leaders 
brought together by Andrew 
Camegie. It was mandated to 
work toward ending the bar. 
barity of war, to encourage in- 
temational cooperation, and to 
promote justice. The Council is 
independent and nonsectarian. 
Worldview is an important part 
of the Council's wide-ranging 
program in pursuit of these goals. 

Worldview is open to diverse 
viewpoints and encourages 
dialogue and debate on issues 
of public significance. It is edited 
in the belief that large political 
questions cannot be considered 
adequately apart from ethical 
and religious reflection. The 
opinions expressed in Wor/d- 
view do not necessarily reflect 
the positions of the Council. 
Through Worldview the Council 
aims to advance the national 
and intemational exchange with- 
out which our understanding will 
be dangerously limited. 

Philip A. Johnson, Publisher 
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sharply specified in the preface. and 
there are indeed significant variation of 
tone, with Seifert as the more cautious 
judge of phenomena such as transna- 
tional corporations. the future of world 
government. and so forth. The book 
grew out of a seminary course taught by 
the two authors and will likely serve as a 
text in such courses elsetvhere. 

Scotland and Nationalism: 
Scottish Society and 
Politics. 1707- 1977 

by Christopher Harvie 
(George Allen & Unwin; 318 pp.: no 
price) 

England must maintain title to North 
Sea oil if i t  is ever to get out  of hock or 
survive i n  hock. The Scottish 
nationalists know that well and are de- 
termined to use it  as leverage in their 
campaign for independence. Mr. Harvie 
speaks for a more leftward view and is 
willing to give the English the oil money 
if Scotland is then freed to move ahead 
with its own internal socialist revolu- 
tion. Most everyone agrees that the cur- 
rent discussion of "devolution" of 
powers means that the relationship be- 
tween Scotland and England is undergo- 
ing major change. In  the debate over the 
nature of that change Harvie represents 
an intriguing but distinctly minority ar- 
gument. The book is more of a tract than 
the dispassionate historical analysis its 
title and subtitle might suggest. 
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Secondly. everything that happened 
under the Emergency is definitely not 
happening now. The mood of fear that I 
encountered a year ago is absent. The 
rule of law has been restored and the 
complete lifting of censorship is self- 
evident. 
. Thirdly, the Janata government's per- 

formance is better than its image. It may 
appear slow. but i t  is heading in  the right 
direction. I t  is having to deal with a 
legacy of economic mismanagement. 

Its prices policy has been reasonably 
successful in the light of tvorld intla- 
tion. Its economic ideas are revolution- 
ary. ,The impatience and cynicism are 
more evident in the cocktail circuit than 
aniong those doing constructive work. 

Finally. niay I say that the idea that 
deniocracy is good for us, but not for 
others. is a Western attitude that many 
Indians find abhorrent. Indeed. the 
prinie minister. Morarji Desai. was say- 
ing to me only a few hours before I read 
your article that he hoped the March 
election results would have dispelled 
this idea. He also said. with much vigor, 
"Nowadays people regard politics as a 
place without ethics or morality. That is 
all wrong. Unless you bring morality 
into politics you cannot bring morality 
into society because government has the 
greatest influence in  people's lives, 
whatever people may say about it." 

Michael Henderson 
Lor1tlorr 

Ralph Buultjens Responds: 
Mr. Henderson's objections to 
I.Ytrrldviciv's publication of my inter- 
view with Mrs. Gandhi suggest a some- 
what one-dimensional focus; as a pro- 
fessed advocate of democracy. i t  is 
strange that he wants to prevent publica- 
tion of viewpoints with'which he does 
not agree. I draw to his attention Vol- 
taire's sentiments, which encapsulate 
the essence of democracy: "I disap- 
prove of what you say. but I will defend 
to the death your right to say it." 

To indicate that i t  is possible to make 
an objective evaluation of events in  
India during the past decade without 
attempting to examine Mrs. Gandhi's 
perspectives is a suggestion unworthy 
of serious consideration. Mrs. Gandhi is 
a significant historical figure. who re- 
tains a considerable public following. 
and should be treated as such. In niy 
interview I attempted to probe elements 
of her personality, beliefs, and views 
that would give us some insight into 
what motivates her and how she pcr- 
ceives events. 

