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ISRAEL AND THE MIDDLE EAST 

The second of a series of three lectures 
on 

The "New !Pok" in World Affairs 

October 23, 1955 

As we sit here this morning, in worship, the people of the State of Israel 

are greatly disturbed about the mounting tensions on their borders. As they are 

disturbed, they are not frightened . Fear i s not a component element of their 

national character. Courage is - and intrepedity. They are deeply concerned. 

It is now seven years since the State is established. Not a single Arab State 

has recognized its existence, or has consented to negotiate a peace treaty to 

succeed the existing armistice. The boycott and the blockade of the Arab States 

against rsrael continue in full force. Raids and pillage and sabotage and murder 

are common occurrences, especial],y on the Israeli Egypti an border. The heads of 

the Arab Governments miss no opportunity to make inflammatory speaches against 

Israel and to utter threats against it. They have rebuffed every effort which 

Israel has made to reach agreements. · They rebuff these efforts for fear this 

would imply a legal recognition of the existence of the State of Israel. 

Late last year the Egyptian Minister of National Guidance, speaking for his 

government, Major Salah Salem, called together the visiting journali sts of foreign 

countries and told them, "Egypt 1s policy has not ceased to rest on the principal 

of no peace with Israel in any fonn and at any time. Egypt will not make peace 

with Israel, even if Israel were to implement the United Nations• resolutions on 

Rilestine . n And in the following 3onth, the same Major Salem, again speaking for 

7 

the Egyptian Government, stated 11Egypt will strive to erase the a.hame of the Falestine 

war. Even if Israel shoul d fulfill the United Nations• resolution, it will not sign 

a peace with her. Even if Israel should consist only of 'fel Aviv, we should never 

put up with thatn. 
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The Egyptian Premier, .... Prime Kinister Nasser, some months ago, in a 

statement to the American press, demanded that Israel cede to it, that is to Egypt, 

the whole of the Negev region - over 50% of Israel•s entire territory. Thereby, 

he said, one-third of Arab-Israel friction could be removed. And in March of this 

year, an official spokesman of the tasser regime, repeated this demand in an intei:

view with the united states Press. Now this determination to erase Israel is, of 

course, behind the recent move of Egypt to obtain arms from Czechoslovakia. gypt 

could have obtained arms from the United States. But it could only obtain arms 

from the United states - and by the way, arms were offered to Egypt by our State 

Department - it could only obtain arms from the United States on a condition 

specified by the law of our country and applicable to all countries alike, that 

such arms would be used exclusively to maintain internal security and would not 

be used in active aggression against any other state. Egypt does not like this 

condition. Egypt refused the arms offered to it by the United States. Egypt 

wants arms unconditionally so that she would be able to use them any time she 

chooses in an attack on Israel. And so she decided to obtain arms from the 

Soviet Union or from one of the satellites of the oviet Union. Egypt•s flirtation 

with the Soviet, inclusive of Nasser•s acceptance of an invitation to visit 

oscow, is not only the latest development of i ts campaign against Israel, but 

is intended also as a resounding rebuke to the nnited States for having won 

rraq over to an alliance with Turkey and Pakistan - an,:E alliance which Egypt 

violently opposed, for in its eyes this alliance lowered Egypt•s position in 

the Arab world and its prestige as the spokesman of the Arab world. And this 

rapprochement with the Soviet U'lion is also Egypt•s decisive answer to the recent 

important statement made by our Secretary of State, Mr. John Foster Dulles in 

which he proposed definite measures of bringing about a genuine peace in the 

Middle East. A genuine peace is precisely what Egypt does not want with Israel. 
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In order to avert this calamity of a peace, the interested Arat states under 

EWI>t's prodding, have again refused to give their consent to the Eric Johnston 

Jordan valley Authority Plan, for the utilization of the waters of the River 

Jordan and the adjacent rivers and streams for purposes of irrigating vast tracts 

of land upon which the Arab refugees may be settled. Time and again Mr. Johitson 

revised the Jordan Valley plan in order to meet the objections of the Arabs. Time 

and again the Arabs have refused to sanction it. They do not ~ant the Arab refugees 

really resettled - these leaders of the Arab league - they want to keep them in a 

state of unrest, as refu ees, on the borders of Israel - so that they could continue 

to exploit the fact of the 1efugees in their propaganda, against Israel. And here 

again they do not want to enter into any negotiations on the subject of a pennanent 

solution of the refugee problem, for that would by implication, recognize the legal 

existance of the State of Israel and that they are resolved never to do. 

