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y AMERICAN LEAGUE FOR A FREE _ ALESTINE 

Hon. Robert A. Taft 
Senate Office Building 
lashing ton, D. C • 

dear Bob: 

pril ll, 1947 

As you ma recall, I h:.ve been, for a little over a ear, 
wtrking w~th the American League for a Free Palestine, iving what 
aid I can to helping the progress to- ard a just solution of the 
Palestine roblem. In doing so, I have been motivated b a deep 
conviction that in prohlems such as pert in to Palestine's future 
lies the test as to whether the machinery rhich the nations of the 
world have set up for international justice, eace ~nd security can 

effectively function. If the fate of such areas as Palestine is to 
be determined by the real or fancied im erial, political or financial 
interests of one or more of the so-called "Great Po ers", then our 
loud protestations of adherence to basic freedo become "as sounding 
brass or tinkling c bal." And our orna structure for internt tional 
action collapses a.nd w1e revert to the viciousne s of po er or block 
groups strugglin to place themselv~s in positions of diminQnce over eaker 
states and people. 

To see America ecome a art~ci nt in thi reversion and 
abandon in any degree her leadership in the field of rotection of 
hum~n dignity, ith its concomitant basic liberties, am makes me sick 
at heart. There must be a firm and uncompromisin eric ~n position 
taken. That is why I am ri ting this . 

tuch of the rk of the Americ League for a Free P lestine 
has been in a ·ay th tis highl critic~l or what we elieve to be a 
negation of the clear injuntions or the Mandate gi en b _, the Lea ue 
of Nations to Great Britain and the usurpation b - the British Goverment 
of powers over the Pal stine area which she does not have. However, I 
am forced to the conclusion that our nation has also been lax in its 
duty and derelict in its responsibilities in this rticular uestion. 

•ith the purpose of a ossible refreshing of rour mi nd as to 
the historical events in connection ith the question, it ill be 
remembered that at the close of the first orld ·1ar certain areas 
formerly belonging to the Turkish Empire were, b treat of pe ce 
signed at Lausanne, transferred to the Allied and Associated Po ers, 
signatories to that treaty. These areas -- Syria, Lebanon, Palestine 
and Ira~ -- ere, b subse uent action of the owers ho came into 
control of them, transferred to the League - of Nations. This body, 
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in turn, desi nated these states as "Class A Mandates" nd held them rea4rfor 
independence, subject to advice and guidance of some man atory authority in setting 
up the machinery of their respective governments. It was ordered th teach mandator 
instrument should clearly define the powers to be exercised. 

In the case of Palestine the decision was made that the policies and pur-
poses of the Mandate should be that the immigration of Jes into the area should be 
facilitated, their settlement on the land encoura ed, and -n opportunity be i ven 
for them to set up a state in their historic homeland. Great Britain accepted the 
Mandate on these terms, with the provision added that no chan e should be made in the 
policies without the consent of the League of Nations Council. The United 
States, not being a signatory of the Treaty of Lausanne, and having failed to 
ratify the covenant of the T~ague of Nations, entered into a bil teral treaty ith 
Great ~ritain in 1924 in which the Mandate and its policies ere set out ord for 
word, and e endorsed these purposes and policies, un erwrote them with the added 
provision that no change should be made in these olicies ithout the rior consent 
of the United btates . As you know, such change in the terms of a treat can only 
be made by a document of e ual dignity and authority. 

Des ite this treat and despite the mandate provisions , Great Britain 
issued, in 1939, her so-called "hite Paper on Palestine, b - the terms of which 
she arbitrarily slammed the doors of Palestine in the faces of further Hebrew 
immigrants, and adopted drastic provisions to prevent their ac uisition of further 
land. This ne olic came into full force April 1, 1944. Prior to the i s suance 
of this hite Paper - if my memor serves me - Great ~ritain tried to obtain 
the consent of the L~ague of Nations Council, ut such proposed changes as she had 
in mind did not receive thi consent. So far as I advised or have been able to 
ascertain, she did not make any attempt to secure the pproval of the United St tes 
to her proposed changes in policy, as she as bound b r her treat ith us to do. 

The chan e of policy ,hich she has been trying to put into effect since 
April 1, 1944 1 has resulted in chaos and strife and actual arfare in Palestine. 
You will recall, of course. our various attempts to gain her consent to modifi­
cation of the policies to admit certain numbers of immi rants and the delars and 
temporizing incidents thereto. It is clearly apparent to me that, hile Great 
Britain is justly subject to severe censure for her assumption of po ers over 
and above her legal rights and for her attempts to maintain Palestine as a colonial 
administrative unit of the British Empire, that there is severe censure also to be 
made against our nation because of our failure under our treaty obli ations. 

