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Fran: Chace Conley 
20 East 35 Street 
Now York City 
MU. 5-2629 

Note to Edi tor: 

For Release: Thursday, October 9 

(Excerpts fran. the detailed analysis prepared by William B. Ziff, authority on 
inteniational affairs and author of "The Rape of Palestine," on findings of the 
United Nations' Special Cammittee on Palestine. 

The analysis will be included in a new edition of "The Rape of Palestine" to be 
published 1n London in October 194 7. 

The original "The Rape of Palestine" was banned by the British in Palestine.) 

"If a state 1s sovereign over nothing and cannot institute any measures of 
econanic self-protection or develoJDDent, end is subject to the whim of a hostile 
partner and imperial supervisor, it is neither independent nor secure, but a puppet 
which is ccmpelled in the natural course of evonte to be reduced to the extreme in 
national degradation and poverty." (Po.ge 8 of Ziff analysis) 

In a cutting analysis of the recomendations of the Special Committee on 
Palestine, William B. Ziff, author of "The Rape of Palestine," envisages such a fate 
as inevitable for a Jewish state in Palestine if the Com:nittee's recommendations 
are effected. 

1/#h'## 
Envisaging the division of Palestine into an Arab State, a Jewish State and the City 
of Jerusalem, the three to be separated politically but joined in economic union, 
the majority report of the Cammitteo would actually give the Arab State powers of 
life and death over the Jewish State, according to Ziff, since "nothing could be 
undertaken unless the Arab State agreed. 11 (Pages 2, 6) 

"Moreover," the analysis continues, "the separate enclave of Jerusalem also 
is a party to this remarkable arra11gement. On all projects of econanic development 
by one state which is construed to affect the other, there is to be no action except 
with the assent of both states and the City of Jerusalem. (Page 7) 

"Here, obviously, is opened up the widest possible avenue for sabotage and 
trouble, with the Jewish camnunity hogtied hand and foot, •and subject at all times 
to the whim of associates whose hostility is acknowledged from the beginning."(Page 7) 

###A'# 
An extraordinary limitation on the rights of the proposed Jewish State, 

Ziff points out, is that which would al.low only 150,000 Jews to enter the Jewish 
ten-itory and then only at a "uniform monthly rato," (Pages 3, 4) 

"If the Jewish State is to be a State," he asks, "why the limi tat:l:on on 
its powers '1 11 

( Page 5) 
#HH#H 

The Committee further provided for a continuance of the 70-year concession 
to the Trans-Arabian Pipeline C~any which would levy on the Jews oppressive burdens 
and abuses far more coercive than those which the American Revolution was fousht to 
correct, Ziff says. (Pagee 7, 8) 

¥##¥V t11 tl 
In effect and actuality, though Br1 tain is "invited" to give up its Mandate 

control of Palestine, it is "self-e"fident," according to the Ziff analysis, that the 
Mandate would merely be "transferred from the defunct League of Nations to the new 
United Nations organization," with the British 1n control as before and "the identical 
anti-Semitic officials who had sabotaged the workings of the existing Mandate" 
remaining to implement II the transition period." (Pages 5, 16) 

IHI### 
The proposed UNSCOP report, according to Ziff, would subject the Jews to 

"perpetual ransan" pa,ment, s~ce the backward, a,sricultural and lethargie Arab State 
and the largely industrial Jewish State would havo their revenues "di v1ded equally 
between them, after acme five to ten per cent has been subtracted for the maintenance 
of the enclave at Jerusalem." (Pages 7, 8) 

##### 



Frcrn: Chace Conley 
20 East 35 Street 
New York City 
MU. 5-2629 For Beleaae: Thursday, October 9 

NOTE TO EDITOR: ( The following is a ~,mnnery of the detailed analysis prepared by 
William B. Ziff, authority on international affairs and author of "The Rape of 
Palestine," on findings of the United Nations Special Cammi ttee on Palestine. The 
full text of the Ziff analysis accompanies this summery.) 

Foreseeing that heavy pressures would be exerted on :President Truman and 

Secretary of State Marshall to commit the United States in support of the United 
\ 

Nations• attempt to partition Palestine, W:f.lliam B. Ziff, authority on international 

affairs, warns the American people against. allowing such support. 

"This piece of gratuitous buffonery" is the description Ziff applie3 to the 

highly publicized report cam.piled by the United Nations' Special Committee on 

Paleet1ne (UNSCOP), which ie being used in the present U. N. session to determine 

a final solution for the Holy Land problem . 
. 

Attacking the UNSCOP recommendations with a documented rebuttal, Ziff 

points out that "the beginning of the end would be on hand for the Jewish National 

Home" if Americ~ action, influenced by outside pressuroa, tries to place the 

provisions of the report into operation. 

"It is evident," he concludes, ''that th:f.e latest in the list of 

investigations and reports ... 1e of no more worth than those which have preceded." 

"Nowhere," he declares, "is there better shown the wee.knees end ineptitude 

of the United Nations, its structure of vain pretenses, its incompetence to deal 

with essential issues, end the subservient character of its representatives in 

dealing with the demands of the powerful, than 1n this Report .... '' (Page 10) . 

(more) 
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Unveiling the ambig1i1itiee strew throughout the report, Zitf shows the 

recommendations to be .. incongruous" and asserts they prove an utter incapacity on 

the part of the United Nations "either to visualize the ·problem or to act 

independently of the individual power interests which control that organization." 

According to Ziff'e analysis, the recommendations, stripped of concealing 

and "qualifying" verbiage, propose: 

1. To destroy the entire base on which modern Zionism was founded. 
(Pages 2, 8) 

2. To prevent for all ti.me the establishment of a true Jewish State. 
(Pages 5, 5a) also (Pa.gos 8, 15) 

3. To return Palestine to medieval theocracy and government-by-effendi 
which victimizes the lif'e of its Arab neighbors. (Pago 10) 

4. To talce away from the hundreds of thousands of Jews stranded in 
Europe their right to go to Paleatin0. (Pag0 4) 

5. To roduoo the Jews to the position of "aboriginal.a on a reservation." 
(Page 5) 

6. To mislead the American public into believing that "Britain has no 
designs on Palestine and intends to romove itself from there." 
{Pages 5, 16) 

7. To set up an unworkable "qualified partition." {Pages 2,3) 

8. To oreat-e an utterly imposaib~e set of control provisions, including 
a Joint Economic Board, designed to frustrate the Jewish claims 
to a National Home. (Pages 5a, 6) 