And how does Israel feel about Egypt. In Au st of 1952, when Ben-Gurion was 

Prime t.inister of the State of Israel, and when King Fa rouk you may recall, 

was dismissed and forced to flee from Egypt, and General Naguib succeeded him -
I 

Prime ,inister Ben-Gurion issued a public statement in the name of the Government 

of Israel in which he said, "Israel wishes to see Egypt free, independent, pro

gressive. There were no grounds, nor are there now, for any quarrel between Egypt 

and Israel. There is no cause for territorial disputes, nor any reason for political 

or economic problems. We have no enmity against Egypt for what was done to us four 

years ago at the time of the war. Vie have never sought to exploit Egypt •s political 

difficulties with a great power by attacking her or taking revenge upon her as she 

did upon the establishment of our State." Israel wants peace and Egypt is planning 

for war. Egypt today is feverishly buying arms, not alone in the 5oviet zone, but 

elsewhere. It launched, last week, a popular drive, at· home for a special arms 

fund, and dancers joined soldiers and veterans in the streets of Gairo 1 asking 

donations, for the purchase of arms. Premier Nasser has issued a declaration 
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to the nation, in which he said"if we can get arms from any source we are truly 
n 

free.and the question is - free for what? To fight Russia? Is that why Egypt is 

purchasing arms at this time, and is that why Czechoslovakia is selling arms to 

FgY"pt at this time? Is Nasser procuring arms in Russia, from a Russian satellite, 

so that Egypt may be adequately armed to fight the Soviet Union? • ho is threatening 

Egypt? In a way, what has happened in recent weeks, the opening of the Middle East 

to Soviet penetration by Egypt, was inevitable and our own Government's mistaken 

Middle East policy is in a large measure responsible for it. Vi e warned against it 

time and again, but our warnings were written off as coming .from special pleaders 

who had their own interests to serve. -we were told that we were not viewing the 

near East situation from the American point of view, but only from the Israeli 

point of view. our country has tried to be helpful in the liear East, - sincerely 

helpful. I have never questioned the motives of the heads of our Government, nor 

that of the Secretary of the State, nor the President of the United States, with 

reference to the security of the state of Israel, but the approach of our State 

Department to the problem has not always been wise. In criticizing the policy of 

our government I have never accused it of unfriendliness. undamentally, our 

government reflects the attitude of the American people, and the AmericanJeople 

has, as is well known, been consistently friendly and helpful in its attitude., first, 

towards the establishment of the State of Israel and later on towards its support. 

And while there have been fluctuations in American policy, with reference to Israel., 

nevertheless., in t he decisive moments, when fundamental decisions had to be made, 

as was the case in November 1947 when the United Nations voted on the partition 

plan, favoring the establishment of an independent Jewish State in a part of 

Palestine I or again in ?-S:iy of the following year 1 when the question of recognizing 

the State of Israel came up - in these decisive moments, despite much maneuvering 

and the play of oppositional forces, our government acted decisively in behalf of Israel. 
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But with all good will, mistakes in foreign policy are occasionally made, not 

only with reference to Israel, which is after all only a small piece in the 

vast international mosaic, but in other cases as well. In saying what I am saying, 

