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REPORT FROI LONDON

Address of Dres Emanuel Neumenn, delivered at the extrordinary
American Zionist Conference, at the Statler Hotel,
Washington, Ds C,, February 17, 1947

This is my first opportunity to speak to a gathering of American Zionists
since the recent Congress. It is not my purpose of course to rcview that
Congress which has now passed into history; much less to revive any of its
controversiess I will not refer to its procecedings at all except insofar as
such reference as may have a direct bearing wpon our mission in London, which
is the subject of my address this morninz,

The Congress you recall was sharply civided on the question of Zionist
particination in the London Conference on Palcstine =— the Conference on Peace
in Palestine, as it has been officially desisnated by the British Government.
It was not a purely interparty controversy for the differences of opinion at
the Congress transcended party lines and cxisted to some degrec within most of
the fractions of the Congresse Indeed many individual delegates were divided
in their owvn minds and carried on a sort of internal debate with themselves,

Difficulty of reaching agreement on the question derived from a deeper
difficulty, that of arriving at a concensus regording the precise nature and
status of the political situation which confronted the movement. The conflict
was essentially a conflict of viewpoints springing from different appraisals
of the evidence before us, and the significance of that evidencea

On the whole the proponents of partition in the Liondon Conference were more
hopeful of results to be achieved through the process of reasoncd argumentation,
persuasion and negotiation, while the opponents of partition were decidedly less
hopeful, or frankly pessimistice The former believed that 3ritisih policy was
now in such a state of flux that it could be molded ancd restorec to its original
pro-Zionist shape; the latter believed that no basic change had teolien place as
yet, and that those who directed the British policy were no morc prepared for
& clean brealzx with the White Paper and all that it stood for, than tiey had been
a year or two agoe Some thought that the Morriscn-Grads Plan was dead, the
path was therefore clear for new conceptions and a more decent solution; while
others contended thot even if the lorrison Plan was dead the mentality which
produced it was very much alive, and as much opposed to a pro-Zionist solution
now as evers Above all, the proponeats of partition werc strongly inclined to
the belief that partition and the establishment of a viable Jewish State was
definitely in the offing; others did not share that belief. The former feared
that our refusal to participate in the Conference meant finaol and irretrievable
rupture of our rclations with the llandatory Power fraught with disastious con-
sequencesj while the latter waintained that our rcfusel to participate was fully
wvarranted by the circumstances and would have a salut:iry effect by exposing to
the world the true state of affairs, the complete ebsence of cormon ground
betwveen us and the Mandatory. '

The resolution agninst partition in the Conference which wcs adopted by
o foir majority, was in itself in the nature of o compromise, md left the door
openy 1if and when there wcs a discernible change in the situationgy if there
wvere signs that the British Government had modified its hostile attitude and wes
prepared for o constructive solution which would respect Jewish rights ond Jewish




aspirationse The Congress thus rendered its decision, but this statement does not
comnlete the story. The decision left an important minority =- imyortant both
nunerically and qualitatively —- deeply disturbed and gravely concerned over its
possible consequences. lloreover tihe new Executive which was elected immediately
following the Congress was a coalition executive in every sense of the tem, It
represents not only o combination of parties but a combination of divergent vieve
points as well, Such a coalition wes inevitable in the circumstoncese The
inclusion of the three largest partics within the Executive was nccessary in the
interest of the Movement, And again in the interest of the lMovenent, in the
interest of preserving its basic unity, it was necessary for the new Ixecutive,
despite these divergencies, to evolve a common line of policy vithin the framework
of the resolutions adonted by the Congresse Ve were all in the sonme Ddoat.