9. To stymie all ooonomio devolopmont in both Arab and Jewish "states" 
by providing that "on all projects of oconomic development by one 
state which is construed to affect the other, there is to be no 
action except with the assent of both states and the City of 
Jerusalem." (Page 7) 

The recommendations further propose: 

10. To withhold future immigration into Palestine, including the 
150,000 supposedly to be admitted within two years. (Pages 3, 4) 
also (Pages 5, 9) 

11. To penalize the Jews for their prosressivenese by forcing them to 
pa, perpetual ransom to the backward Arab state and to "the 81'IQ' 
of anti-Semitic administrators in Palestine." (Pages 7, 8) 

(more) 



12. To legalize the anti-Jewish restrictions ot the 1939 White Paper, 
(Pages 12, 14) 

13. To cover up the "illegal" Brit113h manipulation of the Mandate. 
(Pages 10, 11) • 

14. To transfer the Mandate from the defunct League of' Nations to the 
new United Nations organization "with the British in control as 
before" and "the identical anti-Semitic officials who had sabotaged 
the workings of the existing Mandate" remaining to implement "the 
transition period." (Page 5) 

15. To perpetuate the myth of Arab rights and power of' resistance. 
(Page 13) 

16. To create a set of rulings which, because of their equivocal lansuage, 
"will be subject to such interpretations as the Mandatory in the 
future might wish to give it,." (Page 4) 

17. To circulate as "authoritative" the "worthless and biased findings" 
of' the various Royal Commissions, and to ignore all authoritative 
findings from other sources. (Pages 12, 13) also (Pages 14, ·15, 16) 

UH### 

Ziff is author of: "The Rape of Palestine" (1938) (1946, new edition); and October 
(1947) (London publication} 

"The CQl11ng Battle of Germany" (1942} 
"The Gentlemen Talk of Peace" ( 1944) 
"Two Worlds" ( 1946) 

He is listed 1n Who's Who 1n Amer:tca; International Who's Who; Who's Who in 
Transportation and Communications; Who's Who in Commerce and Industry J · Encyc,J:opedia 
Bri te.nnica Year Book ( 1945) End others. . 

He is an internationally known author, aviation expert, military strategist and 
authority on international affairs. 

#IHI-# 



From: Chace Conley 
20 East 35 Street 
New York City 
MU. 5-2629 

FOB YOUR INFO:Rl\11\TION AND USE 

(The following is an anal1sis by Wi+liam B. gJJ.'f., authority on internatibnal affairs, 
of the recent reported findings of the U,.tf. Sl?ecial Committee on Pal:._eetin~. The 
analysis is an advance copy of a chapter tb be included in a forthcoming new edition 
of "The Rape of Palestine" which, since its original publication in 1938 has become a 
standard source book. (It was republished last year in One-World format by Argus 
Books, Inc.) "The Rape of Palestine" is a carefully annotated, factual account taken 
for the most part from meticulously kept British records. It was used a.a a source 
book by the League's Mandates Commission, and its value as an historical document of 
prime importance was reaffirmed by the opinions of American members of the Anglo
American Commission on Palestine.) 

THE COMMITTJi:E OF THE U. N. REPORTS 

On September l, 1947, the Special Committee on Palestine appointed by the United 

Nations made 1ta report. 

This was Number 27 in the long list of official investigations made of the 

situation since Britain assumed the Mandate. 

Now once again history repeated itself. The gentlemen of the Jewish Agency looked 

at the well publicized highlights which seemed to provide for a Jewish State and Jewish 

immigration, and surveyed the proposal with a certain restrained elation. 

The Hebrew underground at once rejected it as a further attempt to deepoliate the 

Jews. The Arabs, with a high sense of strategic motivation, cr~ed out that the scales 

had been weighted against them by "Jewish influence." 

Just what the Jewish Agenc7 bad to be Jubilant about was ditf'! ult to see. From 

the Jewish view, certainly, there was little cause for reJoicing. 

From the viewpoint ot the world at large, the U. ·N. aa a competent world body 

showed in this report an utter incapacity either to visualize the problem or to act 

independently of the individual power interests which control that organization. 

Author's Noke: All underscoring in this analysis of the U.N. Beport is the author'•• 

(more) 



The proposals consisted of a najority and n minority report. Both of these 

differed fa.r less under co.reful exo.mination than they apponred to on the surface. 

The r.ia.jority report was the one oonsidered favornblc to the Jewish viewpoint. 

It consisted of little more ~han a new and attenuated Mnndatc, and promoted a second 

partition which would further delimit the rights of the Jews and consign them to the 

statue of a email racial enclave in a vast Arab eea. 

Where the existing Mandate declared all of Palestine to b~ the Jewish National 

Home, giving Jews full rights of immigration, ne well as automatic possession of 

waste e.nd state lands, the new proposal places severe limits on their development 

in all directions. It is only in compar:fson with the terms of the illegal British 

White Paper, if one assumes this docwnent to be unbr.;;e.chable, that the U.N. proposal 

is even thinkable. 

The new proposal destroys the entire base on wh:\ch modern Zionism and the 

existing Mandate were founded. It declares the question of Palestine to be 

independent of the critical problem of Jewish homeleesnass, stating that "j_n 

appraisal of the Palestine problem it should be accepted an incontrovertjble that 

any solution for Palestine cannot be coneiderGd as a solution of the Jewish problem 

in general." 

The Plan is merely another c'll'.!1ouflag~d 0dition of the Grady-Morrison 

recommend.e.tions. According to its authors, it "0nvisagee the di vision of Palestine 

into three pe.rte: o.n Arab State, u Jewish State, and the Cj.ty of Jerusalem." 

Both the Arab and Jewish territories are laid out liko e jigsaw puzzle, each 

in three sections linked together 1tby two points of intersection," like the body 

and wings of a butterfly. 

The Jewish State consists of a narrow strip along the coo.at, e.nother narrow 

str1p joining it by a hairline in the northwest of Palestine, and thG desert of 

the Negeb, which, judging from the descript:'-on, will have to bo roached through 

Arab territory. 