Mr. Henderson also makes three 
other observations that S U ~ ~ C S I  a rush to 
judgment at a pace excceding that of 
even the present Government of India. 
Those who profess to belicve in the rule 
of law should be particularly careful not  
to confuse with judgments evidence 
presented before commissions o f  in- 
quiry; indictments must not be prc- 
srnted as convictions of guilt. I t  is 

almost one year since hlrs. Gandhi's 
defeat at the.polls. Thus far. dcspitc 
intensive and often aggressivc investi- 
gation. she has not been convicted of 
any act o f  malfeasance i n  officc. 

In assessing the public mood. wide 
differences of opinion are possible. M y  
own observations. based on several vis- 
its to India. diffcr sharply with those of 
Mr. Henderson. I have to report that 
several members of the Janata govcrn- 
ment themselves. in public and private 
statements. express disappointment in 
the performance of their own party. Its 
economic ideas, rather than being revo- 
lutionary. are as yet vague blueprints 
priniarily reflecting an anialgani o f  ru- 
rally oriented economics with Ghandian 
(Mahatma) sentiments. As yet little has 
been done to give these any real form or 
meaning. A mood of fear. which Mr. 
Henderson claims to have encountercd 
one year ago. is far from absent- 
supporters of Mrs. Gandhi and many 
others who disagree with thc present 
government will currently testify to 
this. One can argue that the objects of 
fear may hqve shifted, but given recent 
events. one surely should not proclaim 
that India is free from fear. 

In  controversial times. such as those 
on which Mr. Henderson and I have 
focused, most viewpoints are contested. 
However, in such conflicts objectivity 
and truth should not be the first casual- 
ties! 

"The Legacy of Echeverria" 

To the Editors: A resident of Guadala- 
jara. Mexico, born and raised in that city 
of nearly two million in the Mexican 
highlands. the writer of the letter that 
follows, is fluent i n  both Spanish and 
English. He has visited thc United 
States and Canada and does much in  his 
homeland to encourage better coni- 
niunication'and undcrstanding bctwcen 
his countrymen and pcoplc of the U.S. 
and Canada. Six years ago this studious 
and intelligent young Mexican was in 
Seattle for a month as my guest. and 
whcncvcr I am in Guadalajara, his honic 
and the homes o f  all in his family iirc 
always open to nic. In forwarding the 
Novcnibcr Worltlricw article on Mexico 
("What Mexico's President Inherited" 
by Robert Drysdale) to this Guadalajara 
friend I had asked for his comments on 
the report so that they might be sent on 
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to the editors of IVor/ i lvicw. Thc follow- 
ing came in early response. 

Philip Prichard 
S P l l I I I C .  lt'uslr . 

"I am glad you scnt nic that interesting 
article on Mexico by Robert Drysdale 
that was i n  the November issue of 
Wor/ i l i * ic~w.  Drysdale's conimcnts about 
"Thc Legacy of Echcverria" arc mainly 
true and show that the writer was 
knowlcdgcablc about his subject. When 
reading thc article I was impressed by its 
truth,  for that is the feeling here cven 
today about our former President 
Echeverria. Definitely his administra- 
tion did some good things, and yet there 
were some things done that were ill- 
advised for Mexico. 

"The IVor/i/viw article on Mexico 
touches on'several aspects of our pres- 
ent situation and condition both t ru th-  
fu l ly  and with considerable perceptive- 
ness. I would say it is one of the all too 
rarc United States reports on my country 
which rcally explores and tries to ex- 
plain sonicthing of our reality. 

"As I think Robert Drysdale would 
undcrstand. hcrc i n  Mexico we now 
havc great hopc and confidence in  Prcs- 
idcnt Portillo and his administration. I 
hope that your discerning United States 
writer whose articlc on Mexico was in 
that November lVdr/diicw magazine 
will continue to write of my country so 
that the United States and Mexico will 
come to have a much increased under- 
standing of cach other. So thanks again 
for sending the Drysdale report. for i t  is 
not only interesting and informative to 
me but to all those of my countrymen 
with whom I find opportunity to discuss 
i t .  I t  has been good to read and reflect on 
thH clear and discerning outside view- 
point on Mexico." 