Hoving cssumed a joint responsibility, having shouldered a common burden, we

hed to reconcile our differences and approach our difficult task with a maximun
of cgreement,

In confomity with the decision of the Conzress, we declinec to participate
in the London Conference. The Chairmen of the Ixecutive, Mre Ben—-Gurion, took
on early occasion to convey this decisicn to the Secretory of State for the
Colonies and to cxzplain to him the grounds of our refusal. Simultcneously
Dr, Silver, as Choirman of the Anericon section of the Jewish Agency, conveyed
the some decision and made the scme explanations to the American Secretary of
State, ond to the British Ambassador in Washington. But we also tool: the position
thet the decision of the Congress did not preclude conversations from time to
time betwveen represent~tives of the Jewish Agency in their representative capacity
wrder the mendote, and the British Govemment with reference either to the
innediote problens or long-ter. policy, and this, too, was clecrly conveyed to
both Governrnents,

Te imnediate effect in England of the announcement of our non~participation
in the Conference wns, I believe, o vholesome onee. There were nonc of the dire
consequences which some hod fecreds The British press took note of it of course,
onl cormented widely upon the stiffening of the Zionist attitudes Our stond wes
interpreted as indicrtive of on increcsing disscotisfection with British policy
ond o growing determination to offer political resistonce to that policy. There
were expressions of concern, and a renewed dencnd on the part of the press that
the sovernnient should nccelercte its efforts to end the inpasse and achieve &
peimcnent solution. The British Governnent on its part, reccived our decision
understondingly, ond took it in good graces It node no further attempt to cnsure
Jevich participation in the conference by crowing in, as it nizht have done,
representatives of other Jowish groups oad orgmmizations in place of the Jewish
Agencysy on the contrary, it promptly expressed its reudiness to conduct infomel
discussions with the Jewlsh Agency, recognizing that it alone could speak and act
effectively for the Jewish people in the matter of Palestines

A series of five meetings, accordingly, took place in the Colonial Office,
devoted to a full and free exchange of views between us and the gpolkesmen of the
British Government, its Foreign Secretary, lMr. Bevin; its Coloniezl Secretary,
lire Creech-Jones, attended by their advisors and assistantse

Our purpose in entering upon these discussions was a three-fold one: first
to discover whether any change of official attitude had in foct token place vhich
night warrant our participation in the formal conference on Palestiney second, to
explore once nore whatever possibilities might exist, of reaching on cgreement
regording o pernanent solution; third, to discover norc specificclly vhether the
British Govemnent wos seriously prepared to consider o compromise solution along
the lines indicated by the Executive of the Jewish Agency last sumcer, the




imnedinte estoblishment of o Jewish State in an adequate part of Polestine. This
third point was of the hizhest importance also from the internal point of view,
and the state of affairs within our Moverent, The Basle Congress had definitely
re~offirmed the full Zionist progran, and it was agreed that we should take onr
stand squarely upon that programt: the fulfillment of the intent of the Balfour
Declarction, which rmeant the re=establishrient of Palestine — the vhole it -- as
a Jevish Cormonwealth., But it was evident after the Congress, as before, that
large and important sections of the Movenent persisted in the passionate belief
that a viable Jewish State in a part of Palestine was not a remote possibility,
but an imnedizte likelihood; others, including our distinguished Chairnan, were
couclly convinced to thie contrary. Ueither side could persuade or convince the
other by force or logice There were those who went so far as to feel, and to
declare that it wouwld be a crine against the lMoveient, and a crine agcinst the
Jevigh people, to eliminate without further ado the possiblility of such an inne-
diate solution through partition, So strongly were these views and hopes enter-
tained that there was real danger that thc costioversy would continue to fester
end to divide the loverent, diverting our best thoughts and energies fron the
external struggle, to a prolonged intcrnal stragrice Therc was no way to end this
theoretical discussion, but to put the conflicting theories to the tests The
attitude of the British Govemmnent could be probed once rniore: was it serlously
interested in such a compronise solution, or was it not? If it was, and would be
preparcd to fraie proposals along thesc lines, we would bring then to the Actions
Cormittee, or the Zionist Congress for consicderation. If not, at least the
internal controversy would subside, pemitting the Movenent to unite its forces
on a progren of action, based upon renlities, however harsh, rather than upon
illusions, however attractivce

I cannot attenpt to give a detailed zccount of o1 conversations within the

brief span at our disposal, and there is riuch which I would not be free to recount
heres I will try to swinarize it by giving the highlizhits,