The independent sector of Jerusalem, with its h~avy Jewish majority, is to be 

under a separate administration. This ie a11eged17 because of the necessity for 

safeguarding the Holy Places, rel:i.gioua buildings and sites, a.nd maintaining the 

pe~ce between the various religious factions.* 

*If the reasoning behind this action can be accepted in good faith, it is 
contradicted in another section .of the Committee's Report, eto.ting the "history 
of Jerusalem, during the ottoman regime, as under the Mft11M.U, shave that religious 
peace ha.a been maintained in the city because the governcient was anxious and 
be.d the power to prevent controversies involving religious interests from 
c1eveloping into bitter etrife and dieaeter." If the Moslem TUrkieh Government 
Could keep the peace it is fair to ask, why would not a Jevieh authorit7t 
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Nevertholesa we find that tho City of Jerusalem is to inoludo moro tha.n the 
present municipality of Jeruoalcm. Attached to it, ,mder tlie rule of c. separate 
international regioe, are to be surrounding villa.gos c.rid towns, reaching from Abu 
Dir on th~ east, Bethlehem on the south, Ein Knl'im on the west, to Shu-fat on the 
north. Obviously all of theae villages co.nnot be Holy Places. 

Jerusalem is to be ruled by a governor, who according to the proposal, shall 
be neither Arab nor J:.Jw, and presumably will represent the Mandntory power. '11his 
Governor, as the chief r..ch::linistre.tive official, will be responsible "for the conduct 

' of the administration of the city." 

But he also has powers with relation to an~ Holy Place or site "in any part of 
• Palestine, other th9.ll Jeruae.l.)m." "Be 1llone is to detorm:f.ne whether the provisions 
of the constitution of the Arab and Jewish Sta.tea," dealing with "religious rights ... 
are being properly applied and reapected." He also is empowt3red 11to make decisions 
on the basis of existing rights in cases of disputes ... " 

The Governor possesses an arr,y of his own, althoueh this is euphemistically 
disguised as a police unit, and has absolute pow~re of 1-ntervention at o.ny tim~ he 
pleases, since all disputes in Palestine can be translated to fa.11 within tho cover 
of "religious disputes." 

The opportunities for troubl~ m·v magnified by the fact that there ha.a peen 
( included within the Jewish "stat~," thti A.cab port of J~fa., which presumably will 

' have a sub-autonomy of its own, and thereby bvcome a.n •..;ncl~.vo within an enclave. 
At th~ end of a provisional period the Jews are to be gro.ntcd "independence" 

and to become a "4tste." L'hu length of the provisional period apparentl3 is twc 
1"0Brs; but the language is fairly ambiguous, stating at one point that it should 
not exceed a very few yeare. 

If the alleged c!lllbiguitiee and "quP .. lifying" phrases of the present Mandate are 
complained of as providing a source of limitless conflict and difficulty, the new 
proposal presents far greater room for specious interpretation. Ono notices, for 
0xample, the significant limitation placed on the central right of tho proposed 
Jewish state -- that of control of :f.ta own immigration -- a provision which met 
be read also with reference to the variouo qualifying statements strewn throughout 
the recommendation. 

If the Comrnitt~e'a Report rolls through the Assembly intact, without the usual 
whittling and hedsing, 150,000 Jewe would be allow~d to enter the Jewish territory 
during the so-called "transitional period." However, these cannot come in 
immediately, but at a"uniform monthly ratE,~1 Moreover, it io specifically stated 

, that 30,000 a.re to be admitted on "human1tar1ll!l grounds" placing an inferential 
limitation whose importance 1m1st be noted. 



-4-

For practical purposes the association of the Jewish state with the problem of 

the DP's and with the original pu1--poses of Zionism, thus is limited in the basic 

charter of the country to 30,000. The balance of the immigration, while provided for, 

is qualified by a number of factors implicit in the language used throughout. These 

refer to the "absorptive capacity" of the country, and, more important, to the right 

of Arabs to be in opposition to any considerable Jewish immigration. 

As an example, the Committee states among the fundamental premises for its 

"solution," a series of propositions involving: 

1. "Palestine cannot be considered as a solution of the Jewish problem in 
general." 

2. "Serious account must be taken of the certain resentment and vigorous 
opposition of the Arabs throughout the middle East to any attempt to solve 
at their eJq:Jense the Jewish problem" (i.e. to any considerable Jewish 
immigration into Palestine). 

3. "It is recognized that partition has been strongly opposed by the Arabs, 
but it is felt that opposition will be lessened by a solution which 
definit4tely :fixes the extent of territory to be allotted to the Jews with 
its implic.it limitation on immigration." 

The use of the word "implicit," again is ambiguous. It may be construed to refer 

to the natural limj.tationa of the territory, or to the limitations implicitly imposed 

by the total solution and based on the so-ca.lled good of Palestine as a whole, i.e. 

the natural rights of the Arabs to maintain their present numerical proportion in the 

whole of Palestine. 

It is to be noted that nothing specific is seid about the right of the Jewish 

"state" to accept j_mmigration after the transitional period, whereas it is specifically 

stated in defense of the proposed solution, that the Jewish immigration provided for 

is both "limited and controlled." 

The language at best ie equivocRl nnd subject to such interpretation as the 

Mandatory, in future, might wish to give it. Though the transition period presumably 

is for two years, nevertheless it is taken into account that this might not be the 

case. If it extends over the two year period, "Jewish immigration shall be allowed at 

the rate of 60,000 per year." The Je.rs naively have taken this to mean unlimited 

immigration at the rate of 60,000 per year, following the initial 1501 000. A proper 

reading of this proposition, however, would appear to make it appl.7 only apinet the 

150,000 quota provided for, in the event the Mandatory finds it cannot allow this total 

number to enter within the two years suggested. 

In any case, wh~ther intentional or by oversight, there is no statement which 

would indicate the right of the Jews at any time to accept immigration beyond the 

150,000 provided in the proposal. That this interpretation is not far-fetched may be 

seen from other limitations on the "sovereignty" of the Jewish State, which will be 

disouesed later. 
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!t seems fair, at this point, to ask: If the Jewish state is intended to be a 

state in truth, why the significant limitations on its powers! Why can it not invite 

into its borders from the beginning, as inany potential citizens as it desires? And 

also, why at the "uniform monthly rate?" There we.a no uniform rate connected with 

such broad solutions as that involved in the mass exchange of populations resulting 

from the Graeco-Turkish Agreement of 1922. Here an attempt was really ma.de to solve 

the problem, whereas now the justifiable suspicion may exist that behind this facade 

of words is another attempt by the anti-Jewish administrators to gain time. In 

additioh to the DP's usually referred to, there are close to a million Jews living 

under the moat oppressive conditions in Moslem lands. If the Moslems and Arabs as a 

whole are a party to the situation, why are not the Jews resident in these lands party 

to it? And why the "transition period" with all the limitations imposed by it? The 

Jews are a modern progressive people, well e.ble to handle the:l.r own a.t'fairs. They do 

not need to be treated as aborigip.a.ls on a reservation. 