I do not wish to suggest that there are no powerful selfish forces at work ag$1nst 

us in Washington, that there are no hostile influences brought to play from ti.me 

to time upon our State Department, which on occasions deflected from the true and 

wise course. We have enemies - there is no doubt about it - and their number have 

increased rather than decreased in recent years. rt was when our government set 

out to arm the .near East, as a bulwark against Sovietism, without first assuring 

itself that peace actually exists among the countries in the Near East themselves -

without first assuring itself that these weapons would not be used to precipitate 

war in the near East - without first making sure that these weapons would not be 

used against Israel - without first making sure that Israel would be included in 

any military pact for the defense of that entire region, of which Israel is a vital 
has 

part. It is there that our government,/in my judgment, blundered. And the degree 

of unrest which existed at present in the near F;ist, and the general deterioration 

of the situation there is the measure of that great blunder. And Egypt•s invitation 

to the Soviet, to come into the Eastern Mediterranean, is the very seal and testament 

of that blunder. The present administration, on coming into office, announced tllat 

it would make a new appraisal - a re-evaluation of the Hear F,ast policy of the pre

ceeding administration. This is quite proper. It announced a re-evaluation of 

the foreign policy of the previous administration in other parts of the world. 

Unfortunately, this announcement, that our government would re-evaluate its near 

Fast policy, was accompanied by an announcement that the reason for this appraisal 

was that the previous administration had been more or less partial to Israel and 

that now a new policy of impartiality would be sought. This of course was not 

the case. The previous administration was never partial to Israel - it tried 
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to be just. The previous administration helped to establish the state of Israel 

as did some thirty-two other countries of the world. Not as a matter of partiality 

to Israel, I assure you, but a simple matter of justice - morality. realizing 

that the establishment of this State was made imperative by the situation of Jewry 

the world over and by the righteous claim of the people of Israel fora homeland 

of its own in its ancient homeland. But they realized also that the establishment 
,fundamental 

of this state would in no way ha.rm the/political or economic interest of the Arabs, 
politi. cal 

who were themselves helped to the establishment of five or six independent/states 

of their own in that part of the world, and given a territory of over a million 

square miles - much of it crying for development and capable of vast development, 

whil• the whole territory assigned to the State of Israel by the united Nations 

was sane ten thousand square miles. But this announcement that a new administration 

would strive to be impartial as against the partiality of the previous administration 

gave comfort to the Arab league politicians - caused them to hope that the American 

government would now be with them in their efforts to strangle the new-born State 

of Israel - encouraged them to believe that they can afford to persist in their 

refusal to make peace with Israel - to persist in continuing their boycot1Band 

their blockades and their incitements - to refuse any and all reasonable adjustments 

of the Arab refugee problem - to refuse even to sit down with the representatives 

of the State of Israel to discuss any issue whatsoever of interest to both of them. 

That was a blunder - a diplomatic blunder, of the first water, and from it much 

evil has since flown. 

Then our government decided to win over the Arab States to a regional, 

military, defense system against possible aggression of the Soviet union. To 

accomplish this end, which is a laudable and commendable end in itself, it courted 

the friendship of the Arab States. It courted, for example, the friendship of 

EgYPt, by giving its support to Egypt on one of the most vital matters that Egypt 
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was interested in, namely, the evacuation of Great Britain from the Suez Canal 

area,which has been a foremost item on the agenda of Egyptian political demands 

for a long time now. And it was really under the pressure of our own government 

that the British withdrew their forces from the Suez manal. So anxious was our 

goYernment to win the favor of the Arabs that it was µ-epared to proceed with 

such a regional defense pact which would exclude the state of Israel and thereby 

isolate it in that part of the world. Mr. John D. Jumigan, the Deputy Assistant 
representative 

Secretary of State Department, declared, · at a large gathering of/Jewish Organizations 

in Washington, not so long ago, that the united States was not yet ready to include 

Israel in any collective security arrangement in the Near F.ast. Why? This plan 

for organizing all the Arab States into a security block, even on the promise to 

the Arab States that Israel would be excluded from such a pact , failed. The Arab 

league was unwilling formally and finally to identify itself with the West, be-

cause in so doing it might lose the advantage of the game which it had been playing, 

playing so successfully - of pitting the East against the West - of playing one 

against the other and resting concessions from both. 

Failing at this attempt to organize the whole Near East in a military pact 

against the Soviet Union, exclusive of course of the State of Israel, our State 

Department then decided to get aroWld this in,_transigent Arab league attitude 

by creating a security block along the northern frontier of the near East along 

the Soviet frontier, with only one member of the Arab league, namely with Iraq. 

