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The establishment of the American Zionist Emergency Council 

dates back to the beginning of World War II. Late in August, 1939, the 

21st . e:ionist Congress met in Geneva. Its work was conducted in the 

shadow of the impending . catastrophe, and was indeed cut short by the 

sudden closing of the international frontiers and the need for delegates 

to return to their homes without delay. 

The Emergency Committee for Zionist Affairs, as it was first 

called, was originally established with two purposes in view. The 

possibility was foreseen that, as a result of the war, the headquarters 

of th~ Zionist Organization in Jerusalem might, by reas~n of invasion V 
J 

or otherwise, be completely cut off ,from U:e re&$ of the 1no,0111ent. It 

was desirable, accordingly, that there should be in existence in America 

a body which could, if need be, assume the · authority and the functions L < • , t.. 
• I - 1.,t ~-\\.I . I 

of Zionist leadership. It was further recognized that, whether America 

entered the war or not, the attitude of this country was likely to be of 

i 
decisive importance in determining the future of the Jewish National !iome. 

The first eventuality which the Executive had in mind in setting up 

the Emergency Committee was, happily, not real_ized. Despite periods 

of imminent danger, Palestine and the Yishuv remained safe during the 

war. Zionist communications by letter and cable with the rest of the 

Jewish world, outside Europe, though subject to various wartime 

difficulties and restrictions, were maintained without interruption. It was, 

•, 
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accordingly, on the second task -- that of directing and coordinating 
, • 1•• /'.II -A 

t. \. \.) ,'-". y \ -<v- ~ .. 
Zionist public relations ..na peli.ey in America - - that the work of the 

/' 
Emergency Committee was primarily concentrated. The specifically 

American character of the Committee was emphasized in November, 

1941. by a change in title to that of the American Emergency Committee 

for Zionist affairs ~{later, in 1943, contracted to "American Zionist 

Emergency Council".) The Council comprisoo representatives of the 

Zionist Organization of America, Hadassah, Mizrachi and Poale Zion, 

together with a number of leading American Zionists nominated ad personam. 

·~...,, )~• During the early months of its existence, the Emergency Council 

functioned rather as an inter-party body for receiving reports and for 

deciding on matters of common interest to the four constituent groups, 

than as the initiator and director of an active program of political action 

on the American scene. It was not till late in 1940 that a full-time 

. 
Secretary was appointed and that the Council acquired offices of its 

own. The appointment, too, in January, 1941, of Dr. Emanuel Neumann 

as Executive Officer in charg(? of a Department of Public Relations and 

~, ../ II 

foliticaytction, marked an important development in the work of the 

Council. 

The history of our Movement cannot be written without recurrent 

j).-,... 
reference to the signi[icant contributions of,_Emanuel Neumann. In the 

great and searching year's between.the two world wars and in the years 

culminating in the establishment of the State of Israel, Neumann was an 

inspired leader, guide and champion of hie peepla ~ ~ • 
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Undeviatingly he stood by the political vision of Theodor Herzl and 

.... ., was its eloquent spokesman and defender in the national and international 

assemblies of our Movement. In the decisive years which led to the 

triumph of our ~~in the United Nations, Neumann was among the key 

men who planned strategy and tactics both in Flushing Meadow and in 

Washington. He was the keen analyst, the sound scholar, the gifted draftsman 

of many of our vital statements and pronouncements . 

. rowever, despite the fact that a number of important activiti:S 

were ·initiated by the Council, it was clear that Zionist political and 

public relations work was not being carried forward on the American scene 

~ Dr. Neumann warned against 

" 
with the required scoP3 and effectiveness : 

the grave ~~qu!-c_Y of• o~ work in a public s tate~~nt in ~r~a~y, 1 943. J 
Q The need £or a~· o,_;.e.,;."~~11 program of ~tion to a~tivize the American - Zionist 
II • . \ 

masses of all parties, and for strong centralized direction was widely 
1r 
• , I \. • 

recognized by~ leaders of our Movement here and in Palestine. 

( Early in 1943, Dr. Weizmann, Louis Lipsky, and Dr. Stephen S. Wise 

1w· 
urged me to assume the leadership of the Emergency Committee. Mriee lCJl.. 

declined, knowing of the nucleus of opposition to me which existed within 
I I 

{\ "l~l, 

the Emergency Committee, which was centered in .the representatives of 
A 

n t' 
the Zionist Organization of AmericaD,lt U _.e,__ 1 \r .~ • . I I • ( • • \ Q - 11,, / , ,\ ~ • • , 1 

r , . • tt\ v ) -.ll'(' L\l\. ,.__.i.t;:, - • : '!)I\, iuu• i, <'·· , p.,(vl, h YVl ,,r. , . '·'''' n " / f f ;,,(, ,_, 

~--ricnd:s finally persuaded me io defy this small group ef tep•eeen-

~ati¥e9 for the sake of the cause. In July. of that year a group ~ one, hundred 

leading American Zionists headed by Charles J. Rosenblum of Pittsburgh, 
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launched a movement to draft me for ~he -f;esidency of the Zionist 

(.(V-<..: c ~- 1 I , , ., - • \
0 

<. • • 

Organization of Arre rica in order to rid-the_Council of- the-ZOA- repre-

s-entative&-who-were-unfriendly. The .draft movement gained such momentum 

that the ZOA A·dministratipn forces whe w9re ba£kiRg the e&ftdida.-.i:; of 

Dr. Ie1acl Goidst-Mn offered a compromise whereby I would withdraw 

from the race fer the ZOA presidency and leave the field to nr-?d.tein, 
I' 

and in turn, all would agree on my assuming active direction of the 

political work of the Emergency Committee. An agreement to that effect 

was signed on August 9, 1943 by Dr. Goldstein and myself, and by Dr. Wise
1 

tl,., 

~/j,airman of the Emergency Corninittee, 

To make sure as to what my role in the Emergency Committee would 

, 
be, I wrote a letter to I)-'r. Wise on July 29, 1943, prior to the signing of 

the agreement: 

"Both you and Dr. Weizmann approached me some months ago with 

the request to take over the direction of the political work of our Movement. 

You felt, as m~ny of us have felt right along, that there has · been an un­

fortunate confusion, in efficiency, over-lapping and cross-purposes in our 

political work and that the situation · called for complete reorganization and 

above all, for centralization of authority. Both you and Dr .. Weizmann, as 

well as Mr. Lipsky and others, asked me to take over this work. I demurred 

knowing of the determined opposition of sor:ne of the men who today control the 

administration of the ZOA. I told you that while I was willing to fight for 

. . 
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Zionism, I was not willing to start a fight with Zionists for the privilege 

of serving the cause. You appealed to me to take over the work on the 

ground that you, yourself, were heavily encumbered with many other re-

sponsibilities, and were tired .... 

"When you told me yesterday over the telephone that you have been 

persuaded to retain the chairmanship of the Zionist Emergency Committee, 

I was somewhat bewildered. If it was your intention to remain in that 

important post, neither I nor anyone else would lave considered supplanting 

you. The office is yours by right of service and achievement in the Movement. 

But I assumed all along that you earnestly wished to be relieved of it. It , 

was on the basis of that understanding that I participated in the discussions 

in the last few months looking towards a reorganization. If now you feel 

that you wish to retain that office not in an honorary, but in an active 

capacity, I wish you would let me know definitely, and in making my reply 
• 

to the ~raft letter addressed to me, I will say that Dr. Wise is head of the 

political work of the Movement and there is no need for drafting me or any­

one else, and ·that as far as the' presidency of the ZOA is concerned, I never 

sought that office, and I find opportunities for my Zio~ist services in other 

fields .... " 

. Unfortunately, as soon as the reorganization of our Council began to 

show results and new life was infused into it, Dr. Wise apparently changed 

his mind and progressively during the year; began to assert .the authority 
I 

which was his before the reorganization. This proved embarrassing on 

more than one ocaasion. 

. 

.. 
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I subsequently encountere ~difficulties from yet another source.-•· 

Dr. Nahum Goldmann was the director of a political bureau which the 

Jewish Agency had established in Washington prior to the reorganization 

of the Emergency Council and prior to my assumption of the direction of 

our political work in the United States. I had assumed that Dr. Goldmann 

would limit himself to transacting business with Latin-America and such 

other activities which did not fall within the scope of the Emergency Council. 

But this was not Dr. Goldmann' s conception of his role. He conceived of 

himself as the independent head of a political bureau which had been 

established by the cxea:tlon ttf the World Zionist Organization, sub~ect to 

no American control and responsible only to JerusaleJn, and he acted 

accordingly. 

He made numerous independent approaches to officials of the American 

,:, Government on matters which were within• the province of the Emergency 

Council without the prior approval of that body. He would, on occasion, 

anticipate our visits to officials of the Government and cause us great 
fn . • 1 . - •• ~-Ji re f embarrassmen~on occas1onc he wou d transmit to us ,..~;ate reports o 

. his contacts. Two political agencies functioning at the same time in the 

same field was clearly impossible. One could not compromise with such 

a situation indefinitely. 

. ,, 
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The situation became so intolerable that I handed in my resignation 

to the Emergency Council in August, 1944. The Emergency Council refused 

to accept my resignation. Dr. Weizmann and Mr. Gen-Gurion cabled from 

Palestine asking me not to resign ·"at this most critical moment" and that 

they would do their utmost to expedite a settlement of the controversy. 

After~ the Emergency Council adopted a resolution to which Dr. 

Goldmann assented, to the effect that "all approaches to the American 

Government or its officials on matters relating to the program of political 

activities of the American Zionist Emergency Council shall be undertaken 

by representatives of the Movement only with the prior approval of the 

Executive Committee of the Council and that in between meetings of the 

Executive, Dr. Wise, Dr. Goldmann, Louis Lipsky and I would consult 

regarding emergency matters p,r cviously undetermined", I withdrew my 

resignation. But adoption of the re solution did not settle the question of 
• 

implementation, for Dr. Goldmann was most eager to be everywhere at 

all times .... 

-
It was evident at the time that I became Chairman' of the Executive of 

the American Zionist Erne rgency Council in August, 1943, that the large and 

influential American Jewish Community would.now have to assume the major 
, .. J~,.. t v, - ' 1 < ~ ... <-

responsibility for the conduct of our Movement, that it would have to be 

mobilized and alerted for the culminating political effort, now that the end 

of the war was approaching. 

In our action we proceeded on three fundamental premises. First, 

that our cause was just, incontestably just. We could, therefore, tell our 

• 
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story frankly to all men of good will in our country -- regardless of class, 

political party or religious affiliation. We could appeal to their sense o! 

justice and their humanity, ]l; should not be too difficult, we felieved, to 

tell our story to the American people at a time when America was waging 

a war in behal~ of human rights against the very Nazis who were seeking 

to exterminate our people and were driving hundreds of thousands of them 

out upon the broken highways of wandering and homelessness. We must 

. first win the active support and sympathy of the American people if we were 

ever to persuade our government. In the Executive branch of our government, 

we were confronted with a State Department which harbored a sizeable core 

of active anti-Zionist officials, and with a President whose attitude remained 

continuously shrouded in an impenetrable charm. 1n our struggle we first 

had to win over the American people. 

• 
The second premise upon which we proceeded was that it was either 

no'f or never. The hour of decision was rapidly approaching. We had .xeached 

the critical cross-roads in our. history. We, therefore, had to throw in 

everything,,.we had, all of our power, all our resources, all our reserves. 

The potential political pow~r of five million American Jews had to be 

activized and their collecti:ive ... "Strength employed. This was to be the crucial 

battle. There was nothing to lose now but our illusions. Hitler was brutally 

and systematically destroying European Jewry. England was ·waging war 

upon our defenseless refugee~ who were being turned away from the very 
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shores of Palestine to perish in the Strumas. Because of this chaos 0£ 

terror and inhumanity, of concentration camps and gas chambers, an 

element of immediacy and of driving urgency had to inform all our 

activities. We simply must not lose the historic moment. 

The third premise upon which we proceeded was that the American 

Jewish community had to be aroused to exert itself to the utmost, not 

merely for an increased number of certificates for refugees to be admitted 

into Palestine, but for a Jewish State. The root of our millenial tragedy 

was our national homelessness. There is but one solution for national · 

homelessness. That is a national home. 

Our refugees were not being taken care of and given asylum by the 

nations of the free world. There was no reason to suppose that it would 

·be easier to achieve results for our people on a purely humanitarian appeal 

for rescue and asylum than on the politic;al and national level. 

The world had remained silent at the ruin and outrage of a whd e 

people which ~eggared all human speech, which was beyond words, beyond 

tears, beyond all utterable woe. Here and there one heard a feeble protest! 

Here and there a gesture of sympathy! But no outburst of outraged humanity, 

no furious -cry at the as~asination of a whole people I Years of slaughter and 

assault at the hands of a government lost to all sense of shame or pity, which 

sacked and ravaged a thousand Jewish communities, burnt millions 0£ 

. 
men, women and children in horrible human crematoria and filled the 

highways of the earth with hordes of frightened, fleeing refugees, evoked 

.. 
\/ 
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from the civilized world, from the democracies, from our own country, a 

few perfunctory acts of rescue which resulted in little more than nothing . . 
A spiritual palsy seemed to have attacked the world, and the mildewed 

spirit of this mouldering age fou.X° d all sorts of excuses for doing so little 

legal difficulties, transportation difficulties, immigration laws and what not. 

Nowhere was there evident a great moral exertion, nowhere an heroic enterprise o 

~ 
the challenged spirit of man surmounting all tiaarc quiddities a£- technicalities · 

and all the barriers of routine. And so myriads of our prQ t?iottt5 sons and 

daughters perished who might otherwise b1-... ~ .w.,~ ~( 

The story of the Evian and the Bermuda Conferences belongs to the 

shabby furniture of Heartbreak House of World War II, -'l'ttl.Jur country was 

I 

not without a full share of blame for their abject failure. 

d;tt ~r 
~@ur country open its doors to rescue the trapped and doomed men, 

I' ~ .. ~1~~ 
women and children~ Bi-a ~r country~r even temporary asylum.to tl.eFA 

in n'-imbers comtn'ini~ilr-ate with the eno1mity of the trage~ Was there no 

room for them? We found room in our spacious land for one hundred and 

fifty thousand Nazi war prisoners I .... 