Here is a series of questions which lead at once to the parent question: Who is 

to guarantee that the Mandatory, under the new arrangement, will allow even the 150,000 

immigrants to enter? The Mandatory flouted the provisions of the existing Mandate. 

Why will .it be more faithful with reference to the terms of the new one? 

Is there not reason, in fact, to fear the worst, that here will be a new point of 

departure by which further Jew:1.sh development will be made impossible and the present 

area finally turned into a poverty-stricken ghetto, held down by force exactly as 

lfere the ghetios-ot -Poland·a.ncl ' tbe .' Bus§ian Pale? 

Though Britain is "invited" to give up the Mandate, it ie self-evident that the 

Mandate instead is to be transferred from the defunct League of Nations to the new 

United Nations Organization. The British will continue as before. The identical 

anti-Semitic officials who had sabotaged the workings of the existing ~iandate, will 

remain to implement the "new transition period."* 

* What may be expected may be seen in a statement recentlt issued to the world press 
by a spokesman for the Foreign Office, who charged that the Jewish children in lurope 
were being kidnape4 by the Zionists and shipped as illegal immigrants to Palestine. 
He quite solemnly informed the world that "Britain is preparing to take 1nternationa1 
etepa to atop this inhuman traf'f'ic." The events which took place immediately after 
the U • . N. Committee's Report in respect to the clubbing and forcible disembarkation 
at Hamburg of the 4400 passengers of the immigrant ship EXODUS 1947, provides, also, 
a grim warning for the future. 

(more) 
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What all this comes to is summed u~ by the foreign correspondent for the New 

York Herald-Tribune, writing from Jerusalem on the day the Report was issued: 

"British circles 111 Jerusalem," he comments, "who have never made a secret of their 

pro-Arab oias, and who from the beginning regarded the u. N. Committee with contempt, 

state the whole plan is •totally unacceptable.'" Yet these will be the men who will 

be expected to implement the program. 

The Report, in fact, agrees that the success of the Mandatory during the 

transitional period "in creating the proper atmosphere and in carrying out the 

necessary preparations for the assumption of independence, will influence greatly 

the effectiveness of the final solution to be applied." '11he Mandatory, in ohort,' 

can either make or wreck the deal. 

It .is with this in mind that we come to another set of cur5.oue control 

provisions. The two states are not ~o be separate and independent at all, despite 

the initial language of the proposal. 

They are not to have any indi vid11al control o-ver their own essential services 

and processes. This is to b0 applied collectively. H~re we come to an cma.zing 

absurdity in view of the Committee's basic premise for instituting partition, that 

the Arabs end J~ws cannot work together and that their several objectives are 

totally irreconcilable.* 

It does not want a partition, but only "a qualified partition, subject to ouch 

measures and limitati~ns as are consider ~d essontir-1 to the future economic and 

socio.l well being of both states." This is due to th~) "limited o.rcu a.nd reoourcea 
' 

ot Palestine" whioh make it essentia.l that "the economic unity of the cour..try ... be 

observed." 

Therefore an "economic aesocio.tion" is to be me.do by means of o. treaty betwe0n 

the states. This will provide for a common cuatoms system, common currency, o.nd a. 

common system of transport and communications. Inturato.tu highwo.ya, postal, 

telephone and telegraphic services, as well ~s the ports of Bo.ifa and Jaffa. are to 

be operated in cemmon. 

* The Committee frn.nkJy formulatua ite entire pattern on the ronooning of the 
Palestine White Pa.per of 1939. It obe~rves: "In its own statement of policy ieeued 
simultaneously with the Report of the Royo.l Commission, the Mo.ndatoey powvr boo • 
found itaelf drivan to the conoluo1on that thora 10 an irreconcilable conflict 
betw0en the 8.Ap1ro.t1ona of the Arabs and thoeo of the Jewa in Po.lestine." It is 
"in the light of this background of deepening conflict, interu,ified by the evonto 
of the succeeding t~n years," that the Camnittee feels it proper to view the 
workings of the Mend.ate 1n Palestine. 

(more) 
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As between two hootile peoples who hate 0aoh other oo bittc~ly that they must 

be ocparatod at all costs, thia would oeem to demand quite a trick in logard8mo.in. 

The way the Committee proposes to do it io throue~ th0 establiohment of n Joint 

Economic Board, "which ohn.11 consiJt of thr~e repr1;;r.entotive:3 of ouch of tho two 

eta.too" and threo foreisn oecbcro. 'l1he latter ostensibly are to be appointed by the 

United Nations, but in practice will undoubtedly be under the control of the 

Mandatory stationed in Jerusalem. 

The functions of the Joint Economj.c Board are to be absolute, since it will be 

in its pcwer "to orgar..ize and administer, either directly or by delegation, the 

objectives of the economic union." 

In addition to the common services described above, the J oint Economic Board is 

to have full charge of "joint economic development, ~specially in respect to 

irrigation, land reclamation and soil conservation." This provision immediately 

brings to mind the present British limitation on irrigation, especially designed to 

prevent the development of the Negeb. Thus at the pleasure of the actual.ruling 

power of the two states, the Negeb would remain a desert, even if the British 

elected to give it up, which is extremely doubtful.* 

What does all this meant** 

Obviously if the Committee's claim that an undying hostility exists between 

Arabs and Jews can be considered valid, the Arab State, with or without the 

instigation of the Mandatory, would hold powers of life and death over the Jewish 

State. Nothing could be undertaken unless the Arab State agreed, since the Arab 

State, presumably (still following the ·committee's reasoning), would be both 

agricultural and a puppet of the surrounding Arab etatee. Th~ Jews would find 

themselves in a strait · jacket on everything which related to their essential 

economy. 

* It is well known that Britain intends to continue using the Negeb as a military 
base. The Jews undoubtedly, therefore, will be excluded and confined to the 
small ghetto strip of coastal plain. 

H Eaoh of the stitea binds itself "to put into effect the decisions ot the Joint 
~-~-. Economic Eoard, which undoubtedly will be backed by the policing force at the 

disposal of the Mandatory power in Jerusalem. 