And so the TUrkish, Iraqi, Pakistan Pact was worked out and signed, in spite of 

the violent objections of the Arab league, especially of Egypt, and that pact 

was made possible with the clear understanding that Israel would never become a 

party to any security pact in that part of the world. And the United States then 

began to send arms to Iraq. The state of Israel, fearing that the anning of Iraq, 

would disturb the military balance in that part of the world to its disadvantage, 
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was reassured by our State Department that this as really not intended, that 

it would not happen, that in fact, the defection of Iraq from the league would 

ultimately weaken and disrupt the whole Arab league and so would benefit Israel 

in the long run. And anyhow, Israel had nothing to fear because Israel was 

strong enough to defend itself'. But Israel was not reassured. 0 remier oshe 

Sharett, of Israel, invoicing the opposition of his State to the Turkish-Iraqi 

Defense pact, made it clear that Israel was basically not opposed to the American 

policy of organizing a defense region in that part of the world against the 

~ov:i.et nion - Israel's sympathies are, and always have been, he said, with the 
it, 

West , but for the life of/Israel cannot see why it should be excluded deliber-

ately, as a sine qua non, from a regional pact from that part of the world. The 

most Western - the most liberal - the most democratic- the country most friendly 

to the United States, was being deliberately excluded and isolated. 

It had been the hope that corresponding m·litary assistance would be given 

to Israel to redress the balance of power which had been disturbed by the arms 

sent to Iraq; and that the tri-partite declaration , which France and England 

and the lbited States made in 19$0, guaranteeing the borJers of Israel and the 

Arab States, would now be reaffirmed - and that peace would be given to this 

treaty. This did not take place. And now another ttiddle East State is being 

armed on a large scale, but this time by an anti-American government . And 

this fact, of course, increases Israelts concern with the mounting military 

strength of the Arab states, who have time and again, publicly announced their 

intention to destroy Israel. hat has happened in Cairo points up how mis-

guided and blundering has been our Near East policy in recent years,-- the policy 

to woo the Arabs and by-pass Israel in the fond hope of setting up a united front 

against rtussia in that part of the ,orld. Egypt, the key State in the Arab League, 

has now opened the tes of the Kear East to Soviet penetration and influence, 
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because with Russian arms there will soon come rlussian technicians, and Russian 

credits, and ussian propaganda in that part of the world - one of the most 

critical and potentially one of the most dangerous areas in the world. And 

Syria and Saudi- rabia have expressed recently their readiness to accept arms 

from the Soviet 1Jnion. 

And so the carefully worked out policy , by the single-track minded 

bureaucrats has broken down completely. American interests were not served 

by that policy and the whole region is in danger of being throvm into flames . 

The question now is,will a new policy emerge in ashington. Now our government 

could have been really instrumental in pressing for peace in the ear East 

and might have succeeded in achieving it . It could have been very instrumental 

in bringing about peace at the time when Egypt as courting the United tates 

and soliciting its aid in of the uez Canal. nd it was urged 

upon our government to tell the E tian government that it is prepared to 

help it re gain 1 hat it re garded as full sovereignty and its ri ght s, if at 

the same time Egypt would make peace with Israel, lift the blockade of the 

Suez Canal, establish peace in that part of the world. It was a logical give 

and take) common among governments, whi ch wise statesmanship siezes upon to 

solve may problems simultaneously. Jt was not done. Our government rould 

have been helpful in bringing about peace in the Near East at the time it 

was negotiating for this military pact with Iraq. It could have been tremendously 

helpful -- it could have said to the interested Arab Governments - unless 

you accept this ordan Valley Authority Project, which is beneficial to you 

beneficial to I srael:.._ which would revive the whole vast area for irrigation 

and settlement of the refugees -- unless you agree to this reasonable plan1 

we will not only not penalize the State of Israel for proceeding with the 

development of its own water projects, but we will encourage Israel to move 

forward. his ind of reasonable, diplomatic pressure, which was urged upon 
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our Government was not resorted to . It could have been tremendously helpful 