Jose Luis 
Giiiiiliiliijiirii. Mci.ricw 

Defense of Taiwan 

To the Editors: Sentiments expressed in 
Richard John Ncuhaus's "Excursus" 
on the U.S. commitment to Taiwan 
("American Pragmatism on Panama 
and China," October. 1977) represent 
the only honorable course that the U.S. 
can follow in the event other consid- 
erations do not override them. The 
United States, in its DefenseTreaty, has 
solemnly pledged to defend Taiwan in  
the event of attack and to preserve its 

free choice as to its own form of gov- 
ernment. This pledgc. when given. was 
solemn and binding and cannot be 
lightly dismissed. 

Like Mr. Neuhaus. I consider pledges 
to carry a deep-seated meaning. How- 
ever, a number of factors in the situation 
in  the Far East have given me pause. 
Unfortunately these factors have not. to 
my knowledge, been widely discussed 
in the normalization debate. 

The first factor is Japan. Defense of 
Taiwan cannot be the sole responsibility 
of the U.S. Japan's wishes must be 
considered. 

Taiwan's defense directly affects Ja- 
pan. Should the Japanese decide that a 
free Taiwan is essential to its security. 
then Japan must contribute to Taiwan's 
defense-in alliance with the U.S. or on 
its own. Japan's Self-Defense Force has 
the naval and air capability to bolster 
vastly the Taiwanese army and to con- 
trol the straits. Its industrial strength 
and weapons' capability plus its large 
merchant marine give Japan the strength 
i t  needs to back up its forces. 

Second, from Japan's point of view, 
Taiwan's defense and South Korea's 
defense are linked. The golden triangle 
of trade in Northeast Asia integrates 
both countries into Japan's economy. 
Taiwan and Korea are essential to Ja- 
pan's inner defense lines. And the loss 
of one weakens the defense of the other. 
Therefore Japan's interests are 
paramount. 

But this also means that the combined 
strength of the Japan-Taiwan-South 
Korea triangle is available to defend 
Taiwan. Already close links between 
Korea and Taiwan are in  place. Japan's 
cementing link to this triangle gives the 
forces of this area the muscle they need 
to fend off any intervention short of 
nuclear war. 

Because of this alliance there is little 
need for U.S. support, except through 
the provision of strategic nuclear sup- 
port to serve as an umbrella. The U.S. 
has already pledged this support to 
Japan through its I96 I t reaty.  
Moreover, U.S.  nuclear support to 
Japan is triggered. not only by a treaty, 
but because Japan is strategically impor- 
tant to the defense of the U.S. By con- 
trast. Taiwan and South Korea have 
importance to the U.S. only because of 
their relation to Japan's defenses. Indi- 
vidually or in  combination, the fall of 
Taiwan and/or South Korea would not 
directly threaten the U.S. 

Given these facts, the defense of 
Taiwan is an issue that. strictly speak- 
ing, is in the province of Japan. This 
becomes readily apparent when i t  is 
realized that the U.S. would hesitate to 
defend Taiwan were Japan to object. 
Japan's importance to our defense gives 
that country a strong veto power over 
our own actions. Indeed. Taiwan could 
not be defended in the face of Japanese 
hostility. Japan's views must be taken 
into account. 

In light of this very real situation one 
wonders what the mutual defense treaty 
with Taiwan means. On the one hand 
Japan's security-not ours-is at stake, 
and Japan has the means and the need to 
play a major role. On the other hand 
Japan has veto power over our own 
desires. 