When the horrors of Oswiecim, Treblinka and Maidaneck became 

public knowledge, and the 1cry for £t1ce"" p&i:ts a:ntl temporary asylums was 

raised, an announcement was made by our government that it would permit 

a thousand refugees to enter our country for the duration d the war and 

that they .would be kept in a detention camp until the end of the war. 
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A thousand refugees -- and from areas in Europe where they were already 

safe l Ltttlo Sweden in one month gave refuge to almost the entire Jewish 

populati 01 of Denmark -- nine thousand souls -- and it did not put them in 

a detention camp! 

We worked hard, many organizations worked hard, and made repre­

sentations, but the bitter fact remained that the mountain labored and 

brought forth - - Oswego! .... 

It .W~ that the people in Washington were hostile to us. They were 

friendly and kindly disposed. They underst!ood the disaster which overtook 

our people. But they also knew that immigrants and refugees in large 

numbers were not wanted in the United States. Nor would they not be wanted 

anywhere after the war .... 

~~~r-!.~~ 
C/f;ur; people mtte-tt' not be deflected from the\l14 main objective ' ~~ 

-- a 

national homeland. It must not accept make-shift compromises under the 

q~ ~, ~"i-~ q\ v~~-
spurious appeal rJ(t-to~ivice the household of 1s11ael~eP ~he ies1ae ef a ZQ 

&e~ ex eig11 Jev,ioA Statg. 

The major .battle over this issue took place, as we indicated above, 

at the American Jewish Conference, which met in the summer of 1943. At 

this democratically elected body of American Jewry, comprised of Zionist/' 

and non-Zionist, the principle issue was whether to adopt or reject a 

resolution favoring the establishment of a _Jewish Commonwealth in Palestine. 

After prolonged debate, the delegates voted almost unanimously in favor of 
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the Jewish Commonwealth resolution. The Zionist Movement could now 

speak with authority to the American people and government in the name 

of the entire A~ rican Jewish community. Our campaign was, therefore, 

launched on the positive program of the Jewish Commonwealth. 

We began to speak again in clear and unmistakable terms of a 

Jewish State, of a Jewish Commonwealth. 

To win the support of the American people and government, the 

American Zionist Emergency Countil launched a nation-wide public relations 

program. Able and dedicated men, some of them exceptionally gifted in their 

fields, were quickly marshalled into service. Harry L. Shapiro was appointed 

Executive Director -- ant imaginative, efficient and thoroughly competent 

administrator and organizer. Harold P. Manson became Director of 

Information. He was a skillful .public relations man, a gifted writer, with 

a fine Jewish background and thoroughly at home in Zionism and a student 

of the American political scene. Our Political Secretary was Arthur Lourie, 

presently the Ambassador of Israel to the Court of St. James. The head of 

our Washington Bureau at first ·was Dr. Leon Feuer of Toledo. He took a year's 

leave of absence from his congregation in Toledo to help us in our work. 

He was formerly associated with me in the Rabbinate of the Temple in 

Cleveland and is presently President of the Central Conference of American 

Rabbis. Later, Dr. Benjamin Akzin, now. Professor of Law at the Hebrew 

University in Jerusalem, 

\,.( I),\.~ t,-"'-cf""' "'¼ 

~~~-

took over. ~ ~ ""'- ~( V.:., 

&:.e.,.._ ~ \ ~~le;: \J~ i:.., -tl 
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Leo R. Sack, an experienced newspaper man became our Legislative 

Consultant. Our able and inventh=e Director of Special Events, conferences, 

rallies and mass-meetings, was Abe Tuvim. Eliahu Ben-Horin, an author 

of note and an authority on Middle East affairs, became our Di rector of 
. • 

'. 
Cultural Relations. Dr. Benjamin Schwadran was the Director of the 

1 t. I • ' • • I ., -· , . • : ~ ►" • , • ' , 

Research Department. Blanche J. Shepard headed the Speakers'Bureau. 

t 1.t. (I I 

Sulamith Schwarz, · now living in Israel, was our Director of Publications, 
r- /} 

and the scholarly and talented Yiddish wr~ter, Arnold K. Israeli, took 

charge of our Yiddish Press Bureau. Our v'il.ry a)ti'rt and a:ett¥e Office 

~ 
Coordinator was Beatrice Cohen. • From time to time, other• like Hyman 

A. Schulson, and Adolph Hubbard were added to our staff. 

This proved to be a remarkable team of devoted and enthusiastic 

workers and I felt happy and privileged to work with them. They con-

tributed not only expert professional service, but many valuable ideas. 

Headquarters were established in New York and Washington. 

Effective units, nearly three hundred, were organized in every principal 
• • 

city in the United States. 

The Council also worked through two important non-Jewish groups. 

The American Palestine Committee which had been founded in 1941 by 

Dr. Emanuel Neumann, was under the fchairmanship of Senator Robert 

F. Wagner, a warm and consistent friend ~.f the Movement. It was com­

posed of leading Americans, distinguished in many walks of public life, 

who desired through its medium to signify their interest in the re­

establishment of the Jewish National Home. The membership of the 

. . 

_ _,. 

.. 
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American Palestine Committee exceeded fifteen thousand, including 
/\ 

-Bev8ntggn et!rle Governors, sixtrcoo,e Smators and onQ hund1cd e:nci 

~ Congressmen, as well as many other well-known figures in the 

nation's civic and cultural life. 

. The other non-Jewish group was the Christian Council on Palestine l' r r. 
..Jl ,/ J, ""' '.# >t . .J·'·'"" 1 lt · "'J'..~"" ... , 1, ~- ·~· .Jr•t♦✓ ·•~_,: ... , )!" .,,, •' \.,....w1.. .. ,,,.,_.,.,.1 · .t. ~ · 1 

~ which was heade~ by Dr. Henry A. At kins on. It comprised a membership 
I ,Iv • > -~ ,.',. •\.:. 

~ ✓ ,,(,_·. 

of twenty-four hundred leading clergyme:>\ representing all Christian 

•J denominations. It took an active part in ·informing church groups through­

out the country and in enlisting their support for our cause. 

Later, the two groups were merged into the American Christian 

Palestine Committee with Dr. Carl Hermann Voss as Chairman of its 

• I 

Executive Committee, and Dean Howard M. LeSourd, as Director. 

The Christian Palestine Committee sponsored a lecture bureau 
• 

which stimulated an interest in the Palestine question on the part of 

community, college, church and women's groups, as well as radio broad-

casting stations throughout the ' country, and also provided these groups with 

effective lecturers. 

Early in November, 1945, there took place in Washington an Inter­

national Christian Conference on Palestine, which was attended by 

representatives of no less than thirty nations. Among a number of dis­

tinguished guests who came to America to attend the Conference were 

Mrs. I..o·rna. Wingate, 
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widow of the British General, Orde Charles Wingate, and Senator 

Gonzalez Videla, President of the Republic of Chile. As a result of 

the Conference, the "World Committee for Palestine 11 was established, 

with Sir Elsworth Flavelle of Canada as Chairman. The World Committee 

for Palestine worked in close association with the American Christian 

Palestine Committee and concerned itself more particularly with the Latin­

American countries and Canada. The World Committee arranged for 

Dr. Gustavo Gutierrez;, a promiment Cuban personality, who had become 

keenly interested in the problem of the JewisH people and of Palestine, 

to tour the South American countries, where he established many important 

contacts. 

Numerous conferences anp literally thousands of meetings were 

-i, r-.,~r 
arranged by the Emergency Council in all parts of the country. Mass 

" 
demonstrations and open-air rallies which were attended by tens of 

thousands of people were addressed by leading American personalities. 

At different times the 7.:i:m-t-i:-et Emergency Council was responsible 

for the holding, alone or with other boiiies, of a number of great public 

meetings. The first of these demonstrations was that at Madison Square 

Garden, N~w York City, in July, 1941, in connection with the desperate 

plight of the Jews in Nazi-occupied Europe. A similar gathering which 

drew a huge audience was · held on the eve of the effective date of the 

White Paper, while another noteworthy mass rally, attended by some 
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sixty thousand people, took place in Lewisohn Stadium, New York, in 

April, 1945. Even this gathering was dwarfed, however, by a later 

open-air demonstration in Madison Square Park to protest British policy 

in Palestine, ~~rcs'>Rl tutatlo<i more than two hundred thousan~}Ja. 

Such meetings in New York were generally followed by similar great 

gatherings in leading cities throughout the country. 

In a critical moment a march of thousands of Jewish war veterans 

converged on Washington. The Jewish war veterans, under the leadership 

. 
of its National Commander, · Julius Kline, were at all times most eager to 

help. 

Throughout the country local delegations contacted their public officials, 

Governors, Congressmen and Senators. State l egislatures were requested 

to adopt pro-Palestine resolutio'ns which were then forwarded to Washington. 

We enlisted the active support of key people in every walk of life, authors, 
• 

journalists, columnists, educators, clergy, political leaders -- people who 

heretofore had not declared themselves ~ur cause. 

Organized American labor, too, made an important and positive 

contribution to the Zionist effort. Many labor leaders individually, as well 

as numerous trade unions placed themselves on record in support of Zionist 

aims. The American Jewish Trade Union Committee, headed by Mr. Max 

Zaritsky, was especially effective in obtaining adherence to the Zionist 

program of the federated trade union groups. In November, 1944, the National 
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Cmvention of the American Federation of Labor unanimously approved 

the Palestine resolution which was submitted to ~~R-r , and 

instructed its President, William Green, to use his good offices in behalf 

. of the fulfillment of the purpose of the resolution. The Council of Industrial 

J..:.. J ~ .. ~. 
Organizations, at its National Convention, «Heo-plaoed its~lf 9a :a:QoaPd in 

£.or the establislnll'ent of a Jowi&h=Co1nmonwe~h. 

I believed at first that it would not be too difficult to tell our story 

to the American people. But at times \\e found it very difficult. There were 

forces and organizations and newspapers who were determined to distort 

"'~ <J 
our position, and confuse the American people concerning our program And 

I' 

obj~ctives. A case in point wa~ the ve'r'/ influential newspaper "The New 

York Times". 

"The New York Times" today and ever since the days just prior to the 

establishment of the State of Israel has been unexceptional in its news 

coverage of everything that concerns Israel and the Zionist Movement, and 

friendly in its editorial comments. 

Thus, on the day when the Jews of Palestine proclaimed, in Tel-Aviv, 

·'-· the establishment of the State of Israel, the "New York Times" wrote 

editorially: 
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"The Jews of Palestine have built a state. The chancelleries of 

the wor d may deplore, the gentlemen at Lal<e Success may debate, the 

Arab League may fulminate, but the impelling power cf. "the dream of 

generations" has created a government, inspired an army, and made a 

desert bloom. These achievements cannot be ignored or ·pushed aside. 

They can neither be rationalized out of existence to suit some academic 

policy nor warped to fit into some "ideal" solution of the Palestine problem. 

They exist, as the result of unflagging labor and unfailing courage, of 

the desperation of some who have known Hitler's tortures and the aspiration 

of many who have ED ught an ancient goal. The star which was imposed upon 

the Jew as a badge of shame. is on the flag of I rael today, and the deep , 

I powerful emotions mobilized around that symbol are now the most sig-

nificant forces in Palestine. 
• 

"In recognizing Israel, Presidnt Truman has recognized an inescapable 

fact. However, oddly his act may fit into the curious pattern of American 

diplomacy in the Near East, this step was the only ore which was consonant 

with American traditions and with the realities of the case. Since the • United 

Nations, largely as the result of the insistence of the United States, has 

not assa-- ted paramount authority over Palestine, this country is free to deal 

with Israel on its own terms; since, officially and unofficially, over the 

last hirty years, the United States had done much to make a Jewish State 

possible, it could not &disavow its own work. And the declaration of 

Israel's independence must evoke a sympathetic response from a nation 

conscious of the shared spiritual heritage fro~ w}:lich that decla~ation was 
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drawn. T h 

• f l 1o A • Mr. ruman as given orma expression the welcome mer1cans 
h . 

extend to Israel, the dream made real. " 

/~ ~Jn ~ \~ o.1,"-fii,< 
ThisFwtitudeJ however, was altogether absent in the years which 

preceded the establishment of the State. 

The following exchange of letters in November, 1943, between 

Arthur Hays Sulzberger, publisher of the New York Times and myself, 

will illustrate my point: 

• 



' • ' 

I 

November 2, 1943 

I presu~e that in the long history of Israel other leaders also permitted 
their fire to consur~e their judgment and that they, too, misrepresented those who 
did not see eye to eye with them. 

I have read your r0cent attack upon ma and The New York Times in the columns 
of that paper - that is where one does read Zionist as well as other news -- and 
I am pror.1pted to wri ta you because I think you should have certain facts, all of 
which easily could have been obtained had the religious spirit of the Rabbi not been 
dominated by poli ticul considerations. But, ·since you won I t seek the truth, I send 
1 t to you. 

Up to - twolve months ago.I was not an anti-Zionist. I havo nevor approved 
of the conception of Jewish statehood, but I havo classed myself solely as a non­
Zionist, and mad.o this distinction because I could not bring myself affirmatively 
to dony to nny group, no matter what its cornraon denominator, the right to seek; a 
country of its own. .And then last November I made a speech in Baltir,:ore, in which 
I urged pen ny fellow countrJ'i:-1on who were not of Jewish faith the need of exercising 
care before lending their nar.1es to the 'cause of .a Jewish Array or extreme Zionist 
positions. I run onclo sing a oopy of that speech, which I read. I did not interpolate 

\ 

I urgod this course because I knew that we wero about to land in Africa ahd fight in 
a },(o slom country ( we did so a week after) and the 11 vos of my countrymen and the 
co.use of the United Nations were my sole concern." 

You probably will not agree that agitation for a Jewish Army or a. Jewish 
stato mnkes trouble in Arab lnnds. That is your privilege. All I ask is the right 
to speak my ri1ind without having a Zionist barrnge of misrepresentation directed 
ago.inst we, for that is what hnppenod; ·and, interestingly enough, the result was~ 
conversion fron a non to an anti-Zionist. I believe that it would bo fund.ru:ientally 
bad judgr.wnt to entrust the responsibility of statehood to any group which so will­
fully perverts and distorts facts -- a gfQup which seeks to destroy the character 
of ind·vid.uals who differ with it, or tho reputation of newspapers which report that 
which tile group would rather have suppressed. I an1 opposed to Goebbels I tactics 
whothor or not they are confined to Nazi GerrJ.any. 