if it turned to the Arab States and said , Unles s you agree to a regional military 

pa.ct , which the international situation calls for, whi ch will include Israe l -

unless you agree to that we will proceed to enter into an independent and 

separate mutual pact1 arrange~i°ih the State of I srael. e will not tolerate 

this State which we helped to bring into existence to be endangered . This 

was not done . ()lr Government could have made it as a condition for the 

grantin g of the economic aid which it has been gi. ven in the hundreds of 

millions to the Arab tates - some ninety millions of dollars given by 

our government to Egypt alone - it could have made that a condition that 

they agree on peace for the economic benefit of all the peoples concerned 

so that the nations of the Near East could proceed normally with the business 

of ~ea¥i~~ living and working together instead of being dependent upon 

financial aid from the merican Government . Th±s was not done . It seems 

that the same blindness which affected the mandatory power of Great ritain 

over Falestine , which finally letd to the expulsion of Gre -=i t Pri tain from 

Palestine - the same blindness has been affecting tho people in our government 

who deal primarily and directly with the riddle East situati on . nd I am 

personally concerned ri.th the problem , not only because i t involves Israel, 

but out of the fear that that situation in the rear ....a.st , if it is not rectified 

speedily , may wreck the great new enterprise , the Geneva enterprise , upon 

which the hopes of the world are now so strongly centered - that these new 

tens·ons between the st and the est ihich are developing in this part of 

the worla, may undo all the good work of appr oachment and reconciliation 

which has set in between the East and ~est , following Geneva . Its always a 

little issue , like rajevo - like Danzig - like ~udatonland - which lead 

to the gi■mJw global conflicts . A f ew weeks ago , John Foster Dulles made a 

very· portant statement to the wor l d on the Israel Arab problem, in whi ch 
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he indicated that the President of the United States is prepared to recommend 

a substantial contribution to the settlement of this problem and that this 

contribution of the American Government would include, first: subscription 

to an international loan to enable Israel to discharge its obligations to 

the refugees, which in turn will help them to get re-settled. 

Secondly: :to United tates contribution to water projects which will 

develope more arable land which will aid in this resettlement. 

Thirdly: the good offices of the United tates, if desired , to ass:ut in 

making the frontier adjustments needed to conver; the present armistice lines 

into permanent boundary lines. 

And finally: the participation of our country in an international treaty 

guarantee , preferably sponsored by the United Nations , of the resultant 

bol}.ndary lines. 

This is a generous offer, a statesmanlike offer. 

I was asked,by a very prominent friend in Washington , what I thought 

of this offer of the .American Government and I wrote as follows: 

"I am very hapoy indeed that this statement was issued. It not only makes 

clear the deep and continued interest of our government in helping to Lreak 

the deadlock which has persisted over a period of years in Israel-Arab re

lations, and in easing the tensions which have unfortunately again this week 

erupted in those serious border incidents" (this was early in September) "but 

it also indicated that the American Government is prepared to make positive 

contributions towards reaching a settlen.ent. I am quite sure, when it finally 

gets down to it and the two sides sit down to negotiate,the government of 

Israel will be prepared to discuss all the matters of outstanding issue to 

which the statement referred. But here's the rub& the representatives of 

the Arab Governments have constantly refused to sit dm·;n and engage in such 

negotiations, because they understand that by so doing they are tacitly 
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acknowledging the political existence and sovereignty of the State of Israel. 

This is the very thing which they are urnvilling to acknowledge and this is 

the crux of the whole matter. until we are prepared to acknowledge this 

fact, they must, under one excuse or another, postpone the day of a peace 

conference. They must maintain as long as they can the present status of, 

no peace-no war, on the borders of Israel. I know of only one political 

action which would finally bring the Arab States to their senses - the 

clear statement on the part of our government that unless peace negotiations 

are undertaken forthwith, the American government will proceed to conclude a 

mutual security pact with I srael. Such a pact is, on its own merits, logical 

as an instrumentality for strengthening American interest in the ear East. 