(more) 
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Moreover, the separate enclave ot Jerusalem also is a pa.rtf to this remarkt\ble 

arrangement. On ali proJeots of economic dev~lopment by one st~te which ie conetned 

to affect the other; there is to be no action except with the assent ot both states 

sg the City of Jerusalem. 

Here, obviously, is opened up the widest possible av~nue tor sabotage and 

trouble, with the Jewish community hogtied hand and foot, and subject at all times 

to the whim of associates whose hostility is acknowledged from the beginning. 

Row anyone can attempt to make sense out of this proposal, if the proposal 

indeed is intended to be an honest one, ie difficult to see. 

Just how much trouble the Jews would be in is :f.nd:f.cated by another portion of 

this scheme. The Jews are to pay perpetual ransom. The Arab State is backvard, 

agricultural and lethargic. The Jewish State w:1.11 be largely industrial. Yet the 

the revenues of the two states are to be divided equally between them, after some 

five to ten per cent has been subtracted for the maintenance of the enclave at 

Jerusalem. 

No bones are ma.de of the reasoning back of this, for the Report ea.ye wtth 

disingenuous frankness: "A partitioned Arab s-tate in Palestine would have some 

difficulty in raising sufficient revenue to keep up its present standard of public 

services." In short, the impoverished and stricken Jews themselves struggling 

desperately to make a place for thomsolvea out of the raw material of the desert, 

are to foot the bill. 

A further ransom is to be required in the shape of "pensions, compensations and · 

gratuities" to be paid to the army of anti-Semitic administrators who have already 

been responsible for so much mischief in the Holy Land. 

"Commercial concessions heretofore yanted in r;.;spoct to anf part of Po.lestine 

shall continue to be valid according to their terms ... " The nature of somo of thee~ 

so-called "concessions" may be judged from the terms of a 7Q-,yee.r concession granted 

to the Trans-Arabian Pipeline Company. 

Under this remarkable agreement, the company is to be free of all taxes, direct 

or indirect. Its imports are to be duty freej it need not observe labor laws, and 

may import foreign labor in-espeotive of existing immigration restrictions. 

On dewmd of the Company, the Government is to expropriate privately-own1Jd lend. 

The Company is to receive Government-owned stone and timber free for building 

purposes. It is to have special port facilities and railway rates. It may own and 

construct at its cnm pleasure (tax free) every JMMt1r of util:f.ty, ranging from roads 

and airfields to railway, streetcar and telephone linos, pipe lines and electric 

power plants. 

(more) 
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Here indeed is a set of the most oppressive burdens ~ver lev:f.ed against a 

people. Certainly •o people has ever accepted such a proposition voluntarily. The 

American Revolution was fought to corr~ct abuses far lees coercive than theso, which 

the U. N. ColllDlittee asks the Assembly to give the respecta.bility of "internat:lonal 
, I 

sanction; 

On the question of revenue, the Committee figures that the income from the 

Jewish state will be 1,4, 878, 000 a year, apart from customs, and that of the Arab 

state %11,560,000. The income from the C1.ty of Jerusalem (coming largely fl'om Jews) 

would be another 1:,1,098,000. Th0 r vt,;nuc: from "customs and other joint scrv:f.ccs· ," 

in which the overwhelming share would b,.;; Jowiah would be J:,1.l,996,000. This amount, 

says the Report urbanely, would be "available for distribution between tha two states 

a.nd the City of Jerusalem. " 

Not satisfied with these levies, by which the Jewish state is to work in 

perpetuity for the Mandatory and the Arab state, the Committee recommends that since 

the Arab state "will not be in a position to undertake considerable development 

expenditure, sympathetic consideration should be given to its claims for assistance 

from international institutions in the way of loans." Presumably, the United Sta.tea 

is to be asked to put this up. 

Here is one of the moat bizarre fantaaiea ever soberly proposed by anyone in 

the history of political literature. Its very basis of ''political division and 

economic unity" is completely devoid of sense. The i\1nde.m~ntal base of modern 

politics is economics. 

If a state is eoveret.Bl over nothing, and C~"'lot inati tute any meaauree of 

economic self-protection or development, has no control over its domestic and foreign 

relations, and is subject to the whim of a hostile partner o.nd imperial supervisor, 

it is neither independent nor secure, but a puppet which is compelled in the nat~al 

course of events to be reduced to the extreme in national degradation and poverty.* 

Moreover, boring through the somewhat ccnfusing and o.mbiguous language of the 

report., it appears clear that the Jewish enclave cannot become a state ,uuess the 

Arab enclave also becomes a state and e:srees to enter into the common s etup. U th-3 

Arabs are either unable to f'i t into this program, o:r unwilling to do so, the Jewish 

state cannot exist. This ~iece of sleight of hand, the Commission attempts to perto11n 

by piously Ca.111DS on both aides "to get together!1 clespi te the fact that the 
. , 

Commission alrea~ has separated them because they could not get tegether. 

* In defense of its position the Committee attempts to Juatit7 the scheme with a 
statement at total variance with :tho previous contentions on which the scheme 
itself is baaed. It etatee: "There 11 a coneiderable be>a, of opinion in bot~ 
groups (Arab and Jewish) which seeks the oourae ot cooperntion." 
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It is worthy ot note, too, that the Committee's Report recommends the abrogation 

or the present restrictive land laws in the proposed Jewish state, so that anyone can 

buy land; Jews and. Are.be alike. BowevQr, th(;) sllllle provision appareritly doee not 

' apply tb the territories of the so-called Arab State vhero a significant silence is 

maintained. 

Apparently, the Jewish citizens of the Arab State may not buy land, but Arabs 

may do so in the Jewish State. How does the Committ~e reconcile this with its 

stipulation that the eonstj.tutions of both states guarantee "to all persona equal 

and non-discriminatory rights 'l" 

The Minority Report, in which Britain through Pakistan, its Mohammedan Indian 

puppet, and Russia through Yugoslavia, both have a foot, does not differ too much in 

essential principle from that offered by the majority. It is simply franker in its 

restriction of Jews and disdains the roundabout means employed by its sister rep~rt. 