As I said, there were fiye neetings each lasting about two anc one~half
hourse In addition there were several private talks bhetween single nenbers of
our Executive and one or another of the mombers of the British Cabincte As
ilre Creoecch~Jones explained in his opening stateient, the discussions were intended
to be exploratory. We were to probhe each others ninds, and eranine together, as
he seid, the difficulties involved in various sugzested solutions, in an effort to
discover cormon ground,

On our part we nade an initial staternent of our position through our Chairman,
lire 3cn=Gurion, who acted as our principal spokesnune We said it was our purpose
to accomplish two things, if possible: (1) to rench an agreenent with the British
Governnent which would secure the rights of the Jewish people and neet its nost
tornenting needs; (2) to re-estublish rel:stiong of nutual friendship and coopera~
tion between the Jewish peoople and the British Governrent. Any- solution to be
accepteoble fron our viewpoint, would have to tale into account our three cardinal
cenands and ainss (a) free entry of Jews into Falestine; (b) full opportunity for
developnent; (c) our striving for independence =~ the achievenent of the status
of a free people anong the fanily of nations.

e stated at our first neeting, and repeated it on subsequent occasions, that
if Greot Britain was prepared now to retwin to the principle ol the 3alfour
Decleration and carry out the iMondate in accordince with its letter and spirit,
we would not press cur cloin for innediate Statechood; we were preparvel to waite
But if Great Britain was unwilling or unable to re-establish a Mendatory regine
vhich would fulfill the purpose of the llandate, then the only altemative was
to peimit us, the Jewish people, to carry out the Mandatc by the estoblishnent
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of a Jewish States That was the essence of our position.

At the outsct, both ilr, Bevin and Mre Creech-Jones assured us that they cane
with no definite proposals to place upon the table; they werc trying to be open=~
ninded and consider all possibilitics on their meritse 3But it soon becane
evident that this was a "facon de parler," an expression of diplonatic politeness,
ratier than a strict statenent of fact. If their nind was open, it was by no
neans vacant. Obviously they had given the natter considerablz thought and had
certain quite definite ideas, both positive and negative. Wegatively they were
enphatie in their assertion that there was no going bvack to the old llandate. In
thig connection we heard an eloquent plea that it was inpossidle to keep Palestine
under what was to the population an irksone foreign rule, having no roots in the
country end in no wise responsible to its inhiabitants; it was impossible to con~
tinue to govern without associating the population in the process of governnent.
The l{andatc in its original form was no longer practicablcs Sonething new had
taken its place.

llor were we lonz kept in suspense on the noot subject of partitions At the
vely first neeting we had a vigorous statenent fron the Foreign Secretary which
anounted to a thorough-going rejection of participation and which listed sone of
the officicl argunents against it. 1We were told that if o viable Jewish State
were set up in a part of lolestine, then the rest of the country could not
possibly provide a viable Arab States Morcover the Arabs would fight such a
solutione The United Nations would not approve it. Nor was it desirable in the
interest of Jews ond Arabs alike to divide up so smnll a countrys And vhile the
wirole idea was thus sunnarily disnissed, we were chollenged in the sane breath
to produce a definite schere of partition end lay it on the tables To vhat end
we were expected to elaborate a project vhich the British Governnent had already
rejected in principle, was not very clear,

I would like to add at this point, that at a later stage, I think it was in
the third neeting, we had a further very definite expraession on the subject from
Mre Bevine, A very interesting statements He himself reverted to the subject
of partition and said there were many people in this country vho tallkzed about
partition, or favored it, but he had personclly exanmined at least four or five
plans of partition in Government offices, and he could find not one plan which
did not involve- he could find not a single plan which did not involve- the
placing of at least 300,000 Arabs under Jewish rule, in a projected Jowish
States In other words, he could not accept in principle the thought that an
appreciable section of the Arab population of Palestinc should be included in a
Jewish Statc, and placed, as it were, under Jewish doninationl You may be sure
that we rosponded to that argument, and we asked lire Bovin whether it had crosscd
his mind that the altcrnative apparently contemplated by the White Paper and
other schemes in the spirit of the White Paper, was the inclusion of 600,000
or 700,000 or 800,000 Europcan Jews undcer 4rab domination, in a preponderantly
Arab State, and whether that was an acceptable proposition from the gencral
viecwpointe