It should therefore, not be made conditional on the willingness of Arab states 

to conclude simultaneous defense arrangements with our country. If it is the 

policy of the United States to seek defense arrangements in the ~ddle East, 

and if, as a spokesman of the State Department declared a while ago, a defense 

pact with Israel would be'highly logical~then there is really no valid reason 

for delaying such an arrangment. But apart from its own merits, the vecy 

announcement of such a contemplated action on the part of our government would 

help to convince the Arabs that they have nothing to gain in persisting in 

their present attitude and that it would be more advantageous to all concerned, 

to accept those benefits which would flow from negotiated agreements on all 

outstanding issues." And I concluded by saying " that,I would watch with keen 

interest the reaction of the Arab governments to this statement", because the 

reaction we know -- Egypt reached out to buy arms from the ~oviet Union. 

No wonder that the Israeli are anxious. The question remains - '/hat is 

to be done? I am never one who favors an arms race. A race in armaments between 

two nations or between groups of nations almost inevitably leads to the 

catastrophy of war. But clearly, Egypt and perhaps other Arab states, are 

at the moment counting upon a progressive lessening of the self-defense pOV1ers 
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of the state of Israel in relation to their mounting and increasing armaments, 

and therefore, first of all, Israel must be helped to maintain its military 

strength at all costs. 

The Jews of the world have not wilded what they have builded there, 

with so much labor and such great sacrifice, -- the Jewish people have not 

w~ited as they have waited for nearly two thousand years, to re-establish 
to 

their national homeland, to see it sacrificed wtth an unreasonable, imperialistic 

ambition of a neighboring Arab State or states; in defiance of the United 

Nations and of the defense of the expressed wishes of the organized world in 

the united Nations . Increasing weakress would be an increasing invitation 

to the enemies of Israel. In the second place , I believe that the American 

government ought to make it possibl e for Israel to procure arms in its defense . 

Its an ally, in the real sense of the United lations . The United ~tates helped 

to bring it into existence. The nited ~tates was the first country in the 

world who recognized the legal existence of the State of Israel. nd if Israel 

is now being threatened, I should thirk that it is part of justice and of 

political wisdom to make it possible for the one dependable free state in 

that part of the world, which would not barter with the enemies of freedom 

and democracy, to come to its help .And finally: if a collective security 

treaty, committing decisive power to the deterring of aggression of any one 

against any one in that part of the world , is not possible , then surely an 

individual mutual defense treaty with Israel is clearly indicated. 

I hope that in its forthcoming negotiations with Iaolotov at Geneva, 

our Secretary of State, whose interests in Israel are deep and sincere -

that he will have an opportunity to raise these questions with the spokesman 

of the ~oviet Union . Do they really want peace? Do they really want easing 

of tensions? Then why are they provoking war in the ·ddle East by sending 

arms to the countries which do not realzy need them for their self defense? 
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And unless this issue, I repeat, is resolved, if it is permitted to go on and 

become more and more aggravated, there is danger. Danger, not alone for the 

state of Israel. I am of the belief that the people of Israel will be able 

to take care of themselves. But there will be danger for the peace of the 

world. I have seen this happen, and you have, twice in our own lifetime -

where local issues in isolated corners of the world lead to the most lamentable 

and disastrous world conf'licts. 

There is a challenge here for statesmanship - for courageous diplomatic 

leadership - for forthright action& 

I hope they will be forthcoming. 
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., I 
In discus 1 t Near st sit tion a f faots should oo ke t clearly 

in minda 

(1) te are acquiring ar. me not to defend themselves against 
"' 

Russia but to prepare a war a inst Israel. Those w o are hoping to hold the 

a in Israel baa offered to negotiate a neace settle nt and to discuss all 

outstandin is ues wit~ the. These ~ffers have beE:n d sre~de~ or c nte p 
(I) ~ .... ~ ..... , G..~ A£. - . ~ r j .A',~ -

brushed aside. (§) ~ , - ~- ~ ~~ . 