You arc innccurat:e when you associate ne with the Arnericnn Jewish Cor.irnittee, 
I have never b een a raomber of it, nor have I any influence upon its policies. If I 
ho.d 9 tho Cor; 11itte0 would never have s0nt delegatos to the .Araericnn Jewish Conference~ 
for it wo.s obvious tc rae fror.1 tho beginning tbnt the Conference was a Zicn1 st r.1c1nouvc1 
- and I ho.ve no lack of respect for your polit1co.l astuteness. Bolioving, as I do, 
tno.t Judaisn is a faith nnd a faith only, it was with renl regret,thnt I tendered 
my resignation as a oor,iber of tho Exocutivo Ccnu:1ittee of tho Union of American Hobre\V 
Cone;;rcgations when thoy, too, agreed to sond delegates to e. strictly Jewish mooting 
tntherod togothor fvr other than religious purposes. 



You on I t k. o ·, - nnd you co,1. dn I t nvo kncnm without asking .,o - that I w s or16 1w. ly ·· ~soc· .~t0d w: th tho A.I.,oricD.n Council for Jud,:limn. I helped propn.ro 1 ts st~tcr.:cnt ;u ci ~ entirely in syr:.p::i.t' y \ 'I th it. On tho other hn.nd, when they dotor­r.iincd to relo:i.se t' e stn.tor.icnt d ring the period of the Conference I withdrow r.ay -upport. I did this been.use felt that the nows at thn.t tir.10 boloncd to the Con-foronco. 
' "' 

I s ppo sc yo find it d • fficul t to co~rehend that I ar,1 concerned with equity for Zionists as we 1 ns for others, or that mhe Tiri:es values its wn.rrn..t1ted reputation for ocjoctivo report ·ng too r,iUch to stoop to your raothods. But then I 1m not a re­li&io slender - ~oroly a working newspaper oo.n who truces pride in his O\m and hiQ journal.ls ntegrity. 

Rev, Dr. 

C eve 

Silver 

Ansel Rend 

Faithfully yours, 

(Signed) Arthur Hays Sulzberger 

P.s. I an sending copies of this letter to ae~eral people and do not rogo.rd it , as privato. 

• 
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.:r. Arthur Hn.ys Sulzberger 
Publi s .. er, mh m .:,o s 

• m • r.iC s S qun .. o 
.ew Ycrk. •• Y. 

Novc~~er 9, 1943 

I \,ould .ot reply to your inte:;;perei.to letter of /over.-ber 2nd but for the 

fa.ct that you broa cast it. mhis COr.ipels .e to reply in order to correct certain 

fn.1G0 ir.1prcssions which your letter r.ight create. I trust that you will send 

copies of r;iy letter to the people to whora you addressed copies of yours. 

) did not state in r,1y address before the Hadassah ConYention that you 

were a r.ier:-,ber of the A.r;,erican Jewish Cora..ittee and tat you urged the withdrawal 

, of the Co . .r.littee fro;, the 1erican Jew·sh Conf rence. I traced the attitude of 

the ·,ierican Jewish Cornmittee since t' 0 issuanc of t e :Balfour Declaration in 1~)17 

and showed tl at under the statesr.1anl ·ke leadership of men of the type of Louis 

liars n.11, Felix ·1:1rbu1gand Cyrus .Adler, it had been possible to achieve friendly 

collnboration r1hich cul .. inated, in 929, in the enlarged Jewish Agency when z·ionista 

and non-z·o ists together, and on the basis of equality, assurJed responsibility and 

a thority i n vhe upbu'lding of Palestine. This action, stressed, was predicated 

upon tho acceptOJ ce by al of t e Bo.lfour Declara tion .'.lnd the ',:andate which recog-

n' zos the historic connection of the Jewish people witn Palestine and their right 

to esto.b ish tnvir national ho,,1e there. I read p.t length the resolution w ich was 

uno.ni1.~ously a ' opted at Zurich on August 15, 1929, by the Council of the enlarged 

• jewish Age. cy i which it 11 rejoices that n.11 Israel is united for the upbuilding 

of tlrn Jewish .. ntional Home in Palestine and calls upon every Jew throut;hout the 

world to rally to t o so.cred cnuse 11 • The resolution expressed II its appreciation 

to Gre.'.lt Brita.in for tho i sGuanco of the Balfour Declnration11 , and confidentially 

hoped .11 that tne .nndatory will cooperate with the vnlarged Agency in fully reruiz- • 

ing tho great air:1 set by tho Declaration arid the Wi.'.l.Ildate .11 

I then s to.ted thn t therci has been a sharp departure from the hi stor c 1 ine 

of the JL,orican jcwish Comr.1ittee in recent r.101 ths, a definite break with the past, 

nnd th:. t a nO\' leader ship hns tnk:en hold of that organi za. tion which re pre son ts not 

the co.rlier attit de of non-Zionists, but that of anti-Zionist bitter-enders in our 

country • .:~mong those I mentioned Lossin6 Rosenwald, the chairr.m.n of tho American 

Council for Juduisn, Jud.go Proskauor, present head of the American Jowish Co::nittee~ 

ULd yoursel f, in your capacity us president and publisher of the 11 Ncw York Timos 11 • 

I rc6ret the fact that by brack0ting your nar.Le wi t.h the other two who aro mer1bors 

of tho .:U-1orican Jewish Corr.r11ittoe an impression was conveyed that you, too, belo~ge~ 

to it. 

D t w .eroin have you boon wronged by such on unintentional idontiiic:::i.tion7 

And why do you fool that I and other Zionists ho.v~ 11 por\"'erted o.nd distorted11 your 

position? SUrely you approve the o.ctlon of the .American Jewich Cotirr,i ttee in with-
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drawing from the Conference. You state in your le~ter that you would have urged 
the .American Jewish Committee, in the first place, not to send delegates to the 
Conference beccuse you were convinced t at 'the Conference was a II Zio:1ist Maneuver'~. 
You say that you resigned from the Executive Board of the Union of .American Hebrew 
Congr~gatio s because that body did choose to send delegates to the Conference. 
',herein, th n, has your position been misrepresented? .And why do you act the part 
of innoc nee abused? 

2) You complain that Zionists are out to destroy your character because 
. you differ from the... ctual y you as an individual and your character do not in-
t ore st tha Zion· stsr nor ~he Jews of .America, at all. ro reference was made in my 
address to :,cu o:r to y01.1.r r:h.::i.racter. I mentioned you only in your capacity as presi­
dent and pub 5.sheT o: the i''I•\;nes 11 , nnd my strictures were not against you personally, 
but against the 11 ~imes 11 • :;: made certain definite charges against the 11 T .. meo 11 , none 
of v nich you take t ... e trouble to answer in yo·ur letter. I will here enumerate them 
again so as not to permit you to shift the issue on to a plane where it does not 
belong. 

3) Tho II ew YorK ~lmes 11 has not reported Zionist news impartially and objec­
tively ns befits a respons::..bJ.e newspaper. 'fou.-r a-'ltl-Zionist bins has colored its news 
and determined its e~itoria.l policy. It is not a tr~e statement of fact nor, for 
th.q,t matter, t:U.ch of a tribute to the man!le:: in which you arr·,e nt fundrunentnl con-
e usions, \':hen you state tnat up to twel ·~~c rtont~s ago you wore a non··Zionist but that 
as a result of the :ibarrago of misrep 4 csor.ta~-:o.0:JR:i d.i:::-ectcd aga5.nst you nince your. 
Bnltirr.or speech ·n :·ove'lli)cr._ ... 942, you. c~·,e become ar1 a:iti-Zjonist. You have a short 
memory, my dear llir. Su1-sb~~4 gAr. .As fa:r ;1a.ck as Janunry of that yeare nearly ten 
rr.onths before your :BaJ.~:;.more a.ddrcr.Bi th9 i1Tim0s 11 p bl5.shed that well known editorial 
on the ''Zionist h.rmy 11 :1.n wn!.r·. r. yo attn.eked not only the mo"Vcnont to create a Jewish 
.Ar□y of Pal e stinian and stntoJ.ess ,JO\'io, which your editoriai. in a very unfair and 
j.:mndicod manne:i::- call13d a II Z:...oni st·: arin:l r jurt as on ano ·~her occasion the 11 Time s 11 

coined. tho phrase the 11 z·· on::.s~ ;i instead o-f the J'e,1ish a·~lonal Home, but the whole 
idea of t e Jewish rational Home. ni:ihe primary reason for the creation of a - separate 
Zionist Arr:,y at this t:!.me would be of co,1rse to e..stablish a Zionist state as one of 
the offici rw.r aims of the United ~·ations ... But the wlsdom of the Zionist objectii'e 
hns been questione<i by mnny people including many who are themselves of . the Jewish 
faith; an ffiU.Ch mis1.mderstanding may arise among people of ~ther faiths if this objec­
tive comes to b0 regarded as an express1.on of the full hopes of Jews and of those who 
fig1t the wrongs done them. These hopes can not be achieved by the creation of a 
Zionist (sic!) state. mhey can be achieved only by the fulfillment of the Atlantic 
Charter, etc. etc. 11 • 

mhis ed·torial, you will recall, aroused great resentment among the Jews of 
America and cal ed forth an official statement of protest from the American Emergpncy 
Committee for Zionist Affairs. It is therefore not accurate to state thnt ~he' attacka 
made by Zionists on you, since your Baltimore address, have converted you from n non 
to an anti-Zionist. You :md your newspaper have been anti-Zionist right along. In 
fact the 11 Time s 11 r,as fig ting Zionism bn.ck in 1917. The sole editorial reaction of 
the 11 r:iimes 11 to tne • ssuance of the historic Balfour Declaration was nn expression in 
its colum.'ls on rovember 24, 1917 of n fear t~nt the . Zionist project might involvo the 
possibility ,qf a recurrence of anti-Semitism, nnd further that 11 multitndos of Ortho-
dox Jews still cherish the belief that the return to Zion is to be pre~cdod by the 
c.oming of Elijah, and among these there is either indifference to the propoGod estab­
lishment of tho Jewish state, or doubt as to the wisdom of the ffiOVcmont. 11 ••• Under 
your p'lot·ng in recent years the hostility of the 11 Times11 to the national o.spirationa 
of Israel in Palestine has been sharply intenoified. You seem to have dowerod the 
"Times" with a mission to fight Zionism. 
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ifo Zionists can not nll Ii,:1.tch your orm unir:pcachable integrity• but if yC/tlr 

~11ti-Zior.ist positio bas nny in tel ectuo.J. consister cy at nll, we rr.ust a ssume th t 
r:Ycn !.f o.l of us wore like yourself, w·t out blot or bler.1isl, you nnd your pnper 

y:ould stil ·co opposed to tho Jel'lish .. ,1.11i0nal Hor.ie in Palestine because, n.s you state 

in x.oth0r part of your letter, you believe tha t Judaisr.1 ia a faith, and a faith 

Ol'j y. lt foll ors t'.orcfor0 t' at t c Jew· s' people, or sect, should not seek any 

politicnl or national solutions of its problor.1s. 

Yo· r b:tter rcacticn to crit'cis, su66e sts tha t you are laboring under some 

strange dc4usi cn. You seen to th·nk : ~t nttacks on Zicnisr.1 :md Zionists such as 

are r:.ade by tho ~.:eric ~m Council for Judaisra of w:n·ch you n.ro a r,1cmber and with 

\'i ."lCGO pror;r .. ,'\ you s ::1.y you ure in co1:1plcte syi.ipo.thy, constitute a legitir..n.te exercise 

o:f fr o spe ech. :t is perfoctly proper to brMd Zionism as inimic~ to the ,1elfare 

- of Jews everyv/ .ore, and as re sponsib a for keeping Jewish refugees out of Palestine. 

It is perfect y proper to brnnd Zionists as guilty of n. double alloginnce. But to 

o.x.tacK thoso who r.l.3KO such stntements and to express indignation at such brazen 

fnJ.sehoods is, to use your own elegn.nt phrase, 11 Gcebbels I tactics". You would like 

~-:-.:,:unity froL1 criticism while indu ging in crit·cisr,1 yourself to your heart 1 s content 

.A. fr·c1d of yours 'n the .Arnericel.n Council for Judn.ism, iir. Lessing Rosenwald, 

reccntiy took the so.me posit on which you truce. He, too, is indignMt at crit'cism 

leve ed ~gainst him. Recent y he cawe to Clevelnnd fer a Qccting oft' c .Ar.tcrican 

Council for Jud.::.J sr,i, preceded by a flock of telo6rar.,s sent out from Phila.delphin. to 

r.1a.ny 1,eople in C evelnnd i. v· ting thcr.1 to attend. The public press likewise carried 

the U.'1nouncer.ion t of tho ;,ieeti g. The r, eetin6 was ileld and lf.r. Rosenwald o.nd hi a 

friends ad t\cir ony . .i::'o o o interferud wit': t11oir right to utter t e·r views, 

But because t' e Cleve ru1d J owish Cor.1r:;un • ty Co cil decided tc utilize tho occa.sicn 

to c;,:press its own views C'n t e .Anerican Counci for Judaisr,1 and to inforo the com­

r;.un • ty concerning tho cor.-,position, purpose and t ctics of the Council, Mr. Ros0nwa.:d 

was r::ovcd to address a ccr. .nmicatj en to t e president of the Cleveland Jewish Cora­

r.iUili ty Council, since publiGhed by hici, sharply criticisng tho.t body for "having 

forgotten t: o right of free spoech!r nnd for putting itself in opposition to 11 one of 

the basic tenets of our Cons ti tution11 •••• 

1ree speech r:;ust bo responsible speech, ·and no r. an should expect ir.r.ro.ni ty 

fro1:i criticisr.-, if his opinions and utternnces on vital Jewish iszues are regnrded 

ns i:use nnd r.,· sleading. T'nose who are too thin-skinned should not onter the arena 

of public disc ssion and controversy er should not whir.iper when they are hurt. 
\ 

4) .A.gn.in and again tho 11 Ti :1es11 has trrinsforr.1ed itself into a tro.nsraission 

belt for n..'1ti-·Z5.onist propagand.o.. It never r.1isseo an opportunity to focus attenticn 

on thu o.nt!.••Z:.c . ist viewpoint. Last l~ay and June, the 11 T'r,1es11 carried a series cf 

articles by Cyrus L. Sulzberger. The evident purpose of these dispatches fro~ Cairo~ 

:Bngl::.dad ani .A..'1knra wnG tc press fer o. cryst,. lizntion of .Al:1ericn.n policy in t e 

~.:::.c\d. o East \-:: en it could only be in tho interest of the .A.rabs. V.r. Sulzbergc~ was 

not here functioni g o.s an 0bjecti vo repcrter, but as a corJr1ien ta tor seeking to nff13c ·~ 

polj.cy on D.nti-Zionist Direction. It ins q_ui te apparent tho.t Mr. Sulzberger was 

collaborating for tho issunnco of that joint stater.1ent by Great Britain nnd the 

n::.ted. States whic wculd lk'lVe done irreparable harm to Jewish life in Palest ·no 

as r:ell o. c\ffecting unfo.vcrably the stntus of the Je\vs in this coW1try. In the 

,:~lr .. o II of ~u $t 22, ?f.r,. Sulzbore;er reported finnlly, and with ill-c0nccaled di.s­

r.ppointr.-,cnt, t~1nt tho govornr.ients had refused tc issuo such o. stnter,1ent for w1ich ho 

had b~en o zealously plug5ing. 