Having thus ncgated and dismisscd both the continuance of the Mandate, and
the sctting up of a Jowish State, cven in o part of Palestine, the rcprescntatives
of His Majestyl!s Governnent, gradually rcvealced the outlines of the projcet
which thoy had in minde Thoy did so, cautiously- alnost gingerlye At first
it was wrapped in vapor- a figure nystceriously veileds Theo idea was ot first
somewhat vagucly reforred to as a bi-national state, later, as a Unitory State,
but as the veils werc lifted onc by onec, we rccognized the fanmiliar dub
rcepellent features of our old fricnd, the llorrison-Grady Ilon, somewhat spruced
up, but decidedly lacking the fresh bloon of youthe 4As it finally cnerged in
written fom, we noted somc minor changes from the original Morrison projoct,
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but these changes were mostly for the worses

I am not going to stop here to give a detailed analysis of this plan which is
in substonce the same as the Morrison Plan of provincial autonomy or centonization,
excent to noint out just a few major featureseo

As we stated clearly to the representatives of the British Government: (and
our statement produced something of a stom) this plan in its essence was one
intended to assure the carrying out of the principles of the Vhite Paper of 1939,
Thc principles were the samee The purpose of -the Wnite Paper was first, to

cstrict and confine Jewigh development in Palestine within a very cmall area,
to "zhottoizo" use This was cxprosscd and imnlcomonted throush the Land Ordinance
of 1940, The sccond objective was to so limit Jowich immigration- dh a trickle
of it might be continucde to so 1imit Jowish immigration as to male sure that we
would be frozen in the position of a perrancnt ninority of ono-third of the whole
populations In that respect it didnt't nicttor If thore were occasional waves of
Jowish immigration provided they were so carcefully czleulated thot <t no time
would it lead to our exceeding the limits whioh had been sct, or pemmit the
possibility of our cscaping from the status of o minority; ond the thixrd principle
of thc White Paper was the prospect which it hicld out to the Arabs that sooncr or
later, and now sooncr rather then later, ticy would have an indepcadent Arab
Palestine in which thoy couid dominate the country and the Jows at uwill,

The ncw plen made all of thosc things possible, thoush not always cxplicitlye
It gave us ncither a sovercign stato nor an antonomous province, but a ghetto of
somcwhat less than 2,000 square milos in cuteute This plan also cxplicitly
provided for the withdrawal of recognition from the Jewish Agency for Pelestine,
by providing that thc ropresentatives of the Jews on the Governmentls advisory
council, rcpresentatives presunably to be appointed by the High Commissioner,
would superscde the Jowish Agoncy as the channcl of communication between the
Jowish community and the Gvernment of Palcstince

The onc bait which the plan held out to us was the adnission of 100,000 Jowse
But lire iloriison, in his statcment in thce Housc of Commnons on July 3l, 19f6 held
out the prospect that thesc 100,000, if this plan was ndopted, would be adnitted
within 12 monthse According to the now plan, they wore to be cdnitted over a
period of two ycars, or Yo be morc precisec, twenty-five nmonthse

These were sonic of the improvements whicih the new plan brought, as over
against the previous Morrison Plane

Politely but fimly we stated that we could no% regerd the sccond cdition

of the Morrison Plon ns a possiblc basis for discussion any more than the first
edition; indced it was difficult ior us to wnderstand how they came to re-submit
the proposel, after it had been rejected in its carlicer version not only by the
Jews and the Arabs, but by the Anorl can Goverrnient as welle