The Minority Report, moreover, also talks stentoriously of human rights and 

freedoms, which must be "guarded." It, too, repeats the line of needed "essential 

economic and social unity." It, too, devotes considerable expression to the alleged 

fact that the aepirati.one of the Jews and Al·aba are irreconcilable. It, too, would 

give the Jews a state, but within the framework of an "independent federal state of 

Palestine. It, too, would C':'ntinue the British Mcmdate during the so·-called 

"transitional period, :·' a.nd it, too, seekr. n a dynamic solution,,'" ".1.ndependcnc~, 11 and 

"an end to the Mandate. '1
• 

Exactly as is the case with the Majority Report, it expresses deep sympathyf>or 

thd distressed European Jews, but discards the idea that Palestine "is to be 

considered in any sense as a means of solving the problem of w0rld JtJwry·. 11 

Moreover, it, too, contemplates the possibility of some Jewish :tmm:i.gration inte 

the Jewish area, "in such numbers ae not to excead the absorptive capac!ty of th~ 

Jewish state, having due regard for the rights of the population then present within 

that state and for their anticipated natural rate of increase.! ' 

It, too, considers Palestine a poor a.ud lJ.I~ited country, exactly as did the 

piembers who prepared the Majority Report . . 

It is interesting to read in the Mj.nori ty statement a quite frank and. logical 

appraisal of the weaknesses of its sister report. It remarks candidly that the 

majority proposal will not work, descr ibing it as "a union under artificial 

arrangements designed to achieve essential economic and social unity attar first 

creating political and geographic disunity." 

(■ore) 
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The real objective of both reports may be read in paragraph nine of the Minority 

recommendations: "The federal state solution would permit the development of 

patterns of government and social organization in Palestine which would be more 

harmonious with the governmental and social patterns in the neighboring states." In 

short, Palestine is to be returned to the medieval theocracy and government·•by-, 

effendi which distinguishes the life of its Arab neighbors. 

How did this manifestly unworkable and oppressive scheme come about? And how 

could a body of presumably intelligent men j_n an enlightened century of progress, 

offer so obviously an unfair and ruinous proposal? 

Where the inspiration and source of this scheme w~s, may be judged throughout 

the body of the Commission's Report. It simply accepted the Government's contentions 

as authoritative, as witness a technical note prepared by the Secretariat, which 

observes that "though the partition proposed by the members of this Collllil:!.ttee differs 

in some important respects from the Provincial Autonomy Plan of the British 

Government, the area of the proposed Arab state is not very different in the two 

eases, and in regard to actual resources, the differences are not very marked." 

Throughout the Report, the Commission whitewaeh~d the Administration and 

sonorously repeated all the stereotyped charges and attitudes developed by a 

generation of British anti-Semitic rule, though at the sama time it patted the Jews 
. 

on the back as being good fellows after all. It obviously attempted to be all 

things to all men, appeasing the strong and letting the weak shift for themselves. 

Beneath all the fine phraseology sh9ne not the spirit of authority and justice, 

but that of the sycophant and politician. In principle, it left the situation 

exactly where it was before, though giving an appearance of reasoned settl~ent and 

plausibility. 

Nowhere is there better shown the weakness and ineptitude of tho Unit3d Nations, 

its structure of vain pretenses, its incompetence to deal with essential issues, :i.te 

almost total lack of independent authority, and the subserviont character of its 

representatives in dealing with the demands of the powerful, than in this Report. 

To see all this in ite full quality, the R~pert its~lf must be examined 

independent of the pious nature of its "conclusions.~! It begins with the astonishing 

observatien that "the problem of Palestine is not one the solution of which will 

emerge from an aocwnPlation of detailed information." 

It asserts that the problem is not one of facts but "mainly one of human 

relationehiJ)s and political rights." What 11 meant bJ th1et Bow can aD1 fair and 

rational 0onolu1ion be arrived at without reterenoe to detailed intormationT Ie not 

everJthing ~lae guess and biaeT 

, ... .-.... 0 \ 
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Whenever it came down to a question of tho role played by the Mandatory, the 

Committee acted for all the world as if it were treading on hot coals. There is no 

mention of official misconduct or of possible dereliction of duty on the part u~ the 
~ 

Mandatory, despite the vast accumulation which exists on the record. 

Implicit in the language of the Report throughout is the recognition that the 

British are a power and that they are presumably backed by collusive alliance with 

the American State Department, whereas the Jews are of no consequence and need not 

be taken seriously into account. 

The gentlemen of the Committee dutifully "recorded the1.r appreciation of the 

assistance in the furnishing of information necessary to their full understanding of 

the situation in Palestine, as well as the attenti.ons to their personal convenience 

in carrying out their enquiry so freely given them by H. E. Sir Alan Cunningham., the 

High Commissioner of Palestine,. and th.e off:l.ciala of the Palestine Administration. I" 

It makes ano+,hcr bow to the anti-Jewish Government of the Lebanon "for :f.ts unstinted 

hospitality, '1 But no further acknowledcemcnta are expressed to anyone-~certainly 

not to Jewish sources. 

It circumspectly observes that :I.ts own autho1·ity is almost purely rhetorical, 

and that when H. M. Government gave the inquiry over to the United Natione, it by no 

means handed that body a blank check; and that "an authoritative representative of 

the United Kingdom had stated at the time that whatever the recommendat:f .. ons of the 

United Nations, the United Kingdom was not prepa~ed at this stage to say that it 

would accept these recommendations."* 

Though the Report maintaine e. great afr of impartiality, 1 te actual tenor and 

context play up all circumstances contrary to th0 Jewish claim, and give little 

weight to the great mass of ev:f.dence which supports it. 

There is no hesitation at a complete distortion of known facts, or at refen·ing 

for authority to documents and opinions which have long since been discredit~d. 

Augustly, the Report info~s its readers that there are ~nly limited water supplies 

available for immigration. It grudgingly admits that Jewish ·experts have given 

higher figures, but t_hese ai-a not detailed, while the Government figur r~a are. 

* Querying Sir Alexander Cadogan on the subJect, that gentleman replied: "I cannot 
imagine Hie Ma.Jest:,' s Government can·ying out a policy of which it does not 
approve." To this the Committee add.a disingenuously, that ''this did not mean that 
the Gov~rnment would not accept the recommendation of the Assembly, but only that 
it would not carry out a decision it felt to bt, wrons." 