5 T .c series of stories \'vhic 1 o.ppenred in the 11 Times11 be6inning c-n July 

30 nnd corriod through tc Au6',lst 3 1 n.lso frc1.i tho pon C'f Cy:ruo L. SuJ.zborgor, ond 
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whic cnrriod -s-..ich scare headlines as 11 Pn.lestine Fears Deeds of Dospnir 11
, 11 Po.lestine 

F cos· C sh ~ft(,r ;/ar 11 nnd 11 Polcstine -hrabs :?ear Lo Gs of Land", was pn.tontly designed 
to create tho iffipression that there was a state of terrible tension, verging on civil 
w.'.lr, in Poles tine und thn.t therefore no cho.nges should be rr.nde in the '/h' te Paper 
po icy c osing the oors of Palestine to Jewish ir.imigration early next year, boc·usg 
s c. c:no.nges might ndo.nger the security of the armies of the United Nations in the 

.. ear :East. r.i~ • s. of course, was the off· cial line t3.k:en by the Palestino Adminis­
tration, v,nich is det rrnined at all costs to save the '/hito Paper. nmhe Times11 ,­
o.lono runo~g the papers in tho United States, lent itself lock, stock nnd barrel to 
t is panic propagnncia. 

Tnis sorios of articles also sut;>gested that the overw elrning desire of the 
Jews of Palestine to assist in the prosecution of the wnr was rrotivntod not by their 
wish to olp dostroy Hitlorism in the world, but by tt cunning cnlculation to mili­
tarize the Jc\isn popu ation of Palostinu in preparation for the threatened conflict 
with t li.rabs. 1':lhose articles, you wil recn.11, likewise elicited a formal protest 
from the .@Ilericnn Emergency Committee for Zionist Affairs. 

6) :n ~ gust nnd September of this year> there appeared the notor·ous 
scrios of artic cs n the 11 T'mes11 on the arms trials in Jerusalem. The 11 Timos 11 de­
otcd an amazing nmount of space to the routine trials of n few gun-runners in 

Palest·r .. e.. :t went to grent lengths to present the anti-Zionist and anti-Jewish 
opinions of the 3rit:i.sh 'la ·or who trr sfo:n:ted the trinl into nn nnti-Zionist pro-

_pagnndn. :putsch anci into a s anr attacx on the Jewish Agency. The 11 Times11 corres­
pondcn t, .h... C. Sedgcwick~ took it upon himself to editorialize the ne\1s • and to 
oxpross judgment on Il.r. Ben G rion 1 s crit~cism of the trials and his description of 
';ajor Verdin 1 s o.ddross n.s 11 c nractcrist·c of the low st typo of nnti-Semitism". 
l.r. S0dgct1ick opined that II many find it ard not to con sider such a de script ion 
exn&,;ornted, especial y w on tne nzi ' excesses in Borlin :md iarsaw are borne in 
min 11 , n.nd furtherf 11 thn.t there are rno..ny, too, who feel that nny charge of anti­
Semitism in its accepted sense is most noticeably ·ncompatiblo with the military 
court procoed~ngs ugainst tho Jewish defendants wnich are carried out with a scrupu­
lousnoss n.nd courtesy dea·gncd to preclude any ~uch castigation." 

B ton .. overr.ber 3, the Jowish Council of alestino felt constrained to call 
for a tr.·o-: our Gtrike durin6 which nork in all Jowish ontorprises throughout tho 
country stopped, in order to protost tho incitements and fnlse nccusntions against 
.the Jews of Pa ostine voicad by Brit~ch military officials during the arms trials ..... 

7) :.i:t has non become a commonplace in nows about Zionism ernano.t ing from 
Pnlc stino nnd appearing in the II Times 11 to find the nord II cxtremi st 11 employed ns o.n 
udjecti~~ to d0scribe to official policy of the Zionist V.ovomont and t e Jewish 
Age cy. 11 :Zxtremist 11 has an ugly connotc..tion, :,nd tho trick now is to present the 
officiol end classic z·onist position\· ich crills for the fulfillment of the Balfour 
Declaration in etter and spirit, and tho establishment of the Jewish National Home, 
as II extr mis t 11 • 

8) :.?rom t o very -beginning tho 11 Tirnos11 been.me the mouthpiece of the .Ameri­
crm Cour.c • for Judaism. ~ro other pnper in the Uni tcd States found it necossn.ry to 
givo thut insi5 nificnnt group the space and publicity \'which the 11 Times11 gnve it. rt 
wn.s th II Timo s 11 and only the II Time s 11 wh • ch devo tod so much space to the rclense of 
the Ancricnn Council for Judaism during the week of tho Conforonce. You stated th:1.t 
you did r.ot 1Y)ro,e of tho re ease of that statement during the Conference. :But tho 
11 Ti ,0011 <iid give it a large and provocativs display which no othor pnpcr 1n Now Yor~ 
City, o= in the countryr found it necessary to do on tho bnsis of objoctive reporting~ 
Similarly, nn exa.mi nation of the II Timos 11 coverag~ of the .American Jowish Conf'eronce 
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will disclose thnt rm unusunl effort was made to give prominent diaplny to the view­
point of the very smnll minority in thE? Conferon~e which dissented from tho Palestine 
resolution. 

9) In tho 11 Roview of the '17eck" publis 1ed on Sunday, September 5th, tho 
11 'I'in.e s11 conveyed nn erl'onoous impression \7hen it dccln.red that speDkcrs at tho .Amori­
cn.n Jewish Conference dem.'.mdod tho establishment of a Jewish ComrJonwen.lth in Pale~ 
tine whi e noglecti::-.g to sr, .. y that the Conference ~oted almost unanimously in favor 
of it. Continuing, tho II Time s11 • di sr.ii sscd the ..trnericun Jewish Conference with fort:,­
two words nnd then 6nve twice thQt space to the posit ion of the .Amoricrui Council for 
Judnism. The dG"'."ice is tr~:..nspn.rent. This insignificnnt handful of individuals is 
not on y pnro.l elGd in ir.l?Ortance with tho Conference which represented every Jewish 
comrru.nity Dnd nenrly every national Jewish organization in the United States, but 
is even rated abovo it. 

It is clear, my dear Mr. Sulzberger, to any impartial observer, that tho 
ITTirnes11 has been following a definite n.nti-Zionist policy. The Jews of .America who 
nre overwhelmingly in sympathy with Zionism, ns the recent Conference clearly demon­
strated:, resent this fact; and ,:,.ro ~kin6 their resentment audible and will continue 
to do so. Thc~.r crj.tie5,sm is due not to any host-U.lty to you person~ly or to your 
po.per. It j_s duo entirely to the wrong ::ind hurtfu~. policy which your paper has boen 
pursuin6 :md \, :-tich is calculated to do great harrJ to a cnus0 which is dear to the 
hearts of our people all over the world, nnd which has now entered upon its historic• 
hour of decision. 

v~ry sincerely yours, 

(Sit;;ned) Abba Hillel Silver 

..uiS:l3K 

• 
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The " ew York Times" was not the only newspaper which was 

negative or hostile to our aspirations in the years before the establishment 

of the State. There were others, even Yiddish newspapers, like "The 

Jewish Daily Forward", a labor newspaper which carried on an unfriendly 

campaign against Zionism until the State was established. Following which, 

it reversed its policy completely and became an enthusiastic supporter 

and defender of the State of Israel. In its col} ert zeal to serve the 

interests of the labor party in Israel, it occasionally lent itself to violent 

personal attacks upon me .... 

• I 

• 
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Our main activity during the first part of the year 1944, was the 

i tro uction of Pal stine ~solutions in Congress. Why did we do it"l 
e,/_ ), ... '!../.. /·:._,v 

Y.any people, especially v n it J..oq' -=- O:r-fi-'t;:i.me--- as though the resolu-

tions vould be de.e ted, criticized us for having dared to take such a 

dangerous step, fraught vi.th such serious consequenc s. We di it because 

we were convinced that if our cause was ever to be placed on the Dational 

and internationaJ. agenda, if the attention of t American people and of 

the worl was ever to be drawn forcibly to our problem on the eve of the 

effective date of the White Paper, and if the official. silence in 

Washington was ever to be broken, the most effective -- perhaps the 

oniy -- way in which it could be done, was by producing the discussion 

of our problem in the world's greatest forum of opinion -- the CoDgress 

of the United States. What happens there is news, national and inter-

national. In fact, the very discussion of a problem before such a forum 

is a political event. 
a-~ 

The attitude of ·overnment toward our cause up to that time n . 
could in fairness be characterized as one of~~ benevolent neutrality 

or uninvolved benignancy. Our government was at all times kindly 

disposed, especially tbe Chief Executive, but it persisted in doing 

nothi about it. It was fashionable for public officials, from the 

high st to the lowest, both in tbe Legislative and the Executive branches 

of our government, to give warm endorsement to our M:>vement and it vas 

generally assumed, even among many Zionists, that that was all that could 

really be expected from our government. This attitude persisted even , 

after the White Paper of 1939 vas issued by the l3ritish Government. Our 

government ma.de oo protest vha.tsoever against this unilateral. and illegal 

• . 

------

\ 
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action of the British Government which clearly violated the Anglo-American 

Convention of 1924. 

When the United States entered the World War, even the attitude ot 

benevolent neutrality w s abandoned, By 1942, tbe subject of Zionism bad 

come to.boo in Washington. I called tbe attention of tbe Zionists ot 

.Arr.eric to this f ct. In an address, wbich
1 
as Chairman of the United 

~ 
Palestine Appeal ,I delivered in Philadelphia n May_,11943, I stated: 

. I 

"Within the last few months, as if by concerted action, there has set in 

very definite and noticeable withdrawal on the part ot the official 
I 

family from anything which might eve remotely suggest a recognition or 

endorsement of the Jewish Homeland in Palestine ..• 

11 0 thing we must make clear to ourselves and to the wo;t-ld,"~I 

so.id. 11 W must not beguile ourselves or :permit others to beguile us by 

g 
empty words or sympathy, pr~se, or the denunciation of Hitler or Nazi 

persecutions. Everybody knows by now that Hitler is a bad man and that 

r-.~ 
the massacre of t:=rmillion~J'ews is horrible. If responsible government 

• 

offic als and men vbo possess political po-wer and influence can bring us 

no greater balm or help at this time vhen a cataract of disaster bas 

descended upon us, then we ~st respectful.ly advise them that we already 

have had enough ot it. Such expressions of sympathy have tu.med stale 

and tasteless. The tragic problem of the Jewish people in tbe world 

today cannot be solved by chiefs of government or prominent officials 

sending us Piosh Ha.shanah greetings!" 

. t~-
The word had gone through Washington that ~~ tbe duration 

o the var, the subject of Zionism should be avoided. On July 7, 1942, 

President P-oosevelt sent a memorandum to the Secretary of state, in vbich 

he said: "~ .JnOre I think of 1 t the more I feel that we should Se:f 

. ,, 
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nothing about tbe Near East, or Palestine, or tbe Arabs at this time. U 

ve p t either group on the back, we tomatically stir up trouble at a 

critical moment. 0 (Foreign P-elo.tions of the United States, 1942, Vol. 4, 

p. 543.) This became the official line -- a conspiracy of silence -- but 

z ·on1st leaders preferred to remain blithely u :ware of it. The clamor 

o t e J ws of the vorld to help save their doom d brothers in Europe by 

opening the doors of Palestine was a.e~ ly detoured into a number ot 

phoney inter-governmental refugee conferences. 

What the attitude of our government was throughout the fateful 

~ ~ 
years of tbe war has been :fully revealed in r:::;s. "Memoirs" tf u-. Cordell 

Hull, who was Secretary of State up to the end of 1944. 

" Rsa. ·~~. 
"We were constantly being pressed \'ror action by tbe nearly five 

I 

m~JJ ion Jews in the United States, while at the same time our repre-

s ntation in the 1ear Eastern Arab countri s, plus our own m11i tary 

officials here, -were informing us of the danger of antagonizing the 

sixty million Arabs there at a moment when their help in a strategic 

area of tbe var was so Vital . . . • 

"AB I le:ft office our policy toward Palestine was one of 

constantly being on the alert to prevent that explosive area from 

touching the match to the powder train of the Near East. We could oot 

resolve the questions of the relationship of tbe Jews to the Arabs, tbe 

immigration of the Jews into Palestine, and the creation of a Jewish 

state in Palestine since these were primarily the responsibility of the 

:British. We had, however, made clear our interest in the solution ot tbe 

Palestine question; we bad induced the British to relu their decision 

to cut off Je'Wish immigration into Palestine, and we bad made serious, 

albeit unsuccessful, efforts to bring the Arabs and Jews together tor 

friendly discussion ot their differences." (ll moire 1948, P1- 1528 and P• 1537.) 
I 
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When the White Paper o 1939 wa.s released by the British govern­

:cent, t e President, who strongly objected to it and had read the 

document "with interest and a good deal of dismay," and did not believe 

the ri ti sh were wholly correct in saying that the framers of the 

Palesti e 1andate "could not have intended that Palestine should be 

converted into a Jewish state against th vill of the Ar l> popul.ation of 

the country," n€:vertheless did not want his views coxm:aunicated to the 

British government and so "we limited our elves to a cable to Kennedy 

on 11..ay 23, 1939, instructing him to mention informally and orally to 

-norei n Secretary Halifax that disappointment here, especially in 

Zionist. circles, over certain of th White Paper provisions was rather 

wide-spread, particularly over those that .foreshadowed a marked reduction 

eventually in Jewish immigration into Pal stine. A .flood of protests 

was, in fact, pouring into the State Department." (ibid., pp. 1530-31.) 