It did occur to some of us that a clew night perhiaps be providcd o7 the
preperations which were cvidently in progress for roncwed and cxtensive militory
renpression in Palestines Ostensidly theose had been brought on by tihe kidnapping
of two British civilians in rcteliotion for the inmpending cxecution of Dov Gruncre
But ticn the question was: Why did tlhie death scntence of Dov Gruncr have to be
announced just ot the beginning of our talks in London? Wos this oaly the
seni=outonatic operation of nilitary arnd burcaucratic proccdurcs, or wos there
o design to intinidate thec Tishuv and the Jewish Agency, to soften us wup, o
meke us nore anenable ond receptive to thie Governnentis latcest proposolst
Whether thet was the purposc I do rot venturc to judze, but if it was, if failed
comapletclye
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However, in the midst of our negotiations with the Government we did hove to
take time out to consider the seven-day ultimatum handed to our colleasues in
Jerusalem while we were sitting in Dowming Streete Our colleagzues congulied us
on the answer to the ultimatun, but the consultation was a pure formelity,
there was not a single member of the Executive, whether in Jerusalem, in London,
in Wew York or in Cleveland, who hesitated an instante Our ansver was wr:nimous,
our wnsver wvas Nol Having denounced and condemned the shedding of innocent blood
as a weapon in our political warfare, and having decided upon such cownter-mcasurcs
as we coudd talke within the framcwork of the Movement and within the framcwork cof
the Yishuv, we were not prepared to call upon the Jows of Palcestine to turn spics
and informers or to assumc police dutics for which we lacled the nccessary author
ity to perfoms

To return to the lorrison~Bevin plan, agein we were at pains to c:plain to
the Ministers of the Crown vhy we must reject such a solution,s We pointed out the
monstrous inequity inhcrent in that approach vhich called for new sacrifices,
for the kind of territorial sacrifices which vere inherent in outright partition,
without thc compensating advantagese Pelestine had once been partitioned and
mutilatcd, twenty-five ycars ago, when Trans-Jordon, cmbracing threo-fourths of
the original arca was lopped off; we had been persucded tiacn to accept the
amputation on the assurance that we would be guarantced a free and full opportunity
for development at lcast in the romeining 10,0C0 squarc miles of westemm Palestince
Now we werce being asked to rcnounce more than four-fifths of western Polestine
without even the assurance that we would be mestors of our owm fate in the tiny
remainder~ five per cent of the original territorye What we were offcered was
ncither an indcpendent state nor an autonomous province, but o ghetto of less than
2,000 squarc miles, and a constitutional regime which combined continuol rulc by
o British High Commissioncr with a prospect of cventual domination of the Jous
by the Arab majority in o Unitary Arab Statce

As rou know, simultancously with our rcjection of theso proposnls, thcy were
rcjected by the Arabs~ in fuect the time table was such that theo Arad rejection
come firste It wos oevident that to them, too, this wus a replico of the previous
proposal wiich did not satisfy their ambitions nnd desirese They would not accopt
even the number, of 100,000 immigrants over two years, ond they wowld not accept
the prospeet that in o small part of Pelestine the Jews conld be frec on a
cruelly reduced basis to corry on somc dezrec of dovelopmente

Vhat then is the net result of tho Anglo-Arab Conforence ond the Anglo=Jowish
talks in London? The positive results arc nil, as some of us had forcscon and
forctolds The British Government was not yect ready to dopart from its onti-
Zionist oricntation and the basic principles of the White Popers I hope I may be
forgiven if in this conncction I quotc o passage from the spoech I made ot the
Congrecss in Basles

"Rocognizing that from 1939 to date, and as of the moment the British Governe
ment has stood ond stands firmly by its basicolly anti-Zionist policy on
orientation, we must rezard the London Confercnce on Palestince in the 1lisht of a
continuing strugzlce Like the Angle-Amcrican Cormittee of Inquiry, initiated by
the British Government, we must regard this Conforonce olso os a noncuver on the
part of the Government designed to promote its own basically eonti=Zionist policy,
unless ond until there is clecar proof to the contraryes o such proof hos been
forthicoming as yeote"