(moru) 
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It follows the old Government line that Palestine is "exceedinsly poor" in 

natural resources, leading to the obvious conclusion that industrial development is 

impossible, except as it is artificially stimulated by fanatical Zionists.* 

The whole trend is to show that the "abso1'Ptive capacity" of the country is 

extremely limited, thus parroting observations which even the Government itself had 

been forced to abandon years ago. The Committee discusses the yardstick of economic 

absorptive capacity, as if the Government's position were based on unimpeachable 

good faith. 

It also recoghizes the validity of the Govel'nment's later conclusi~ns that now 

"political and psychological factors should be taken into account" due to Arab 

recalcitrance. The Committee, therefore, found that to establish a Jewish majority 

in Palestine "would involve an appa.rent violation of what was the governing 

principle of Article XXII of the Covenant." 

The Report states that Jewish economic achievement has been largely due "to 

war demands" and fully expects ''a period of economic depreciation and unemployment" 

to follow.iHE-

That the Jews have performed remarkable feats of development in the Holy Land 

the Committee concedes, but adds: "The fact remai ns, however, that the1·e may be 

serious question as to the economic soundneae of much of this achievement, owing to 

the reliance on gift capital and the political motivation behind many of the 

developmont schemes, with little regard _f_(?_r econ.2!!!_.<?_<?~~~-!2!1.!!.·" 

Thus, the Committee diecovere that the absorptive capacity is really highly 

limited, and may not be sufficient for the people who are already in the country. 

To prove its point the Committee, still purijuing its fine air of impartiality, 

records that there are in Palestine 1,203,000 Arabs and onl:r 608,225 Jews, fi6',lree 

which are patently false e.nd based on the Government •s invention..... The ColDlllittee 

then states that the Arabs have increased to this large fisure from 550,000 lees 

than a generation ago, and that thie vast gain was due "almost entirely to natural 

increase of births over deaths'.•~ 

* The Committee entirely overlooks the fact that the great industrial countries 
of Britain, Holland and Belgium possess no substantial mineral resources and 
yet have been eucoesstul in maintaining viable civilizations. 

H Mention is made of the wartime contribution of the "people of Palestine" but 
there is no suggestion that this was in almost all respects Jewish, and that 
almost every member of the present Arab Higher Committee served at the time as 
an agitator on the Axis side . 

.... The figure on Jews changes several times in the Report as it was issued to 
American correspondents from Lake Success. 

HH The Beport does not explain awa7 the fact that no such phenomenal increase ia 
noticed in any of the nearby Arab countries, or that the population of 
adjoining Transjordan has remained stationary over this period. 

(more) 
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All of this makes for a most dynamio situation, according to the Committee. By 

1960, "assuming no immigration to take place," the Jews will increase to 664,000 and 

the non-Jews to 1,730,0001 by inference cramming the country to the gunwales. The 

Committee, therefore, oame to the inferential conclusion that the rele.tive poaj.tion 

of the Jews not only should be considered in relation to their present number in 

Palestine, but also with regard to the euperfor philoprogenitiveneee of their Arab 

neighbors. 

The great area of the Negeb is referred to as a 11 desert," which the members of 

the Committee seemed to believe can support no more than a scattering of Bedo11ins 

and villagers. The Arab States, which have not the slighteGt legal standing under 

the Mandate, are treated as a oollect:tve party to the issue, whereas the Jewish 

people, who are specifically mentioned as the benefictar:f.ea of that document, are 

everywhere considered extra~eoua to the problem. 

The circumstances of the visit to the Displaced Persons Camps, originally 

central to the entire inquiry, almost smack of comic opera. The Committee, says 

the Report, was divided on the question of principle involved in such a visit. Some 

members expressed the view that the visit was unneceaeary since it wae common 

knowledge that the people in the camps wanted to go to Palestine. 

"Others," continues tho Report blandly, "felt that the Committee should inspect 

the oamps pecauee it was obliged b~y its te~_2f_L~fer~c.,£_~.£._~o so ·." The whole 

mood in which this inquiry was made is capsulated in the next remark: "A ~ber ot 

members indicated that tbez would not oppose a v·iai.t." 

Early in the deliberations, the Committee records that the view as expresued 

by two members, was that "it was improper to connect the Displaced Persons and the 

Jewish problem as a whole with the problem of Palet'tint., 11 thus prejudeing the ellt:f.re 

affair without the slightest pretense to examining the evidence or weighing the 

legal and human questions involved. 

Throughout, the Beport accepts the worthless and biased findings of the v3.rious 

Boyal Commissions as authoritative. As a result, its findings are loaded with 

innumerable half-truths and distortions of fact, all destructive to the poa1t1on of 

the Jews under the Mandate, though thee~ remarks ai·e invariably sugar-coated with 

polite and even occasional complimentary references to Jewish achievements. 

The aorel.y beset Jewish Underground 1a dismissed in a t ew words as "terrorist&, '' 

whereas the pro-Axis ruttians of the Arab Bigher Committee are held to be directly 

repreeentat1 ve ot the Arab 001,auni ty. 

(more) 
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',.ll of the poll ti cal parties (Arab ) ~ ,: 1 t comnente, "prQeent a 'comon front' and 

their leaders sit together on the Arab Higher Committee." Instead of condemning the 

Arab Higher Committee for its·arrogant refusal to cooperate in the investigation, the 

u. N. Commi~sion treated witk these men aa if they were a great power who somehow had 

to be conciliated, even at the lose of everyone's self-respect. 

The strictures of the 1939 White Paper are repeated as if tbey were entirely 

justified. Mention is made ot the fact that under its terms, _in ninety-five per cent 

of the area of Palestine, "the transfer of land to Jews by Palestine Arabs was either 

prohibited or required the sanction of the Government. 1
' 

Apparently the Comm!ttee saw nothine unusual in the discriminatory character of 

this legislation, since it offers no comment. La.tar, however, it observes: "that 

Jews would displace the Arabs from the land were restrictions not imposed, would 

seem inevitable ... the attraction of Jewish capital would be an 1,nducemP,nt to many 

Arabs to dispoae of their lands. Some displacement of thie nature has already 

occurred." 

Thus, the Committee seems to believe that thera ia nothlng to be condemned 1~ a 

practice which prevents one-third of the population from 'buying land in ninety-five 

per cent of the country. 