On May 26, 1943, Mr. 1Hull sent to Cairo a message .from the 

President for deli very to King Ibn Saud, vho bad inquired of the President 

w t er he would be advised in advance •of any steps of an afi'inna.tive 

c a.r cter contemplated by the .American government 'W'1 th respect to 

~ .,o.&. 
?alestine_ voic~ the President's appreciation of the King's belprul. 

cooperation and sympathetic understanding, and expressed the thought 

that if a friendly understanding on Palestine should be reached by the 

... nterested Jews and Arabs through their ovn efforts before the end of 

the war, a development of that nature vould be highly desirable. In a.DY 

event, he assured the King that it was our government• s view that no 

decision al.tep.ng the basic situation of •Palestine should be reached 

without fully consulting both Jews and Arabs. (ibid., p. 1532.) 

Eoth Mr. Churchill and the President were thinking ot Ibn Saud 
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in terms of the "boss of bosses" of the Arab ·;world, which, in fact, at 

the time, he appeared to be. Both thought at the time that they could 

induce Ibn Saud to work out with Dr. Weizmann a sane solution of the 

Palestine question. Even Dr. Weizmann was for a time excited over this 

prospect which Churchill confided to him ... Five minutes direct conversation 

with Ibn Saud in 1945 set President Roosevelt straight on this score. 

The thesis that there mu~ be full consultation with both Arabs and 

Jews "cont ·nued to be our position throughout the remainder of my period 

in office", writes Mr. Hull. (ibid , p. 1535) 

It was clear that a change had to be forced in this attitude in Washington 

ii our cause was ever to have a chance. Our demands had to re placed on 

the agenda of the political thought and concern, not alone of the United States 

but of the world -- through some, favorable action on the part of the Congress 

of the United States. 

Our investigation indicated beyond c1.ny reasonable doubt that sentiment 

among the members of Congress was highly favorable to our cause. A nation­

wide poll, taken by our three hundred community-contact groups all over the 

country before we· introduced the Resolution, made it clear that when and if 

the esolution came to a vote it would pass by a very large majority. No 

bill was ever ushered into Congress under more favorable auspices. The 

introduction of the Wright- Compton Re solution in the House was pre ceded 

by enthusiastic statements · of endorsement on the part of both the majority 

and minority leaders. Even more dramatic was the setting for the Senate 

Resolution, which was sponsored by Senators Wagner and Ta£~ 
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Both of these distinguished Senators were loyal friends of our cause. 

Senator Wagner was a liberal Democratic Senator from New York, a champion 

of the r • g ts of labor, and a pioneer in the field of social legislation. Senator 

Taft was a conv-eW.tive Republican Senator from Ohio. When I first met k 
S&na-t~~ he was not a Zionist. In fact, he knew very little ; about the 

problems which confronted the Jewish people generally. Some even charged 

him with being unfriendly. I found him eager to listen •and to learn, and, when 

persuaded of the moral worth and justice of a cause, willing to go all out for it. 

He did not come from a state where the Jewish vote was considerable. He was 

a man of inte lectual integrity, of a keen legal mind and of great sensitiveness, 

though he often appeared on the surface reserved and distant. He wanted to 

know more about our Movement. I supplied him with its classic texts and 

literature. He read them and we discussed t em. He questioned me closely 

and it was only after he was completely satisfied in his own mind as to the 

soundness and urgency of our cause that he committed himself wholeheartedly 

to it. Thereafter, and for ten years he was our mos: helpful friend and 

advocate in the Congress of the United States. I shal~ forever be grateful 

for the privilege of having known him as a friend and for having received 

from him the wisest of counsel and the greatest of help in the work of 

establishing the State of Israel. 

Moving speeches of support were delivered on the floor by the 

majority and minority leaders of the Senate when the resolution was 

introduced. 



earings on o r solution were beld before the Foreign Affairs 

Co ttee of the Ho se for four days in the month of February. Leading 

Alr.erican figtires, Jews and Gentiles, pro-Zionists and anti-Zionists, r ~ (. 
testified . ...:..:..I - made the opening presentation in advocacy of tbe P-esolu-

tion. Other representatives of our l(ovement, Dr. stephen S. Wise, 

Dr. Israel Goldstein, 11..erman Shulman, Louis Lipsky, Dr. James Feller, 

and Dr. Emanuel 1eumann followed. They presented our case forcibly and 

acquitted themselves with distinction. Everything looked good. 

But in our optimism we had not counted on the State Department. 

Writes Y.ir. Cordell Rull: 

"At the State Department we felt that the passage of these 

~ solut • ons, al though not binding on the Executive, might precipitate 

confl ct in Palestine and other p~s of the Arab world, endangering 

.American troops and requiring the diversion of forces from European and 

other combat areas. It might prejudice or shatter pending negotiations 

vi.th Ibn Saud for the construction of a pipeline across Saudi Arabia, 
• 

"Which our military leaders felt was of utmost importance to our security. 

And it would stimul te other special interests to press for the 

intro ction of similar resol,.utions regarding controversial territorial 

issues relating to areas such as Poland and Ita.ly. 

"Tl e :reaction in the Near E st to the mere introduction of tbe 

r solutions had been, as 'We feared, sharply antagonistic. We received 

protests from the Governments of Iraq, Egypt, and Lebanon, from King 

Ibn Saud and from Imam Yahya of Yemen. We assured them that the 

r solutions, even if passed, "Were not binding on the Executive. The 

President, on March 13th, renewed bis previous assurances to the King 

that 1t· 'Was our Government 1 s viev that oo decision sbould be reached 



changing Palestine's status 'Without :f'ul.l consultation with both Jevs and 

Arabs. T'ne Depa.rtnlent sent assu.rance s along the same line to the Esn>tian 

Governm nt and to Imam Yahya. . . . • 

11 We were also considering what steps ve could take to induce both 

Houses of Congress not to cons· der t e resolutions. At my request, 

Assistant Secretary Breckinridge Long met vi th a group of Senators in 

Senator Connally' s office and oral.ly expressed tbe Department's views. 

I had a memorandum draw. up which I intended to give the President to 

be sent to Congress. At that point, however, Secretary of War Stimson 

v.rote a letter to Senator Connally in the latter's capacity as chairman 

o the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. Stimson forthrightly • 

poin ed out that the Senate resolution was a matter of deep military 

concern to the War Department since its passage, or even public bearings 

on it, would be apt to provoke dangerous percussions in areas vbere ve 

had many vital military interests. General Marshall testified 1n 

identical vein before the Senate Foreign ~lations Committee in 

• 
executive session. In consequence of the position taken by the State 

and War Departments, the resolutions were not then reported out of he 

Senate or House committees." (ibid., p. 1535.) 

Together With a group of representatives of tbe Zionist 

Ec.ergency Council, I was called in by the Foreign Relations Committee 

and informed of tbe attitude of the War Department. After a tull and 

friendly discussion With us, the Senate Committee decided not to act on 

the Resolution for a fortnight in order to enable us to canvass the 

situation vith the War Department. We did, but its negative position 

remained unchanged. Action on tbe P.esolution was indefinitely deferred • 

. . 
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""olloving thz 

at a spacial meeting o Zionist Emergency Counc , February 28, 1944, 

h ld in the city of •1.. hington: 

"T'ne action ~ the military forms part :0 First 
I • 

I 
t re been the Cremieux dee e, then the Hoskin's Report which had 

I I 
been f there by the St te De artment for tno sole purpose of putting a 

• I 
i tus on Zionist/propaganda. The proposal. for a joint British-

_.... . ...,. I 
,' ~,,o"t-....:. '<~ u -- J 

.American statement had followed and had been prevented only by Herculean 
I ~ I 
I I 

action. The attitude of c rtain elements· in the government bad also 

b en reflectei/in the efforts which wer/ made to call. off the American 

I f 
Jewish Confe

7
.,..ence on the ground of posp1ole repercussions in the Near 

I ~, I L 
E st. Fi7_y, We sought to get Cong z s to si:,eak, :recisely because 

of t e nez-tive attitude of tbe Admin:i; tration. We -\Te nov beiJJg 
r 

silenced d the mili ta.ry s1 tuation w-1-z being unwau.Jmtab:l:¥ used to 

achieve this end. We should ' not yielt because if we did so nov we 

should have to yield all along the 1 ne. Whether the State Department 

carry on a most 

vigo~us agitation in favor of our p gram. The public press must 

I 
begi to ask. why it is milit~ly d erous to allow refugees to go to ,, 
Pale tine and vhy we should be sold down the river for the sake of oil. 

The defernnent of the P.esolution de it more tba.n ever imperative 
P~..;. ~ ,,. 

to get an expression of the Views of our~ vitbout delay, lest 

the postponement of action on the Resolution be exploited by our 

enemes, and the deadline set by the · :British White Paper -- March 3l, 1944 

-- vhen Jewish immi ration into Palestine would practically cease, vas 

ast approaching. We reques ed an appointment with tbe President. We 

vere at first advised that the President would see us together vitb 
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reprecentatives of other bodies such as the .American Jewi.Dh Committee 
• I 

ti~ V ~ ~-✓ - • ~ 
vbose interests at the time did not at all coincide "11th ou'.rs. We 

\ 
declined and requested a meeting "11th the President by ourselves. It 

was finally granted and on March 9, 1944 Dr. Wise and I spent an hour 

with him. At the close of a very pleasant interview, the President 

authorized us to issue in his name the following statement: 

"The ?resident authorize us to say that the .American govern• 

ment h s never given its approval. to the White Paper of 1939. The 

President is happy that the doors of Palestine are today open to Jewish 

refuges and that when future decisions are reached, full justice will 

be done to those vbo s ek a Jewish ational Home, for vhich our governmeit 

and the .American people have alvays bad the deepest sympathy and today 

more t an ever, in view of tbe tragic plight of hundreds of thousands 

of homeless Jewish refugees." 

This statement repres~nted tbe first break for us over a period 

o many years. It was, the :first time th t the American government 

:publicly took a position on the Palestine question vhich was at variance 

vith t ritish po ition. 

Unfortunately, this declaration of the President was not folloved 

up by any official representation to the British government, and, as if' 

to indicate that the President's statement bad not implied a:n.y new 

departure on the part of our government in its policy toward Palestine, 

a telegram was s nt by the State Department Yi th the approval of the 

President, to the heads of the Arab countries, reneving tbe assurances 

vnich had previously been given to them tnat no decision on Palestine 

vould be reached without full consul.tation vi.th both Arabs and Jevs. 
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"The apprehensions of the Arabs, however, were further aroused," 

writes Mr. Hull, "when the President gave two Jewish leaders, Dr. Stephen 

S. Wise and Dr. Abba H. Silver, an interview on March 9, 1943. The press 

reported the President as having authorized them to announce that 'when 

future decisions are reached full justice will be done to those who seek a 

Jewish Nat:bnal Home', that this Government 'has never given its approval 

to t e White Paper of 1939', and that the President was 'happy that the 

doors of Palestine are today open to Jewish refugees." 

"Two days later Minister Kirk in Cairo reported that he had received 

an inquiry from the Egyptian Prime Minister, Nahas Pasha, regarding this 

reportedly authorized statement. On March 14 I sent the President for his 

approval two proposed replies, one to Kirk in Cairo, the other to Minister 

Loy Henderson in Bagdad. The ,President approv:ing, these went out to Kirk 

and Henderson, informing them that the Zionist leaders' statements had 
• 

in fact been authorized by the President substantially as reported in the 

Near East. The Ministers were to point out that a Jewish National Home, 

rather than the Jewish commonwealth referred to in the Congressional 

resolutions, was mentioned in this statement and that, although the American 

Government, it was true, had never approved the White Paper, our 

Government, it was also true, had never taken a position relative to it. [sic] 

Our Ministers were also to renew assurances that it was our Government's 

view that no decision changing Palestine's basic situation should be 

arrived at without full consultation with both Jews and Arabs." 

I, 
1, 
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l 

Mr. Hull sums up the whole situation quite neatly: 
/ 

; 

"In general the Presi ent at times talked both ways to Zionists 

and Arabs, besieged as he was by each camp. Rabbi Wise and Silver 

believed that the President had made pledges to them. The State Depart­

ment ma e no p edges." (ibid. p. 1536) 

These assurances which he gave to the Arabs were of the essence of 

President Roosevelt's policy right along. He never deviated from it. He 

made an effort to persuade Ibn Saud, whom he received on board his cru1oor 

in the Me iterranean in February, 1945, following the Yalta Conference, to 

relent on his all-out opposition to Zionism, but as he himself stated on his 

return to the United States: "He learned more about 'the Moslem problem, 

the Jewis problem, by talking with Ibn Saud for five minutes than I could 
I 

have learned ·n exchange of two or three dozen letters'." 

An exchange of letters between King Ibn Saud and President Roosevelt 

did take place in March-April, 1945. It was made public on October 19, 1945, . ., ,-
.,,, • .., r, 

-::) ) ~" ..... -\..·:,.:~ 

after the death of the President.~orrth'"S late-'l'.. In his letter to Ibn Saud, " • -
President Roosevelt .clearly states what his Palestine line had been right 

-along -- a fact which the Zionists were either unaware of, or, in their 

po 'itica infatuation, refused to credit. 

"Yo r Maje sty will recall that on previous occasions I 
communicated to you the attitude of the American Govern­
ment toward Palestine and made clear our desire that no 
decision be taken with respect to th~ basic situation in that 
country without full consultation with both Arabs and Jews. 

Your Majesty will also doubtless recall that during our 
recent conversation I assured you that I would take no action 

.. 



- 13 -

in my capacity as Chief of the Executive Branch of the 
Government, which might prove hostile to the Arab people. 

It gives me pleasure to renew to your Majesty the assurances 
which you have previous y received regarding the attitude of 
my Government and my own as Chief Executive, with regard 
to t e question of Palestine and inform you that the policy of 
the Govern{nent in this respect is not changed. 

I desire also at this time to send you my best wishes for 
Your Majesty's continued good health and for the welfare of 
your people. 

Your good friend 

FRArKLIN D. ROOSEVELT." 

• 
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From Washington the scene of our political activities shifted, in the 

summer of 944 , to Chicago where the National Conventions of both political 

parties were held. 1944 was a national election year. While Congressional 

action on the Palestine Resolution was for the time being deferred, the Council 

did not suspend its acti vi ties -:: . - ✓ • • -;... •
1. : • V • .' • 

In June, 1944, the Republican Party adopted a forthright plank on Palestine 

pledging unequivocal support to the full Zionist program. Senator Taft, who 

t,,-;.,, 
was Chairman of the Committee on Platform, helped ~ith the drafting of 

this plank. This was followed in July, 1944, by the Palestine plank in the 

platform of the Democratic Party, which put the party of the National Adminis-

tration on record as follows: 

"We favor the opening o f P l estin e to unrestricted 
Jewish immigration and co onization, and such a policy 
as to result in the establishment there of a free and 

I 

democratic J ew-ish commonwealth. " 

T ese planks represented an act unprecedented in American political 
• 

history and served dramatically to give notice that the American people were 

overwhelmingly in sympathy with the aims of the Zionist Movement. 