On the whole I still stand by thot statouonte

I connot truthfully say that I an decply discppointed by the outcome of the
discussions since I oxpected so little from then, and yot I would like to qualify
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the stotenent I quoted in the light of my expericnce during thesc weclise It is
truc thet in o certain scnse there zre several Englonds which we nust tolze iato
accounte To be sure, virtually 2ll Englishmen of 2ll shades of opinion arc
besicolly wnited in a comnon will to preserve their heritage ond nointoin their
country?¥s position in the worlde Nevertheless the situation is one of
congiderable complexitye Englishmen arc not necessarily of one nind regarding
the Polestine issuc, or other controversial questionse It is o foet thot the
Goveranent has been subjected to consideradle prodding on the part of the press
which Gemonds o constructive solutione It is nlso true thot tlhe solubtion rest
often advocated in the press in recent wecks has been partitions Evidently there
is considerable sontinent for portition among some members of Parlicment and ceven
sriong sone ncrbers of the Cabinet.wherc opinions are said to be rather sharply
divided on the subjecte The existence of this divcrgence of opinion was clearly
rofiected in the course of our own discuscions with the two Sccretaries of State,
onc of whon wes ovidently disposcd to go a considerable distance- at least some
distonce— in the dircction of nceting sorc of cur objections to the contonization
plon and to our far-reaching suggestions for nossible nodificotions, wiich were
however prouptly disavowed by his senior collcogucs

Talkking 21l of these ond other indications into account, it noy ve truc as I
have said, thet there are nmary Englands, wnd that therefore what is British
poliecy todoy nay not be British policy tomorrow, but having said all thot, 1
rmust 2dd that there is onc Englond which fron our point of view is the England
which natters at the noment, and thic Britain with which we nay hove to struggle
for sonec tinc to comce This Englond to which I refer is the renified ond highly
orzmmized systen of permanent officials, cxperts, carcer diplenats cnd silont
nen behind the scenes, who hold firmly in their honds the reins of inmperial
policye lMuch hias been said ~bout Mre Bovin's anti-Zionist and even onbi-Jewish
proclivitics, and yct it is not Mre Bevin personally with whon we nust ceontend,
nor is it on aceident that Mre Bevin and Mre Alcxander, who preside over the
Forcign Office and the War Office respectively, arc our principal adversaries in
the Ccobincte It sinply nieang that those two powerful orgenizations, the Foreign
Office ond the War Office which are the nain custodians of British Imperial
intorcsts still regard a pro-Zionist policy in Polestine as incompatible with the
gencrcl policy to which they arc comitted in the Near Enste So for as our ains
ond aspirations are concerned, it is their Englond, that Englend, ond taelr policy
which constitute for the tinc veing the determining influence :nd the deeisive
factor within the British Governnmente

I would like to add, that powerful as they arc, they arc not oll-powerful;
they are not ormipotents World forces which are increasingly beyond their
control are being brought into playe. It is ry profound conviction that their
position, so long and so succossfully neintained in relation to the Polestine
quoestion hos been shaken, and is being steadily undemined, ond that the concerted
noverient of cvents in nany parts of the world is naking the position which they
have token, nore untenable day by doye Indeced it seecmed to me that Mre 3evin
was in a nost weconfortcble and possibly cven in o trogic positione 4t our firsd
neeting he ropeated his declaration that he had stoked his politicel carcer upon
the constructive solution of thc Polostine questions And toward the cnd when
it appecred to hin that tho plans he had doviscd or the plans which others had
deviscd for him, were not going to lead to ony positive results, he grew gloonicr
by the doye He declarcd that he was very sorry that he would have to admit fail-
urc, that Groat Britain would have to . turn to the United Nations ond odidt
corplete failures It was clear to us that thoy were not very cager ot the tine
to rofer the whole question to the United Nations, and the reasons werc obviouse
The position in the Unitecd Nations, difficult, and uncertain as it is fron our
stondpoint, contcins clenents of great uncertainty cnd potential donger also from
the British point of vicwe Britain was no longer on the bridge, at tae heoln
dirccting the ship of state of the comnunity of nations; other, fresher,stronger,
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more powerful forces have appeared upon the world scenes