(3) The Arab States will not willingly reco nize the exist~nce of the State 

of Israel. Their leader have t· 
~v 

to wipe Israel off the r P• -

(4) Allied plo cy las at no ti e ince t 

ntion 

tablisn~ent of the State 

of Israel, even years a , been of the kind a to ersuade the Arab States that ----- - ...... 
nothing is to be ined by them in prolongin the boycotts, the blockade and 

has been given to one or another of the Arab States by our Government and by 

other natj ons of the free world w e never made conditional upon Arab a eement - -
to peace ne?otiations with Israeland for packar,e ettlement of outstanding 

(9 Sv ,_ ~~ - v~~ ~ 
issues. __ ~ ~ .. -:f ...__ .. _... \ 

(S) The Tr·- rt te A eement, of 1950 hich w to hav in ured tr nqu:1.lity 

on the Israel-Arab bord r , ndin per nent peace settlement, has clearly 

failed of its objectives. It has ach ve no tr nqu: lity and it has avert d no 

And the al ied nat ons, no leas than the Soviet 

bloc, ,am nt race. 



(6) The tate or Israel has been compelled to ar.n itself because immediat ly 
I 

u_ on ts establishment it as attacked by ~he r e of nei ,hborin Arab States 

:l.n a ar which they d clared a inst I racl in fiance of Unit>ed ~tions . In 

this war they ~ere defe te I but they have not aban- ned the_r i tent .on to 

launch another r at th first opportunity to cco plish h4t they f ~ led to 

accomplis in their f rat onslau ht . This i•"' h r clearly avowed int3nt on. 

""i ntil these st te ~have ade eaee with Israel and have abandoned their intention 

of exterminatin it, or until such tiffie as the st~rn nations have ven Isr el 

the assurllnce of a milit~ry alliance ., the young tate rrrust ., as best as it can ., 

look to its om nefenses . Israel desires no rn ce . ~t wls s to evo'!ie 
VVI.A.. 

_very des>erately neede dollar to the up-building of its economic life - to , ... 
the care of the ten of thousand... ho have come to it froi. all I rts of tha worl:1 1 

and in more rec nt ye rs, mostly from Arab con 

beco te in ecure . Israel has no expansionis 

(7) not 

s re their lives have 

covets nothj_ng which 

t.erri tory of e .,oo square iles in order to augment the 1 , 00 , 000 square miles 

of the territories of ts Arab ne hors . The ~rnb States require no additional 

territory for th ir well- being, but the development , irrigation and cultivation 

of what they have . 

ori nally int 
{2) U·IJ , J 
- (?. ..,, 

pres nt boundaries , is al.read 

the Jewish J tional 

··-· C. -
(8) Great ritain ' e ffer of mediation on the basis of territorial concessions 

b Israel is motivated , ct by the economic ne de or tfie Arab States or by any 

moral consideration but by the desire of Great ritain to insure for itself a 

cor ridor throu h the Nege to Jo'l•dan nd th st . t' s desire for 

t e etrev, to which it ha3 absolutely no claim , is otivated by its wish to have 

co mon land frontier 1'fi th other Ar b Stat , to deny Israel an outlet to h 

I 
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Red Sea , and to ,ain presti for .c gypt in the 

(9) Israel w-nt no ar - nd no preventiv 

ra 

ar . 

armed force , • ch a cor ng to the testi· ,ony of t 

to thei:rs , in launching any war a inst any of the • 

orld. , 

It has not 
lJ 

rabs haveA 

f 
• t 

( ~ 

em o ed 

he rab States can h ve 

peace t Israel y ti, e they ant it. T1ey ne d ot send, and they should 

not be encouraged to s -nd, their li i ted reso ces, ·rhich ou ht to be devoted 

~ 

to the problem!l o • d spread poverty, diseaa 0 n i orance araong their
1

peoples1 M 

The short- si hte olicy of purchasing their loyalty to th democratic crld by 
~L t..c.N 

auppl.,d.1 g them ,i th arm .. has clearly 1ankrupt. An at.tempt /'-to compete with R ssia 

in grants and s'" lE. of a orld ill also end in disaster . 

twill simply nake the Arab ltiaders more intran i nt , ore ruthless and de

manding. The will continue to play off the East a nst he est to the u~ter 

confusion of both. 