In persuading the leaders o_f both political parties to endorse our program, 

I stressed the absolute non-partisan character of our Movement. The Zionist 

Movement was committed to no political party. I had to stress this fact time 

and tin1e again, with our own fellow Zionists, some of whom were head-over-

heel partisans of one or another of the political parties, most of them 
; 

Democratic zealots who stood in charmed adoration of President Roosevelt, 

who in their view could do no wrong. I tried to -----------------
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convince them that the non-partisan character of our Movement was a 

political asset which we should scrupulously guard and preserve. ~ J-}-­

non.-partisan-character. was fully understood by the leaders of both 

political parties and because of it we were given hearty cooperation 

by both parties. Any other policy would, in the long run, prove disastrous. 

Most of my difficulties with some of the Zionist leaders in the 

Amer· can Zionist Emergency Council, which finally led to my resig­

nation in 1945., were over this very issue. Some of them even resented 

the fact that I had succeeded in getting the Republican Party to include 

a pro-Zionist plan'k. in its platform ... 

As the election approached, .on October-I-5;-1-944, President 
c .. , Cl<:.. ~ ~-

Roosevel~s-e·ffcthr·ougn Senator Wagner a m ssage to the Convention of 

the Zionist Organization d America, meeting in Atlantic City, wherein he 

gave his support to the Commonwealth plank in the Democratic platform. 

Actually the Emergency Council had not expected nor wanted a 

Convention message from the President. It had asked the White House to 

meet with its two co-chairmen for a serious talk about the Palestine situation. 

It was surprised to learn from a newspaper report that Dr. Wise had by 

himself seen the President ... ~ 

The Emergency Council angrily discussed this matter on October 12th,, 

an passed a resolution to the effect that "whenever any member of our 

group is on a mission representing the Zionist Movement he should refrain 

from injecting partisan politics into the matter." 
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In view of the fact that what amounted to a pre-election statement 

had been secured from the President, a similar statement was solicited 

from the Republican nominee, Mx;;- Thomas Dewey, which he gladly sent 

to the Convention. 

The message of the President which was conveyed to the Convention 

" Please express my satisfaction that in accord with 
traditional American policy, and in keeping with the 
spirit of the Four F..rredoms, the Democratic Party at 
its July convention this year included the following plank 
in its platform: 

"We favor the opening of Palestine to 
unrestricted Jewish imm·gra ion and 
colonization, and such a policy has to 

I 

result in the establishment the re of a 
free and democratic Jewish commonwealth." 

. 
"Efforts will be made to £ind appropriate ways and means of 
effectuating this policy as soon as possible. I know how long 
and ardently the Jewish people have worked and prayed for 
the establishment of Palestine as a free and democratic Jewish 
Commonwealth. I am convinced that the American people give 
their support to this aim and if re-elected I shall help to bririg. 
about its realization. 11 

We, of course, made the most of it. 

Following the reading of President Roosevelt's message on the 

floor of the Convention, I took particular delight in saying to the 

delegates: 

"You will recall a year ago at the American Jewish Conference 
'. ,J. ~ \·' " ••• 

1\ 

.. 
\; timid souls, even among our own,-e-ven-a:mong-eu-. Zionist leaders, 

who said, "Oh, don't talk about a Jewish Commonwealth; it is premature; 

• .;+ ;o "'"".__,..~.-.. , ;._ ... .;11 -,,1; ___ .__ ~-:--~-- •--•• ---.!11 ------ __ ,.. - \...---!-- !-

I, 

I: 

t: 
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Washington." If, on the platform of the Waldorf-Astoria a year ago I 

would have arisen and said that within twelve months the President 

of the United States would :ni'mself come out and declare, "I am for a 

free and democratic Jewish Commonwealth", they would have laughed me 

to scorn as a madman. We were the extremist Zionists then, the 

doctrinaires, the impractical people! ... 

''well now the program of the extremists and the doctrinaires has 

b e come the accepted political position of the greatest power on eartifu .-.-.. 

the United States of America. I speak of this because there is a lesson 

in it )for us Zionists for the future. We may have such moments recurring 

time and again. Don't compromise on basic Jewish ~rights for the sake 

of expediency, for the sake of a spurious unity! Demand what our people 
I 

waitl" • 

De spite these striking expressions of official support for the Zionist 

position, they· were not reflected in action. There was always an un-

fortunate contradiction between American official pronouncements favoring 

the Jewish ational Home and concrete action for their fulfillment. 

Later that month, the military objection to the passage of the 

Congressional Resolution was withdrawn;. We had waited im1patiently for 

months before the gratifying news finally ~eached us in a letter which the 

Secretary of War Stimson sent to Senator Taft.---------------
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In the light of this _withdrawal and in view of the planks which had been 

adopted by both the Democratic and Republican Parties, as well as the 

statement of October 15th of President Roosevelt, we felt confident that 

the road was now clear. It was decided to re-open the matter of the 

Congressional Reso ution which had lain dormant since the previous March. 

' Before taking action in the matter, the reaction of the President and 

Secretary of State Stettinius was sought. But, instead of the expected 

concurrence of the Administration, vigorous opposition was again en-

countered. It is clear now, with the President's letter to lbn Saud bef re 

~, why. 

A violent controversy soon developed within the Erne rgency Council 

when the Administration's opposition to action on the Resolution was en-
, 

. 
f 

countered. Some members of the Council thought it inadvisable to proceed 

with the matter because of the Administration's opposition. I took a different 

view of the situation. I felt that every effort should be made to induce the 

Administration to withdraw its opposition to the Resolution inasmuch as .its 

opposition was diametrically opposed to the stand which had been taken 

pub icly by President Roosevelt himself and his party. To wait for a "green 

light" from the White House ox the State Department was futile. It would 

never come. The whole purpose of the Congressional Resolution was to 

influence and change the Administration I s poli.cy of inaction and to inform 

Great Britain and the world what the true sentiments of the American people, 

speaking through their chosen representatives in Congress, were. 
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Un ortunately, the proponents of these two opposing views adopted 

con · cting procedures in .Washington. Thus, while I sought to make the 

voice of Congress heard, other Zionist leaders informed the State Department 

that they were not pressing for the Resolution. Thus Dr. Wise, on his own, 

sent a telegram to Secretary of State Stettinius, without my knowledge: 

''In view of your meeting Monday with Senator Wagner, I wish to make 

my position and that of many associates unmistakably clear. We would, of 

course, al be happy if the Chief and you could see your way clear to give 

approval to the adoption of the Palestine Resolution in both Houses. Post­

pmement likely to be misunderstood by public opinion which naturally cannot 

be informed concerning reasons for delay. If, however, Chief and you should 

still feel that some postponement for reasons lready given, I, together with 

I 

many associates, do not wish to have action taken contrary to your and 

President's recommendation. Situations should, under no circumstances, be 

permitted to arise in which Senate Committee would be informed of Chief's 

opinion communicated through you to us in confidence. In that case it would 

be best for Senate Committee to postpone action through the Session. This 

telegram is for you alone. Will telephone tomorrow afternoon at your con-

venience to learn about results in your talk with Bob (Senator Wagner)" 

By the end of November, 1944, the House Foreign Affairs Committee 

approved the Resolution in a somewhat amended form. Late in November the 

Taft-Wagner Resolution came up for action ·n the Senate Foreign Relations 

Committee, where it was considered at three successive meetings. The 
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State Department and the President, however, remained adamant that the 

passage of the Re so ution was inopportune - - "unwise from the standpoint 

of the general international situation''. Tre matter came up for a vote · 

in the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on December 11, 1944. On 

this occasion, Mr. Stettinius made the last in a series of personal appearances 

before the Committee, and, in the name of the national Administration, argued 

against its passage. Such pressure from the Executive branch of the govern-

ment made it impossib e to pass the Resolut ion, and it was finally tabled 

Fol owing the tabling of the Palestine Resolution in the Senate Foreign 

Relations Committee, the far-reaching controv.ersy within the Council cul­

minated in my resignation as Chairman of the Executive Committee and Co-, 

chairman of the Council. 

The eader of the opposition to my poiicy was the Co-chairman of the 

Council, Dr. Wise. No one could question his loyalty to the Movement or fail 

to be impressed by his years of service to the Zionist cause. We two had 

worked closely together for many years. But Dr. Wise was also a--~- / sta.mch 

Democrat and completely enchanted by the charm and personality of the 

President. He felt very close to him. Men said that Dr. Wise had influence 

in the White House -- that he was 'persona grata 1 • Dr. Wise would sing the 

President's praises on all occasions and would pronounce the name of 

" Franklin Delano Roosevelt with wch adoration as if he were offering incense 

and libation. 

Thus, at the opening session of the American Jewish Conference on 

. . 
Scotembe r l. 1943. Dr . Wise declared: 

' . 
I 
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11 As a spokesman of the Conference at its opening 
hour, I choose to register my unchanged faith in the 
deep humanity of the prese

0

nt leader of free men in the 
world today,. Franklin Delano Roosevelt. This body 
of delegated and widely representative American Jews, 
dedicated to the triumph of our ation 1 s cause, declares 
its deep and unchangeable confidence in the integrity 
and good-will of its Commander-in- Chief. 11 

There was nothing in the record of President Roosevelt up to 

that time, or later, to warrant such "deep and unchangeable confidence". 

He had done nothing for the Jewish people, for the refugees from Nazi 

• persecution, or for the Jewish ational Home. Undoubtedly he had good-will 

towards the Jewish people and deep sympathy for their suffering. But mere 

good-will in a supreme leader of the world at a time when a whole race was 

I 

being exterminated, and the one .door of escape and safety was being shut and 

bolted against them was clearly not enough. 

,.....J I #1_ ,;._.,\J4. c,,1· y~ 
My own position l., had,, g-d~.,e~ to the Z'ionists at their convention 

" in Atlantic City in 1944, shortly after it. had received the encouraging statement 

of the President that "if re-elected I shall help to bring about its (the Jewish 

Commonwealth) realization 11
• 

"With all my supreme admiration for the great personalities who 

are our friends, and for the 1significance of great personalities in the world 

eris· s today, . with my full admiration and full realization of tre..;e two facts, 

I s i 1 say to you what the psalmist said long ago: "Put not _your trust in princes .... 
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~Put not the future of our Mov:ement in the sole keeping of 
" .. 

individuals, however friendly, however great. Appeal to the masses of the . 
peopled-e-o-rre-cr=:--some ing-missing) ·-of· the ·world! Talk to the whole of 

America. Make friends everywhere. Carry on an active education pro-

paganda in your circle, within the sphere of your influence, among your own 

friends. That will be reflected in the higher political circles. That will guide 

them. That will sustain them when they come to na ke important decisiora 

which may involve America's participation in the ultimate solution of the 

• Pales tine problem. 

"We must build upon the broad and secure base of public 

sentiment, the approval of public opinion wh • ch in the final analysis determines 

I 

the attitude and action of governments in a democratic society." 

• 



, 
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Dr. Wise ten de red his resignation as Co-chairman of the 

Emergency Counccil on December 9th on the ground that he "cannot longer 

remain the Cha·rman of a body, one of the leading officers of which is guilty 

of de iberate, persistent, violations of its decisions, conduct which has 

inflicted great hurt upon our sacred cause". 

Before his resignation was acted upon by the Emergency Council, 

a meeting was held by the Executive Committee of the Zionist Organization 

of America on Tuesday evening, December 19th, in the presence of Dr. Wise. 

At this meeting, the Chairman, Dr. Goldstein, the President of the Zionist 

Organizat· on of America, called upon me as Chairman of the Executive 

Committee of the Emergency Council, to report on the general situation. I 

stated that I was not prepared to present a report since I expect to do so at 

I 

the Emergency Council meeting which was scheduled for the following evening, 
individual 

after which I would feel free to discuss my report with the/, constituent or-
• 

ganizations of the Council, including the Zionist Organization of America. 

Dr. Goldstein then proceeded to discuss the situation anyhow. 

He was impatient to get a decision from the Executive of the z. 0. A., which 

would bind its representatives on the Council the following evening. As the 

discussion progressed, I told the Executive Committee that I still felt that 

it was my duty to present my report first to the Emergency Council and that 

it was pointless for me to remain any further since I could not participate in 

the discussion. I thereupon left the meeting. 
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The m1nu es of that meeting indicate that a prolonged dis cuss ion followed 

in which, urging immediate action without waiting for the meeting of the 

Emerge 1cy Council the following evening, were Dr. Goldstein, Judge Louis E. 

Levinthal, Herman Shulman, Maurice M. Bou<stein and Rabbi Solomon Goldman. 

Most violent in his criticism was Dr. James G. Heller, who offered a reso-

lution that "it is the sense of the Executive Committee of the Zionist Organization 

of Amer · ca that the actions of Dr. Abba Hillel Silver in relation to the resolutions 

before the Congress of the United States were in contravention of the decisions 

of the Zionist Emergency Council, that the resignation of Dr. Wise was justified 

as a protest against these actions and that in the light of these facts and in the 

political interest of the Movement, it is our conviction that the services of 

Dr. Silver as Co-chairman of the Emergency Council and Chairman of its 

Executive Committee should not be continued". 
I 

Dr. Nahum Goldmann, member of the Jewish Agency, who attended as 

a guest, warned "that the continued use of •such tactics as pursued by Dr. 

Silver which involved a fight against the President and his Administration, 

wou d lead to complete political disaster ... What we are doing here is what the 

Revisionists have done for twenty years. It is exactly Revisionist tactics._ " 

Dr. Israel Goldstein delivered himself of the following\~ - lin s erit: 

"Is ·t not conceivable that a situation may exist which would make Dr. Silver's 

retirement advisable at the present juncture? The fact remains that he is 

persona non grata with the one man that more than any other we need for the 

solution of our problem, and that his position vis-a-vis the White House 
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Iv 
has teen muc worse as a reult of the present events. Perhaps Dr. Silver 

t 

might fee impelled, as a matter of Zionist responsibility, to come to his 

colleagues and say: "Genllemen, this is the situation. If Mr. Dewey had 

been elected President of the United States it would have been proper for 

me to have the leadership, (I might say that Dr. Wise intimated that very 

thing to me) but under the circumstances now obtaining, I believe it is my 

duty not to be in the leadership and I shall work as a private in the ranks 1• " 

;f Dr. Emanuel Neumann, ~,. Jacob Fishman, , . Elihu Stone and Rab bi 

Irving Mi ler urged that no action be taken until I would' have an opportunity 

to make my report to the Zionist Emergency .Council. Nevertheless, a 

resolution was adopted to the effect that "It is the sense of this meeting that 

on the basis of the facts as presented to us tonight, that Dr. Wise I s regisnation 
I 

as protest against Dr. Silver's action in contravention of the decisions of the 

Emergency Counci . was justified, we believe that Dr. Wise's resignation 

from the leadership of the American Zionist Emergency Council would most 

seriously inj.ure the interests of the Movement and therefore .conditions must 

be created to enable Dr. Wise to continue as Chairman of the American. 