I believe steps are now b~..ng taken to -ain the consent of t he United 
States to certain artition policies in Palestine even more dr~stic and unjust 
that the Trans-Jordanian episode. It has seemed to met at it is of rime im­
portance that the country r rxl the administration be put on notice th t the United 
States desires to continue its record of strict dherence to its n~tional pledges 
and responsibilities . ·hether or not there were secret conversations under hich 
the United States became committed to a proval of ritain's changes of policy, I 
do not know, but I seriously doubt it. Of course, there nas been some lon delay 
since Britain initiated her changed olicy, but these were ears hen e ere en­
gaged in war and certainly an inopportune time to introduce elements of friction 
amon the allies. But the problem has now reached a point here it seems to me 
essential that a resolution be introduced in Uon ress, either as a Senate resolu­
tion and possibl a companion House resolution, or as a concurrent resolution of 
both Houses -- somethin 1hich will bring the matter to a definite head so far as 
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public information is concerned. I h ve drafte a tentative form of such a reso­
lution. The "Whereas'es" would set our briefly the historical icture as have 
sug ested in this letter, and then set out the resolution b:t t e Legislative ranch 
th~t the Executive Department inform the Congress of the facts as to whether American 
consent as sought or given in an wa to the changes of olicy in Palertine, and if 
not, to re uest the Executive Department to immediately open conversations :ith the 
Government o Gr~at Britain ith the vie to in· uiring itb reference to the actions 
she has taken unilaterally, and further in uirin as to why she has not sought American 
apJroval of the ch~nge of policies, as bo\ll'ld b strict treat obligation to do. 

In my judgment such a resolution. uld be not only of real value in aiding 
hundreds of thousands of distressed people, but would be n earn~st of the fact that 
America·adheres to the humanitarian principles to hich she has subscribed and u -
holds the sanctity of her international responsibilities an her pled ed .ord. 

It also seems to me that it is essential for the Legislative Department to act. 
If the Congress does not act in a matter of treat obligation such as this, the cer­
tainly are guilty of dereliction or dt least negligence in their Constitutional res­
~onsibilities , and the onus and burden of criticism must be shared b them. If, ho1-
ever, such a resolution is introduced, urgin action such &s I ve sug ·- ested, Congress 
will have taken the onl action that is indicated for them to take at this ti~e and 
has placed the matters uarely before the State De rtment. 

I am writing a lette~ or similar im ort to this to Sen ors St les Bridges , 
Alexander •iley, Francis J. 1yers, and Carles Tobe a ~ell as arren Magnuson. 
Needless to say th t I sh 11 be glad to cooper~t ~ersona ly in an ay c n, and 
the or anization with hich I am connected i read to give its assistance. 

ith assurance of high personal re ard ~nd frierrlshi , I am 

Sincerel, 

(~igned) Gu 
President 

. Gillette 



SUGGESTED FORM FOR EITHER SENATE RESOLUTION 
OR CO WURRE T RE O.,..JUTION I RE. BREACH OF 
TREATY COVENA T RELATIVE TO PA:.ESTINE, 

HEREAS, on the 5rd da r ofDecember, 1924, the United States entered into a 

bila eral treat , w·th Great Britain, b; the te s or hich a 

certain~, ate , ,hich had emanated from the Learrue of Nations , and 

which desi nated Great Britain as andator Power to su ervis e and 

advise the people or Palestine in setting u the machiner of 

independent overnment ; and 

HEREAS, explicit }revisions of the said ndate enjoined the uarrlatory 

authority to facilit~te immigr~tion of Hebre s into the Palestine 

Qrea; to encourage their close settlement on the lan ~rrl to enable 

them to establish a homelan:i for the Hebrew peo le ithin the 

Palestine &rea; and 

WHEREAS, by the terms of the treat oresaid, the U ited ~tates, as 

signatory tote bilateral agreement, endorsed Irl ap rove the 

revisions of the andate and became a art to th res onsibility 

for carrying out its terms in letter and in spirit; and 

HEREAS, t e foresaid treat made s ecific )rovision hat no change should 

be made in the terms and olicies of t . e aooate ,ithout rior 

consultation with and ;Jroval of the United States; and 

WHEREAS,Gre t Britain has , unilaterally, in various instances ch n0 ed 

and altered the terms and policies of the nd te ithout consulta­

tion ith or consent of the United Sta es, including, mong others, 

the restrictions of the White Paper of 1939 &nd the partition 

recognition of the la.rger pa.rt of Pales,j ine s a se rate ' in0 dom in 

1946; therefore be it 



RESOLVED, th~t t e Executive De artment be re uested to re ort to the 

RESOLVED, 

Con ress, at as ear date as os ible, hether the consent of 

the United .:>tc:.tes had been re uested to t e changes in olicy 

of the ,and.ate as re' uired b ,. the provisions of the bilateral 

treat of 1924, arrl hether the United t&tes had consen&d 

to such chan es and given its a proval thereto ; and e it 

further 

th~t in the event such approval w~s not iven, that the United 

St~tes ediately enter into conver3 tions ith t ere resentatives 

of Great Britain, ex ressing the dee concern of our Government 

over the l.ll1ilater 1 alteration and re udiation of the rovisions 

of the andate · nd the Convention of 1924 ~foressi ; a that 

formal re resentation be made to the uovernment o Gre~t Brit~in, 

ur ing th&t the Govern ent of Gre t ediatel so alter 

its olicies no· e g ursued ·th reference to Palesti e in such 

a as to s rictl con orm to the terms and olicies of the 

an ate and the Con ention of 1 24; am to furt er ur e th~t, 

if the Government of Gre~t Br·tain desires to reta n her matory 

Authorit in Palestine n ~esires to alter t e policies enjoined 

b the . ate ter , that it enter i ediately intone otiations 

ith the Government oft e Uni e States forte amend@ nt o the 

aforesaid Co vention, sot t the ro osed treat. a end ent ma 

be submitted to the ~enate oft e United St~tes for its ~dvice 

an consent, ursu--nt to Constitutional re uire ... n • 