One could not escupe the impression in London, that this was a great powerful
nation, with a mighty tradition, struggling very herd to maintain its position
against terrific odds. The entire change which has ccme about in the reclation
of forces in the world was symbolized to us by the sudden outbreal:r of the fuel
crisise Imagine the great City of London, imaginc those vast centers of industry
throughout England, suddenly stricken; London plunged into darkness, I must say
"darkmess ab noon" becausc it is dark in London cven at noon during the winter,
and without electric lights you are in a very bad way, with the 1ifts not working,
with people in large offices working by cendle~light with great factorics at a
standstill, and millions of pcople thrown out of work, with all that tiis implicd
for the State and the British cconomy, Britain is in o very difficult position
and generally in a very difficult position in rclation to Palcstines XRepeatedly
they told us that it was humiliating to then that they had to meintoin 100,000
men in that tiny country to meintain order- 100,000 mend Churchill in the Housc
of Comnons had roored about the cnormous cost of this gorrison, and cbout the
great drain on the manpower of Great Britoin, nnd mothers ond sisters and fathers
and brothers back home werc writing letters to licmbers of Parlioments thoy want
their voys back homecl What aore they doing out thercd In thesc fights, in this
struggle between Jows and Arabst Why dontt they come home?

.There werec converging pressures upon the British Government: the pressurc of
these boats on the high scase Again, and agein, and agein they referred to
thate And with spocial bitterncss to the role of America in thot conncetion:
how is it poscible, thoy seid, that the citizeas of 2 fricndly nation lil:e the
United States should provide moncy and possibilities to corry on tais illesc
immigrotion? And ageing it was humiliating for thom thnt they hand to mobilize

the Novy to intercept thesc boatse Ceon't something be done about ib?

Therc were these pressurcse Mmd thon thicre was that great pressure of

Americon pHublic opinion, the attitude of the American natione There is
terrific rcsentmont of Amcrice and of what is desceribed as "American intorference"
in British official circlese Every time I opcned my month, and I was the only
Americon there, Mre Bevin thought it was o good occasion to deliver a diatribe
ageinst wiiat he colled "American interfercnces" Fe tliought there would have been
more Jews in Palcstine by this time if America had scid and done nothiag; he
complained that cvery time onc wants to do somcthing for the Jows, somebody clse
concs along and upscts tho applccarte But all of this bitterness ond rescentinment
rcflects the growing recognition of the rising influence and the rising power of
the United Stotes in world affairs, and the wnpalatable fact that Great Britain
is not free to scttle the issuc of Polestine without toking world opinion and
specifically the opinion of the Unitcd States into full accounte

Now we arc told the matter is to be reforred to the United N-tionse Dre
Silver has rightly said that this announcenent requires nuch clorifications We
don?t know just what it mcanse Docs it neon thot Great Britain is now »Hrepared
to give up the Mondn~te definitely? To relinquish its control over Polestine?

To withdraw its forces and to give up considerable political ccoaonic ond
strategic adventages? Or does it ncan that Great Britein wonts to place upon
others the onus of rondering o verdict? Of naking a deecision with re;ord to
future policy, o cdeeision vhich it will thon be prepared to carry out os o now
trustec under the temms of now trusteeship agrecnonts granted by the United
Netions?

That remains to bec scone Parliamentoary discussions to toke place this weck
noy shod considerable light on their intentionse But I do feecl that what
happened in London was o very severc defeat for Mre Bevin and the Forelgn
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ffices I have asked myself precisely what he had in mind? What did he hope
to accomnlish by this conference and thece tallkis? In retrospecect it scems to nme
that what he thought he could accomplish was this: Ie thought thot nhe could
pevsuace the Arabs in the first instance to accent a plan vhlch wile it guve
certcin concessions to the Jews, did on the whole give the Arabs :n overwhelming
political victory, and he thought that once having gotten their agrecaent or
ccnulescence, he could turn to the Jews and exert pressure upon Lnud, danzling
before them with the one hand the prospect of admission of 100,000 Jewish
refugces, and brandishing over our heads with the other hand the threat of
further military repressions in Palestine.