Therefore Japan is the pivotal power 
in the region and has the responsibility 
for Taiwan. The emergence of Japan has 
changed the underlying conditions upon 
which the U.S. mutual defense treaty 
with Taiwan was based. ' 

Thus it is critical to ascertain Japan's 
intentions relative to Taiwan. So far 
Japan has played China's game but has 
kept "trade" relations with Taiwan. 
What Japan's reaction to a Communist 
invasion of Taiwan would be are un- 
known. But it is certain that the com- 
munization of Taiwan would be a disas- 
ter to Japan. Observers have not been 
able to ascertain Japan's intentions be- 
cause of the U.S. treaty that masks the 
need for more explicit statements. In 
this sense the situation is analogous to 
South Korea, where U.S. troop pullouts 
bring the day closer for Japanese as- 
sumption of support for the South Ko- 
reans. 

The second factor is U.S. troop pull- 
outs. Defense of Asia, whether in  
Korea. Taiwan, Southeast Asia. or the 
Philippines, is passing into the hands of 
Asians, except for nuclear support. This 
transition means less need for a U.S. 
frontline role against China and greater 
need for a strategic role to offset grow- 
ing Soviet strength via its naval buildup 
in  the Pacific and along the Chinese 
border. This new role does not require 
U.S. commitments to send ground 
forces to Taiwan or anywhere else be- 
cause this is an Asian job. Nor does i t  
require U.S. pledges to local powers, 
except strategically. 

The third factor is the Soviet buildup, 
which threatens all of Asia from the 
Indian Ocean to the Sea of Japan and 
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along the Chinese border. To counter 
this threat effectively the cooperation of 
China i s  essential. And to achieve this 
cooperation a modus vivendi between 
Japan and China over Taiwan i s  the 
crucial issue. not a m0du.s vivendi be- 
tween the U.S. and China. The U.S. 
wi l l  of necessity havc to agrcc to what 
Japan agrees or threaten the basic links 
we now have with Japan. 

The last factor i s  that both China and 
the U.S. have a need for trade. China's 
oil resources, on the mainland and in the 
Senkakku Islands. i t s  huge market for 
industrial and defense goods, and Chi- 
na's own desperate need for technology' 
suggest a natural alliance. 

To effect this alliance i t  is  essential 
that Taiwan be seen not as an American 
problem but as an Asian problem to be 
worked out among Japan, South Korea, 
Taiwan, and China. The U.S.  should 
solidify rapidly i t s  strategic position by 
normalizing i t s  relations with China 
proper and thereby contribute an overall 
stratcgic normalization for a l l  of Asia. 
The greater good outweighs the lesser 
ev i l  'of abrogation of a treaty made in 
differcnt strategic circumstances years 
ago. The worst policy would be to hold 
on to commitments we honestly do not 
have the means to keep. By facing up to 
this now we can avoid heartache later. 

For the people of Northeast Asia. 
including the Taiwanese. i t  i s  essential 
that the new realities, in the form of the 
Soviet buildup, be recognized and that 
new relationships be forged. Strategi- 
cally, Japan i s  the pivotal power relative 
to China. and Japan must assume the 
burden of creating the ground rules for 
this new relationship with China. 

Jeremiah Novak 
Tlic Asin Moil 
Starc COllC~C. Prr . 

Jewish-Christian Relations 
To the Editors: As a founder of an 
interreligious group. the Delaware As- 
sociation of Christians and Jews. I have 
come to realize that Jewish-Christian 
dialogue usually falters upon the issues 
of a Middle East settlement. Many of 
the theological questions of interfaith 
pale in comparison to such problems as 
Israeli acceptance of a Palestinian state. 
I have learned that the churches are 
quick to criticize Israel and quick t o  
defend the Palestinian against an Israel 

characterized by horrible comparisons 
to the Nazis. 

I make these observations in com- 
menting upon the essay by the Reverend 
Charles Angell. "Difficult Days Ahead 
for Jewish-Christian Relations" (Ex- 
cursus. Worlhi lw,  December). which 
i s  a reasoned prognosis of what i s  likely 
to happen should the Begin government 
continue i ts  current policy. Indeed. 
Judeo-Christian relations may suffer 
because Father Angell wants his way. 
which insists that the American Jew 
must understand Christian compassion 
for the "disinherited Palestinian." AI- 
ready Father Angell reduces the 
Holocaust in scope and meaning as he 
describes the Christian response as "in- 
adequate." Father Angell dismisses 
those who sincerely comprehend Chris- 
tian complicity in that nightmare as 
"guilt-ridden mouthpieces" who are 
functionaries of the Israeli information 
service. From my experience in 
dialogue, Father Angell's attitude i s  
precjsely the most painful example of 
the crisis in Judeo-Christian understand- 
ing. 