Zionist Emergency Council. We leave it to our representatives in the 

Emergency Council to act in accordance with these views". An amendment 

was offered to delete the words "as a protest against Dr. Silver's action in 

contravention of the decision of the Emergency Council". On a vote, the 

• 
• • amendment was defeated. 
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It would not be long - - in fact, less than six months we re to 

elapse - - before Dr. Israel Goldstein would state to another Executive 

meeting of the same body: "Many Zionists who feel that the Z. O. A. 

administrat:iam acted properly six months ago in the light of circumstances 

then obtaining and who believed that Dr. Silver had contravened the decisions 

of he Emergency Council, believe that after the passing of these months 

during which Dr. Silver was out of leadership, the whole situation needs to 

be re-eva uated. Our pol:itical situation is not improved; Dr. Silver is one 

of our strongest assets. He can render valuable service~ He should be 

brought back .... ' 1 
/ 

At the Zionist Emergency Council the next evening, December 20th, 

after Dr. Wise gave the reasons for his resignation, I gave a full report of 

my activities in connection with the Palestine Resolution in Congress. A 
Dr. Heller 

motion was then made by ~'-el: 4iativ-e ~of- the Z. 0. A. to the effect that 

"It was the sense of the Council that Dr. Silver had contravened its decisions. 

This motion was tabled! Another motion was then made by a representative 

oft e Z. 0. A. that II a new election· be held on December 27th, and in the 

mea time the officers of the Council be requested to tender their resignations 

in order that the Council be in a position to act". A motion to table this motion 
I • 

was defeated. At this point I stated that the failure to table .. t~is • . .:~. motion 

indicated a lack of confidence in me and I teI)dered my resignation . .-Wo £urthe-. 

• . ..-,clion-wa-s-t~ince-both....Dr.- Wise...and-1..had-r.esignecLancLtre_m~.eti!,g~as __ 

...adj ou rne d. 

It 
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The Poa e Zion (Labor Zionists) and the Mizrachi{Religious 

Zionists) were solidly on my side and they remained my loyal supporters 

"" throughout the long controversy. The z. 0. A. led in the opposition and they 

were joined by the representatives of the Hadassah. 

A most the entire staff wanted to resign with me. I would not 

have it. The work of the Zionist Emergency Council must mot be disrupted. 

Only Harry L. Shapiro and Harold Manson insisted on tendering their 

d crtvet J • 
resignation,r-When_ the American Zionist Policy Committee was organized 

shortly t ereafter to bring about my return to the leadership of the Council 

and to fight for a program "in which timidity, appeasment and backstairs 

I 'diplomacy' would have no place", they assumed full executive direction of , 

its work. 

I 

The reaction of the Zionist public to what took place was to me 

both amazing and gratifying. From all parts of the country protests poured 
• 

in, condemning the people wh'o · . brought about my enforced resignation.;&fWil 

ca JJi~g £oi;-,the-1~-e-t€H:1.a-ti--<h'l of unity within the-:Errre-rgency "Cumrct-t. The 

-

✓ 

Zionist masses made their wishes unmistakably clear in resolutions, telegrams, 

letters and petitions -- all calling for my return and for my program of action. 

The Jewish press of America particularly sprang to my defense, 

and 
especially the Yiddish press, and a stream of editorialsJ articles by the most 

able and respected Jewish journalists - - Jacob Fishman, S. Dingol, M. Rivlin, 

Leon Crystal, David Pinski, and others - - soon appeared. Within a few days of 

my resignation, an editorial, typical of many which were to follow, appeared 

in "The Day": 



- 15 -

"Under Rabbi Silver's leadership Zionism became an importart 

isoue in American polit' cs, and the question of a Jewish Commonwealth 

became a sub ·ect with which the entire public sympathized fully . ......_ 

"As a consequence, Dr. Silver became the most popular figure 

1n Zionist circles, and it was generally acknowledged that a new star had 

arisen on t e political horizon of Zionism in America ... The time of hat-in-

hand politics is. over. Only an aggressive dynamic policy can lead to 

success and Rabbi Silver is clearly the man to be entrusted with such a 

policy ... The Emergency Council must be re-organized. Outside influence 

and political misunderstandings must be set aside and Rabbi Silver must 

remain at his post to serve the best interests of Palestine and of the Jewish 

people. 11 

Wrote Jacob Fishman: 

"The twelve members of the American Zionist Emergency Council 

who voted Dr. Abba Hillel Silver out of the leadership of American Zionist 

pol'tical work have demonstrated that .they have no desire to heal the dangerous 

breach in American Zionis. They have also slapped the face of Jewish public 

opin· on, which has, in my opinion, manifested overwhedming opposition to the 

maneuver aimed at .Dr. Silver. 

"When one reads the pronouncement at the end of Dr. Israel 

Goldstein's statement to the effect that 'Zionism is a democratic movement', 

one feels like asking Dr. Goldstein: when did the Z. O. A. administration 

receive a mandate from the Zionist rre mbership to carry on a political campaign 
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directed against Dr. Silver or to seek out his 'sins'? Quite the contrary -­

at the Convention of the Zionist Organization of America in Atlantic City 

Dr. Silver's policies were approved unanimously; and the delegates 

understood already then that a behind-the-scenes campaign was being waged 

against him by the Z. 0. A. administration ... 

"This affair ill not be forgotten e Z. 0. A. membership. 

The day of reckoning, when all those responsible for his maneuver will 

find themselves 

judgment this 

r. Silver's present circumsta ces, will come. In my 

st recent development is convi cing evidence that a "New 

Deal" in the eadership of the Z. 0. A. is ne 

The eminent playwright David Pinski wrote in the "Jewish Morning 

Journal": 

"When Dr. Silver a¢cepted the chairmanship of the Council, 

expectations ran high everywhere. His subsequent achievements justified 

all the hopes pinned on him by the Zionist Movement. Under his competent 

and energetic leadership, the American Zionist Emergency Coun:il really 

came to life and vigor. How can one account then for his sudden warfare 

against Dr. Silver and his forced resignation? The contention is that Dr. 

~ Silver pursued an aggressive and militant policy which called forth 

all this antagonism. He is accused of having behaved as if we Jews were 

really an important power, whereas the others felt that we could only plead 

. . 
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and bej and hope for mercy and charity. When it was hinte4 from 'on high' 

that we ought to postpone our requests for 'a little while', we shoµl"d not 

have been insistent. We should have armed ourselves with patience and waited. 

"Who is right? Wise or Silver? Which policy is the ·right one? 

Perseverance or weak-kneed yielding? Why not consult the sentiments of the 

Zionist masses, the voice of the people which is the voice of God? Do not 

the leaders of the American Zionist Organization have any faith in the rank 

and file of the membership? Is the Palestine Resolution their own private 

concern?" 

The w.opntjng protests increased in volume. n,.r. Chaim Weizmann 

cabled an appeal both to me and Dr. Wise to do everything possible to resolve 

our differences. On March 26th, I reeive a letter from Dr. Wise inviting 

me to attend a meeting of the Exicutive Committee of the Emergency Council, 

to which I replied: 

"My dear Dr. Wise: 

... 

"Permit me to thank you for your letter of March 21st. I appreciate 

the invitation which you convey to me to attend a meeting in the nea~ future of 

the Executive Committee of the Emergency Council. I shall try to attend such 

a meeting although at the pre sent moment I do not J<now when I will be in New 

York again . . I only returned this morning from a week's stay in New York. 

"I would be lacking in frankness if I were to leave you with the 

impression that my remaining a member of the Council in any way implies 

that I accept the present set-up of the Council as either a satisfactory or 
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permanent arrangement. Since my enforced resignation, the Council, to 

my best knowledge, has heard from numerous Zionist groups and leaders 
thro ghou the country calling for its re-organization. This has also been 
echoed wi h remarkable unanimity by the Jewish press. 

"On February 21st, Dr. Wei zmann cabled both to you and to me 
an urgent message to do everything humanly possible to resolve the difference 
and to remove the difficulties thus enabling all Zionists to combine for the 
urgent task which les before us. Mr. Lipsky wrote to me on February 26th thz.t 
h , as a member of the Jewish Agency, had been urged by Dr. Weizmann to 
ma.Ke an earnest effort to reconcile the difference that had :arisen. On March 2nd, 
I wrote to Mr. Lipsky that 'if Dr. Wise is now of the opinion that the re­

organization of the Emergency Council which he precipitated by his resignation 
was ill-advised, and that the sit~ation now calls for my return under conditions 
which wi l enable me to carry on the active political leadership of the Council, 

• I shall be very pleased to n1eet with him at a time and place mutually agreeable'·. 

"I have not heard from you as to your intention. This, as I see it, 
and believe you will agree with me, is the real crux of the matter and not 

. I/ 
whether I attend one or another meeting of the Executive Council. 

remain 

Isl 
II 

... 



The situation in the Zionist ranks became such that on April 

first the Executive Committee of the Z. 0. A. appointed a peace committee 

to explore the possibilities of resolving the controversy. On June 24th, the 

committee ~" under the chairmanship of Judge Loui\s E. Leventhal, brought 

in a report which was adopted. Anotl:e r committee was then appointed to 

consult with the other three organizations of the Emergency Council and 

with me and Dr. Wise 'Nith a 1view of bringing about an all-around agreement. 

I insisted upon a re-organization of the Emergency Council which 

would give my friends in the Council practical control and so insure that my 

policies would in the future not be thwarted again by a hostile combination 

within the Council. 

When this was agreed to, and the report of the Committee \Vcbs 

I 

approved by the Emergency Council on July 12, 1945, I withdrew my resig-

nat· on and resumed my position as Chairman of the Executive of the Zionist 

• " 
Emergency Council -- and together with Dr. Wise as Joint Chairman of ... 

the Council. 

At the conclusion of the meeting I addressed the members of the 

council: 

"I would like to say a (word or two on this occasion. This is the 

first time in six months that I am with you and belielle me that I was sad that 

I was away these six months. I am pleased that the unity we have all wished 

for has been re-established and that we will be able to proceed with our 

,,, 
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mandates from t e Jewish people now in ;whole earted and strongest 

cooperation. I regard what has transpired not in any sense as a personal 

victory. These past six months have been a defeat for all of us and they 
, 

have b en a defeat for our Movement in this country Ml.Q. We will have to 

work doubly hard to regain some of the ground we have lost. 

" I do feel a sense of personal satisfaction at this moment and one 

of vindication. Beyond that, I have no feeling other than one of profound 

gratitude that we have found our way back to comradeship and the possibility 

for united action. I hope that we will all turn out backs on what took place 

in the last few months and that we will begin to think of ourselves not in 

terms of friends or foes, or as members of this group or that group, but 

I 

in [terms of comrades working in a common cause.~ 1 

"This Movement has nothjg to. give me except the 7rtunity 

to work. It has nothing to give 7/of us except the large privi ege of 

working for the cause of our people. If I sought personal gl ry, the soundest 

course for me at this tirld have been to stay out of is Council, for 

by staying out, I wa57wing heavy dividends -for sm9 investment, because 

all m· stakes mad/ere were redo~nding to my. cr_e/t undeservedly. No loyal 

Zionist wants thjlt sort of thing. 

"I wish to have the opportunity, in cooperation with my Joint 

Chairman, Dr. Wise, and members of this Council, to work, and I ~ would 

ask that this work be not made difficult for me. There has been some damage 

done to the one who is now the Chairman of your Executive Committee. Sbne 

damage has been done in Washington to his reputation and his sta.nding with 
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thing and it will have to be corrected. I am a tool of the Movement and could 

function best when the tool is permitted to retain strength. As you build me 

up, you build up the Movement. As ayou pull me dowi , you pull down the 

Movement. My effectiveness to the Movement depends upon what you say about 

me, and I hope that all of us will bear it in mind. 

"The days ahead are difficult days and stormy days, I am afraid. 

We will have to do things which will demand of us the sacrifice of many of our 

subsidiary loyalties. We will have to have courage to act and not to buckle 

under when we reach a point of consummation .... 

"That is all that I should like to say at this time. I want to tell 

Dr. Wise, with whom I hope to work, that I am very happy that we are again 

finding ourselves in harness and working together. I hope that after all these 

things, which have happmed we will come to understand each other a little 

better. I think we are both worth getting to know a little better. I am sure 

that as we get to know each other a little better, all the bogies which have been 

bui t up will vanish. 

"I pledge the ,best that is in me, which is not good enough, for our 

Movement. I demand of you a similar pledge, with all that you have and all 

t at you can give, of mind and heart, to this great cause, which has now 

entered xii1t its final hour of decision. " 

Dr. Wise responded: 
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"I have no desire to go back to the past. We had differences. They 

are now re egated to the limbo. We begin anew to work together. 

"Dr. Silver used a phrase which I hope we will all bear in mind. 

I hope that the press will not beg·n tomorrow to speak of triumps, the 

victories, the ,defeats. 

We are going to work together. Dr. Silver, you pledged us your heart­

felt services in every sense. Nobody in this room is foolish enough to deny 

that you have a great service to render, your ability, your ideals, your 

capacity for leadership. We want your leadership and we also want your 

comradeship. We ask ·for friendship. I pray to God that a year hence we 

. may 63..Y that the great decision in favor of our people came a little sooner 

because the masses of American Zionists were united on this blessed night." 
I 

Three months later, on October 20, 1945, a meeting of the Executive 

Committee of the Zionist Emergency Council voted almost unanimously to 

proceed with the re-introduction of the Congress Resolution -- even if it 

were not approved by the Chief Executive. By now the Roosevelt corres-

pondence with Ibn Saud had been made public. \', '•, 

The Resolution was introduced on October 26, . 1945, and was over-

whelmingly adopted by the Senate on December 17th and by the House on the 

19th. 

, ~-4 
Dr. Neumann was very active in the !::·~ days before its passage. 