Indeed, the whitewash of tha Administration is co111pldte and unequivocal. The 

Committee finds that the Administration ha.a done a praiseworthy job .co:uaidering the 

"difficulties" it has had to face . 
. 
It observes that the "1939 White Paper's restrictions on Jewish immigration and 

land settlement were plainly designed to protect Arab rights as understood by the 

Mandatory power. " 

The fact that "the Government' a responsibili t.ies have been primarily di1·eoted 

to the Arabs," since the Jews -.1n.tain th~ir own nomunity health and. education 

services, does not strike the Committee a.a strange. Bather 1 t complains that the 

Government has not done enough for the Arabs, thue following the conventional 

Administration line. 

Thua, the Jews, who receive nothing from the Government, are penalized by the 

Committee for their progressiveness, while the Arabs, who are the sole beneficiaries 

~f the tax monies, are held forth as the legitimate complainant. 

The Repert quotes the 1937 Royal Commission as its authority tor the obeervat:f.on 

that ''the Mandatory has so far fully implemented its obligation to facilitate the 

establishment of a National Home for the Jewish people in Palestine. The present 

difficult circumstances," it remarks, "should not distort the perepeotive ot 1011~ 

aoh1eveaent arising trqn the joint efforts ot the Jewish COIIIDUnit, and the 
' 

A~e1rai1on in laziy the toedat10ll8 ot the National Home." 



, 

-15-

This piece of gratuitous buffoonery underecor~e many other similar distortions 

on which space limitations must prevent discuaeion. The Beport does not hesitate to 

repeat the Govermnent's savage indictment of the Jewish people to the effect that 

they claim the right te violence, "and have sl.lpported by an organized o~aign of 

lawlessness, murder and sabotage, their oontantion, that whatever other interests 

might be concerned, nothing should be allowed to stand in the way of a Jewish state." 

Nor may the Committee's superficial and biased analysis of events leading to 

the Mandate itself be dismissed lishtly. The Report selects isolated seutencea f1•om 

the Mandate and its Preamble, to distort ita meaning, and to prove that the Mandate 

enjoins the Mandatory power to maintain a balance of obligations to Arabs and Jews 

rather than to "recreate the Jewish National Home,'' as ite language specifically 

provides. Much belaboring is done along thio point, with every obscure historical 

reference allegedly ma.de on behalf of the Are.be dramatically brought into view. 

Once again the usual quibbling and compromising over the meaning of the words 

"Jewish National Home" makes its appearance. "It is clear to·us," observes the 

Commission, "that the words 'th'3 establishment in Palestine of the National Home• 

were the outcome of a compronu ~ between those minlsters who contemplated the 

ultimate establishment of a Jewish State and those who di d not." (The fact of the 

matter is, as is shown elsewhere in this volume, there is not on the historical 

record any subject on which everyone connecte~ with the issue has so universally 

a.greed as were the parties to the Balfour Declai·ation end the Mandate, on the 

reestablishment of a viable Jewish state in Palestine.) . 

Even the Report of the Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry is baldly 

misrepresented to constitute a full appreciation of the Government's difficulties, 

and approval of its course. Nowhere is it even suggested that every American membe,r 

condemned the Palestine Government's actions without qualification. 

Winston Churchill is quoted at length as having me.de "the authoritative 

interpretation of the Mandate to the effect that 'the terms ot the Declaration 

referred to do not contemplate that Palestine ao a whole shall be converted into a 

Jewish National Hume, but that such a Home should be formed in Palestine., "In 

short, the matter is one of dual obligation to Arabs and Jews, with the weight ot 

interpretation falling 1n to.vor fJf. the .f"oner ... ~• 0aim,ctes1)a:l.4 no.·.at'&eritfon-;to 

Mr. Churchill' e statement in Commons .apropos of t1:1e White Paper ot 1939, vi th 

whoee policy the Committee inters Mr. Churchill ie in complete accord. 

Mr. Churchill'e actual statement on the polic7 of the White Paper reads aa 

tollova: "I feel bound to vote apinat the proposals ot His MaJeety•a Government. 

(more) 
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As one intimately responsible and concerned in the earlier stages of our Palestine 

policy, I could not stand by and see solemn engagemente into which Britain has 

entered before the whole world, set aside for reasons of administrative convenience ..• 

"I regret very much that the conditions which were obtained under th~ Mandate 

" he.ve. be®. . . violated by the Government's propoaals. I select one point upon which 

there is clearly and plainly a breach and a repudiation of the Balfour Declaration-

the provision that Jewish immigration can be stopped in five years• time by the 

decision of an Arab majority. I am astonished that the Government should have lent 

itself to this sudden default--a default which will shook the moral conscience of 

the world. 

"To whom was the pledge of the &.lfour Declaration made! It was not made to 

the Jews of Palestine; it wae not made to those who were actually living in Palestine. 

It was made to world Jewry, and in particular to the Zionist associations. It was 

on this pledp;e that we re~ ved important help in the war, and after the war we 

received from the Allied and associate p~,.Llhe Mandate for Palestine. Thia pledge 

of a Bome ... wae not made to the Jews in Palestine, but to the Jews outside Palestine 

... to that vast, unhappy .mass of scattered, pel'eecuted, wandering Jews whose intense, 

unchanging, unconquerable desire has ·been for a National Home. This is the pledge 

which was given, and this is the pledge we are now asked to break •.. The Jews have 

made the desert bloom like a rose. They have done magnificent work. They have 

formed a great city on the barren soil. The Jewo. so far from being persecuted, 

have the Arabs for their friends. They (the Arabs) have crowded into the country; 

they wish to work aide by eide. Now, we are asked to decree that all this is to 

stop: all this is to come to an end." 

It ie evident that this latest in the list of investigations and reports which 

the experts in the Foreign Office have conjured up to becloud the issue, is of no 

more worth than those which have preceded. 

If, miraculously, it were placed into operation, the beginning of the end would 

be on hand, for the Jewish National Home. 110 believe anything else, would be to 

believe that the previous bad faith of British administrators would suddenly be 

altered, that Britain has no designs on Palestine and intends to remove itself' from 

there, which is a patent absurdity; and that the United Nations somehow, has stronger 

powers and better _principlea than the late League ot Nations, which is simply untrue. 

(more) 
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To accept the new proposals the Jews would also have to accept the thesis ~t 

allot their difficulties have arisen from the political chauvinism and logic of the 

Arab fellaheen, ~douins, and effendis (an imposslble conception) rather than through 

the calculated opposition of the Mandatory ~over itself. 

If it is accepted that not the Arabs, but the Mandatory Power itself, is the 

real opponent to Jewish settlement, the situation under the U. N. proposal becomes 

hopeless. 