If such was his plan and these his designs they failed completely and he
ersonally suffered a very severe defeatbt, as he alimitted,
]

And now the British Government again stands without a plan, They declared
that they were not prepared to impose eve t:,s uolation upoq the Jews and the
Arabs; they could not imposc any uolut;on. T.ns there is left not a policy, but
what Mre Churchill described as a “gaping void®". It ia per:ec tly clear in th
development of these events that Britain has Tor the time being given up the qttnmpJ
to settle this issue by its own uneided effortse It intends, it hoves, to draw
into the process of effecting such a solution, otlier nations and more definitely
the United States of America. To us Mr. Bevin said that the setting up of a
Jewvish State in a part of Palestine would never receive the approval of the
United Wations. At the same timo, as we herrd the rumors, he told the Arabs:
Beware of the United Nationse There sit thic United States and other western
countries who are committed to Jewish immigration into Palcstine ond recognition
of Jewvish rightse He pleaded with them to come to tems with hime They were

aGemante Perhaps llrs Bevin didn't uncderstond thot wha’ he was actuelly doing
was to negotiate with the e:=Mufti thro;;h his proxies. He was nejotiating with
the most implacable, the most insatiable of the Nazi-minded men still left on
this earth., The delegaticns of the Arabs in Fzalestine sitting in Loadon were

the ex=Mufti's proxies, following his line, onc obcdlelt to his instiuctions.
Their attitude was summarized by that one vhrase, "a0t a sizzle additional Jew.'

I donlt think even Mr, Bevin had fully realized +he position, or had e“pected
ite I believe that he now realizes that along the lines whid he had hoped for,
no solution is possible. Already he told the Arabs, anc this t tenent has been
made public, whereas the Parliament in 19239 had approved the hite Paper, the
Brltluh Labor Party had not; uend, he zdded, the British Lﬁuor lety felt they
were fully justified in reviewing that molicy, and that in azy event the British
Government was not prepared to continue indefinitely to endorse the Viite Paper
by force of arms.

For years and years they had told us that they were not prepored to enforece
the provisions of the Mardate by British bryonetsy; the tine has nov come when
they have told the Arabs thot the; are not prepcred to enforce the provisions
of the White Paper by force of anus.

The question is thus wide open. The situation therefore calls tocday for
original thinking on the part of the Anerican Governuent and peoples The London
Times has pointed out that whereus Great Britnin is bound by the Ealfour Declaris
tion, other nations are note The Times is very much in errore Tle Bulfour
Declarction wos an Anglo-Anericon conception; it was approved ian advcace by the
Governuient of the United Stutes, and it was approved subsequertly by the unani-
mous resolution of Congress in 1922, Palestinc was a word of this cou:tr" as
well as o ward of Groat Britain. We have acquired certain rights, VWhat
with the commanding position which aAnerica has now cequired in world affeirs, it




devolves upon the United Stotes toduy to toke the lead in the councils of the
United Notions, to find and carry out a just and constructive solution of this
great world problem, From this forum, we the Zionists of America todoy should
direct our appeal to President Trumsn rnd to his Secretary of State, General
ilersicll and to their advisors and to the Congressional leaders in both Houses
and of both Pairties: TIE Issue has come upon our own doorsten, There is no
couatry in a better position to tale the lead in the United Notionc on this
question than is our own, ani this is today the grect historic responsivility
of tie Jews of this country. Beyond that we rust continue our efforts and our
stmggle in 21l directions. The strean of ships from southern Euvese to the
shores of Palestine must not be interruptcd Lercafters and that Yoo is lorgely
on Anericon responsibility, as vou will come to realize, the responsibility of
aperican Zionists in large measure,

And finally, we should denand of cur Governrent today, that nending whatever
action may be taken in the United Nuticns —- cnd such action is bound to take

time our Government nust insist that the Iniquisons provisions of the Vaite Paper
be abolished at once; the racial discrinination witi regard to land, of vhich the
leaders of the Labor Party; I assurc you, are todsy Leartily ashaned, that nmust g0,
and the restoration of Jevish imnmigration into Palostine, at least those 100,000
vhich the Anglo~srerican Committee had recorended, they must come in as an

inmedi ate interin neasure of zlleviaticn pending the final solutione

I repeat, ny friends, I have coume back not disaprointed, not Cigheartened,
but strongly, deeply strengthened in ny conviction that if we pursue our course
undounted, hewing firmly to our line, "sof hakovod lavQeececscee " 1ith respect
to this tiny corner of the world, we, the smullest, the weakest of notions, are

the stronger party; to us it is a matter of 1ife and death, therefore we must
prevailo