(/: 
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bandonment? h det ... 
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1t launch d any r u o ita nai bore? 

or lock •a? a 1t coveted 7 tit• utghbora t \errito~7? aa 1\ 

• line o it own with \h An.be to explore 1• to an aaicable ad.J at-

ment f their iffe:renae11 • l1rae 1 o non• of th••• ' 
the Ara • h •• one all f the• ~1 •· 

•1• 

t1on and. fnedozal The on .. nn• ot vorl opinion baa 

been loud in prai ff t -•1 work t ooa1\J1U.ction and rehab111tat1 n 

whic • ,:01.U>g \ate h&a rn on. 

~. h n. ahoul Ia l be p na111 n b7 ta l ti 1t 1 a 

ho•Ule v rl , r b7 lm a ·in 1 through eni fad• te .-na f 

___../" •• .. it- •t•n"t 

'rhia v111 
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chine h 
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• nol ,o ona\e a 111\a 

ae1a i IIOV dolJla in 
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Arab 11a, • Iba, 1 Tl '8117 laportan, Jo1'4an 

ro-,ed ot b th no\ onl7 »o \ ntrala I arael 
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!'1Mt7 kao 'ha' I1rul 1 pnparecl lo ooe te 111 lhe aolullon o all lb• ft► 

•MD41 1•na• be,wea 1., 1\1 ~re la a 1Pirll •f poiwlll. 
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in Israel~ 
I~ 

aP ■ Wll&,form of useful an profitable invest nt we hope will co nue indefinitely. 

And as to what we hope to accompl h by it all.I~ n hing more or less 

than the survival of our people in fre security am. n dignity in t he world. 

We wish to remain on the stage of gnificant people• What 

moves us today is the same visio hich1 like a pillar r fire, guided our fore-

fat hers through the wilderness 

and in the battle-days of th 

remained undimmed in exil 

sion which was defended 

who defied the might 

the Promised Land the days of Moses and Joshua, 

Saul and David - the vision which 

return trom captivity, the vi-

nsecrated in the heroic deaths of those 

thousand years of e le, and in our day, -81.!IIMfi' ov.er the nameless graves of six mil

lion of our mart ed dead only to blaze ort~ll resplendant gloey, and fiMiloilq 
/f 

cc,me to rest 

we 

match the 

t to build in Israel .,.. ... 6y-,a societ y, and a vray of life which will 

give meming to our constancy and t,;.~ to ~ 

The creation of the state of Israel has already accomplished much for us. 

It has given sanctuary to hundreds of thousands of our people for whom the great 

world, with its vast, empty spaces, crying for human settlement md deve~gne~t, 
~fo.........ru,;~ 

could find no room. It has in.f'used the eon l 1..t. sorely tried spb-i-i' of our people 
I' 

with a new hope, a new dignity and a new zest for life. _, e•• r1alas0U8l6±1Ig eti, 

~ 
growing up "-:_ a new atmosphere of respect for the Je.-, 

sense of ~r!;~t~•;I1e psychic curse of the Galut 

and therefore, with a new 

is being exorcized. 
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~t.cl ~ .,.,,0 )ff ~ i. 8.t . 
This is being accomplished. Much else will yet now out of this historic 

I' ~ 
act, but we are not qualified to prophesy. ~it would be strange i:ada•• it the 

Jews in Israel, reacting to the impact of their historic surroundings and the ex-
~~ and excellence 

ample and prompting~or greatness/of former generations of ancestors, challenged 

by their own good .fortune in escaping from slavery to freecb m and being reborn, as 

it were, into a new life, and eager to y.LndicJte themselves 8T/ ~ir peoplfl in 
~ -rf wth ~ /J~ ~"""'''1 7 ~ ~ the ~t of the whole world ~ ~ not in time produce incomparable precious val-

ues which will agaiws in the early days, enrich and bless mankind. 

, 