The essential point in the Arab-Israeli 
conflict i s  that up until now the Arabs 
refused to recognize the legitimacy of 
Israel, the Arab states threatened a war 
of annihilation while the PLO carried 
out [error and murder raids on Jewish 
civilians (ncvcr did the PLO strike a1 
bases of the Israel Defense Forces!). 
The position of American Jewry i s  justi- 
fiably one of cooperation and support 
vis-h-vis the Israeli Government. Is this 
so difficult to comprehend and to sym- 
pathize with? I am afraid that for many 
Christians the answer i s  Yes. For two 
thousand years the Jews suffered at the 
hand of the Christian and few voices 
were heard in defense of the Jew. For 
thirty years the Jews have demonstratcd 
their ability to defend themselves and 
even go over to the offensive, i f  neces- 
sary; and this new reality disturbs Chris- 
tian conscience. I suggest that the real 
problem i s  not that of "Palestinian 
Zionism." as somc would l ike to phrase 
it. The real dilemma for the Church i s  
Jcwish potency and viability. 

Begin i s  not acting in any sort of 
illegitimate or amoral way. The original 
Leaguc of Nations Mandate grantcd the 
entire territory of Palcstinc to the Jews. 
The 1948 and 1967 wars were Arab- 
initiated (not to mention 1973). History 
i s  replete with the sad circumstances of 
peoples being evicted because of inter- 

national conflicts. No one is  dcnianding 
the legitimate rights of the Latvians or 
the Slovakians. Population exchanges 
were historically acceptable. A l l  Begin 
i s  saying (indeed, Begin does not have 
to say it) i s  that the 1947 Partilion 
dividing Palestine into an Arab state and 
a Jewish state resulted in the rape of the 
Palestinian Arabs by their Arab 
brothers. Yet. according to Father 
Angell. i t  i s  encumbent upon Israel to 
rectify this tragedy. In a way Father 
Angell hands Israel and Jewry a hack- 
handed compliment. Perhaps he i s  im- 
plying that i t  i s  fitting that Israel go out 
of i t s  way to correct the wrongs that 
were committed. Perhaps he sees in 
Israel the same quality of perfection hc 
sees in Jesus of Nazareth, also a "bibli- 
cal irridentist." according to somc 
Christians. Whatever he perceives, I am 
afraid, i t  i s  disconsonant with Jewish 
perceptions and needs. 

Throughout niy years as a participant 
in Jewish-Christian dialQgue I have 
tried to make i t  clear that the one Iran- 
scendent Jewish concern i s  the estab- 
lishment of a secure and independent 
Israel so that the welfare of the Jcwish 
people need never again be contingent 
upon the tolerance of others, no matter 
how benevolent they niay appcar. Any 
resolution to the Palestinian issue must 
firs1 demonstrate the incontrovcrtibility 
of the foregoing assumption. 

Norman Saul Goldnian 
Dchwirr Assoi.iciiiori 
of Cliristitiris & J t w . s  
Dowr. D d .  

A Correction 

The November issue stated that the 
Interreligious Foundation for Commu- 
nity Organization (IFCO) had been in- 
strumental in putting together ;I national 
Association for Voluntary Sterilization 
that held a niccting of church and c i v i l  
rights groups in Washington. D.C. 
IFCO informs us that i t  i s  "totally sepa- 
rate froni" and has "a purpose and 
philosophy quite different from" the 
stcrilizarion group in question. although 
the group did havc a rcprcscntativc at 
the Washington niccting called hy 
IFCO. Also. IFCO wants i t  known that 
the conference did address prcssurcs 
broughl upon woiiien. cspccially poor 
and Third World woniciI. to havc 
sterilizations. We are glad to print this 
additional and clarifying information. 