I was in Palestine at the time. 
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Senator Taft wrote me on December 19, 1945, that he was 

not entirely satisfied with the terms of the Resolution, but on the whole, he 

did not be ieve they will detract from the tremendous advantage of having 

Congress adopt it. This is how I felt about it, too./ 

• 
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Commenting on the passage of the Palestine Resolution, Mr. Sumner 

Wel es, in his book, "Where Are We Heading", writes: 

"The position taken by the legislative branch of the Government 
was firm, tonic and enlightened as has often been the case in 
recent mo ths. The Congress favored a foreign policy that was 
far more positive than that of the Executive, and far more likely 
to further a-healthy world rec?nstruction. 11 

At the annual convention of the Zionist Organization of America which 
I" ,;) l 4'' 

.... .I\.- ... -: .. , , . 

was held later that year ,in Atlantic City, I was elected Presidenfof the ,. 

organization by acclamation. The man who enthusiastically seconded my 

nomination was Dr. Stephen S. Wise .... 

Commenting on my election, the "Haaretz" of Palestine wrote on 

November 21st.!-, 11 fhe election of Dr. Silver is both a personal victory and 
, 

a vindication of his policy ... Recent events have Ehown that our hope of 

obtaining anything by action behind the scenes and reliance on vague 
• 

promises have not come true. Our new way therefore must be that of 

struggl e and Dr. Silver's election proves that the Zionist Movement in 

in America re cogniz es this 

~ 
The Convention Meeting 

I 

fact', and is preparing itself for the struggle. 11 

lost.~ shortly after the publication of the />Bevin 

statement fully endorsed my program, declared relentless war on the 

_Bevin policy and resolved that: 

11 The British Government, by usurping unto itself powers 
never granted by the Mandate, is driving the loyal Jewish 
population of Palestine into active resistance in defense of 
their rights and position. Their struggle is our own. We 
purpose to extend to them every assistance in our power. 
The Jewish people will fight with all the means at its command 
for its right to live. We recognize no legal barrier to the 
rights of Jews freely to settle in Palestine and rebuild a Jewish 
State. 



----

- 25 -

Our historic struggle has entered a. new phase. We authorize 
and direct our Administration to adopt new methods and to 
employ new measures adequate to meet the new situation. We 
solemnly dedicate ourselves to this struggle, and we count 
with confidence upon the support of millions of our fellow 
Americans. No effort shall be spared to achieve for our 
people liberty and security in Palestine as a free and demo­
cratic Jewish Commonwealth." 

Following the Zionist Convention in Atlantic City, I went to Palestine 

on November 24, 1945, to attend the sessions of the World Zionist Executive 

and the Jewish Agency for Palestine. I was most warmly received everywhere. 

I visited the scenes of recent British military attacks at Givat Haim, Shefayim 

and Rishpon. I attended a great gathering in the Mograbi Theatre in Tel-Aviv 

on December 7th. I told the people: "This is only the first round of the 

struggle. Our fate will not be decided by Mr. Bevin, the Anglo-American 

Committee of Inquiry or the White Paper, put by _the Jews of Palestine and 

those who wish to 1elp them." ·la&iFOa,(K:..t a rncs~.ge on "Radio Jetuealenr'"' 
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DD 

:.., Ear ier that year, in August, 1945, I attended the Zionist Conference 

in London. The war was now over and the leaders of the Movement gathered 

from all parts of the world to plan their future course. The delegates took 

stock of the appalling disaster which the war had brought upon European Jewry, 

oft e mi ions destroyed, and the countless survivors of the holocaust who 

were homehis and were seeking a new home. The delegates were in an angry 

mood, because the gates of the Jewish National H 0 me were not open to admit 

these helpless refugees. The Jews of Palestine were in open revolt against 

t e mandatory government because of its closed-door policy and the government 

was employing brutal repressive measures against them. 
' I 

• w . - . 
The Conference re-affirmed the princip es of the Biltmore program. 

It proclaimed its fu l endorsement of the request which the Jewish Agency 

had previously made to His Maje e(ty' s Government "that an immediate decision 

be announced to establish Palestine as a Jewish State". It called for the • 

immediate abrogation of the White Paper. It asked the new Labor Government 

w ich had just then come into power for one hundred thousand immigration 

certificates. The delegates were greatly heartened by the fact that there was 

now a new government in Great Britain. The Labor Party, which was victorious 

in the elections, was known as a friend of Zionism. It had time and again 

passed strong pro-Zionist resolutions and had called for the abrogation of 

the White Paper. 

I was a member of the corr.mittee, whose chairman was David Ben-Gurion, 

which called on the new Colonial Secretary, Mr. G. H. Hall, and presented 

I . .,. . ., . 

• 
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to him our program and our request. We were graciously received and were 

told t at our request would be given prompt consideration. 

But we were soon in for a shattering disillusionment. The Labor Govern-

ment before long shockingly repudiated the position which the Labor Party 

had ta en. It denied our request for one hundred thousand certificates. It 

announced no fundamental change in the White Paper policy of the former 

government. It would permit, for the time being, fifteen hundred immigrants 

a month to enter.the country. It turned down the request which President 

Truman ha made in a letter to the Prime Minister on August 31st for the 

admission of one hundred thousand refugees. The Attlee government was 

determined to preserve the same policy after the war which the Churchill 

_, - .,. 

government had pursued during t~e war on the ~text •• oi. th~ war and the 

possible military dangers in the Near East. 

It was at this juncture that I fully rea:lized the utter hopelessness of 

continuing our negotiations with Great Britain in the hope that it would see 

the error of its way, and would adopt a course of action in consonance with its 

obligations under the mandate. In consequence, I turned away from the Weizmann 

line of so-called ·"moderation". Moderation had yielded us nothing, except 

what we ourselves had built in. Palestine in _the face of constant British 

interference and harassment. Now that the war was over, there was no 

longer any fear of embarras•sing an embattled nation fighting the enemies of 

all civilization -- the Nazis. There was now the stark reality of the hundreds 

. 
' 



I 

- 3 -

of tho sands of their victims who were languishing in Displaced Persons' . 

camps -- c amoring to be allowed to go to Palestine -- and the mandatory 

government u lawfully keeping them out. There must be a change! The 

Gordian knot had to be cut! I had followed Weizmann fairly consistently 

throug h t e years, with the exception of the one brief Brandeis interlude, 

and our difference over the Peel Report which had proposed an unsatisfactory 

partition. I could follow him no longer. 

I had come ,around to the position that Great Britain must give up the 

Mandate over Palestine and that the United ations Organization should be 

asked to take up the Palestine problem. I ha expressed this view publicly 

even before the Labor Party's betrayal. I was now firrnly convinced of it. / 
l, 

' t. 

On September 23rd, Dr. Wise and I issued a statement which declared 

that the Jewish people would resist to the bitter end the reported British 

decision to continue the White Paper policy, In order to give voice to the 

indignation of American Jewry at this betrayal, a demonstrati m was held 

at short notice at Madison Square Garden on September 30th, which was filled 

wit a capacity audience of nyenty-two thousand, together with a gathering 

o tside of forty-five thousand more. Mass demonstrations were also held 

in many other large centers throughout the . country. 

On October. 2nd, ten United States Senators of both parties denounced 

the decision of Great Britain on the floor of the Senate and on October 16th, 

seventeen Congressmen spoke in a similar vein on the floor of the House. 
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An emergency conference of Zionist leaders was called to meet in Washington 

to which one hundred and eighty cities sent representatives who then called 

on t eir Senators and Congressmen. The leaders .of American labor, William 

Gree and P ilip Murray, s t strongly worded cables to Prime Minister 

Att' ee. An "Open Letter to Mr. Attlee" appeared in forty newspapers in the 

United States. Thirty-three outstanding spokesmen of liberal pro-labor elements 

in the United States sent a cable to Prime Minister Clement Attlee in which 

they expressed their shock and indignation at the position taken by the Labor 

government. 

Harry Truman was now President 0£ the United Statea. President 
Q. 

Roosevelt ~d on April 12, 1945. 

I 

Truman's position on Zionism was not clear to us. He had favored the 

Senate Reso ution calling for a Jewish Commonwealth when it was introduced 
• 

in the Senate in December, 1944. But at that time he was not President. 

Early in his presidency, he was advised by the State Department to 

follow the Roosevelt line on Palestine. In his ''Memoirs", Truman writes: 

"I had before me President Roosevelt's records and statements re-

garding Palestine. And the Secretary of State had sent me a special communi­

cation two days before, expressing the attitude and the thinking of the State 

Department on Palestine. 

"It is very likely", this communication read, "that efforts will be made 

by some of the Zionist leaders to obtain from you at an early date sorne com­

mitments in favor of the Zionist program which is pressing for unlimited 

i 
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Jewish immigration into Palestine and the establishment there of a Jewish 

state. As 1you are aware, the Government and people of the United States 

have every sympathy for the persecuted Jews of Europe and are doing all 

in their power to relieve their suffering. The question of Palestine is, 

however, a highly complex one and involves questions which go far beyond the 

plight oft e Jews in Europe. 

"T ere is continual tenseness in the situation in the Near East'', the 

communication concluded, "largely as a result of the Palestine question, 

and as we have interests in that area which are vital to the United States, 

we feel that this whole subject is one that should be handled with the greatest 

. 1P~ 
care a;id w·th a view to the long-range interes s of the country." resolved 

I 

to follow the Roosevelt line (p. 68 ). 

Prior to his departure for the Potsdam Conference in July, 1945, he 
• 

was requested to take up the matter of Palestine with the world leaders who 

wo d be t ere, especial_ly twith Prime Minister Attlee. Upon his return on 

August 16th, he was asked at a Press Conference whether anything about the 

Jew· sh Nat· onal Home had been discussed at ~otsdam. • He replied that it was. 

When he was asked. what the American view on Palestine was, he replied, 

"The American view on Palestine is, we want to let as many of the Jews 

into Palestine as it is possible to let into that country. Then the matter will 

have to be worked out diplomatically so that if a State can be set up there, • 

they may be ab e to set it up on a peaceful basis. I have no desire to send 

• I 

five undred thousand [_sis) American soldiers there to make peace in Palestine.'' 
1 
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This was not reassuring. President Truman had evidently been im-

pressed by what he had been to d by the British at Potsdam concerning the 

dangers wh·ch would be involved in ,setting up a Jewish National Home in 

Palestine, a though the war was now over and military reasons could no 

longer be ad uced as an argument against it. 

However, on August 31st of that year, President Truman wrote to 

Prime Minister Attlee requesting that one hundred thousand certificates for 

the immigration of Jewish refugees into Palestine be granted. The letter was 

a fine, human document. The President had read the report of Earl G. Harrison 

of the Inter-governmental Committee on Refugees. The latter had made a 

personal investigation for the President ~f the condition of the Jewish survivors 

in Europe and he reported that for the Jewish survivors in the camps "Palestine 

I 

is definitely and pre-eminently the first choice",. and that any delay in the 

transfer of these unfortunate people to Palestine would result in misery and 

death. 

This action of President Truman marked a welcome turning point, not 

to .... e sure in American policy on ·Palestine, but on the heretofore sustained 

policy of doing nothing to help Jews get into Palestine. Regardless of what 

his position on Zioi:iism was, he was at least trying to do something concrete 

to help. He found it possible to maintain that the admission of one hmdred 

thousand Jews did not call for prior conwltation with the Arabs - - a thought 

which had never occured to his predecessor. President Truman's letter 

marked a real step forward in the direction intervening actively in the 
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Palestine situation in order to put an end to what had developed into a 

dangerous stalemate. 

However, in order to reassure the Arabs who bitterly criticized 

President Truman for making his request for the refugees, Secretary of 

State James F. Byrnes issued a statement on Cctober 18th, in which he 

announced that the fundamental policy of the United States Government was 

that it v'will not reach final conclusions with reference to any proposals that 

would change the basic situation in Pa:Ia.stine without full consultation with 

Jewish and Arab Leaders". Secreta~y Byrnes further stated that this was 

the policy of the late P.resident Roosevelt, and he made public the exchange 

of letters between .Roosevelt and King Ibn Saud of March-April, 1945. 

When this exchange of letters was mad public along with the policy 

decla ation of Secretary Byrnes, _' we asked for a meeting with Secretary Byrnes 

and on October 23rd we submitted a Memorandum to him in the name of the 

American Zionist Emergency Couna:il, in which, among other things, we 

refuted the false allegations which were made by Ibn Saud about Zionism, and 

took • ssue with President Roosevelt's letter, particularly the right it accorded 

to the various Arab states to be consulted in the affairs of .Palestine. In part, 

,. 
the Memorandum read: 
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"The exchange of correspondence between President Roosevelt 
and K'ng Ibn Saud which has now been made public and the state­
ment by the Secretary of State of October 18th raise issues of 
fundamental importance in regard to the implementation of 
American po icy on Palestine ...... . 

President Rooosevelt 1 s letter refers to assurances previously 
given to King Ibn Saud regarding the attitude of the United 
States with respect to the question of Palestine. The exact 
nature of these assurances is not disclosed, but it is re­
spectfu y submitted that whatever their tenor, they would 
not be valid if inconsistent with the publicly stated objectives 
of American policy or with the terms of the Pal~stine Mandate .... 

We feel constrained, at the same time, to make a frank state-
ment of our views with regard to the .course of action pursued by the 
Execut·ve brance of the Goyernment and the State Department 
in particular, over a period of years. Despite t1:e unbroken chain 

of pro-Zionist..a-c.t.s.., promises and pronouncements to which we have 
referred, ... he polity they express has not been translated into 
action. On the contrary, numerous acts and omissions have 
emboldene!'d the Arab leaders to allege t at the American Government 
wa~,in fact, withholding its support from the Zionist cause, and 
that the pronouncements made here from time to time were meant 
for ome consumption. W.e have consistently disregarded these 
allegations as unwarranted aspersions upon the good faith and 
political integrity of our Government ...... '" 

Prime Minister Attlee did not accede to President Truman's request 

for a hundred thousand certificates. Instead, he suggested another investi-

gation - a joint Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry to investigate the 

v.1a.. vrWd 
position of the Jews in Europe as well as the situation in Palestine. -lt wa-e, 

--1- - , ' ..,.,_~ f J\. . 
c c-a: ot er delaying device 

( 
and an excuse (/t inaction. On October 30th, 

Dr. Wise and I submitted a statement to the President in which we said: 

''Within the last seven years, three major intergovernmental 
Conferences and Committess, in addition to our own War 
Refugee Board appointed in 1944 and already dissolved, have 
sought to deal with the question of Jewish refugees and of 
Jewish immigration ...... . 
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Each of these e forts ended in dismal failure, stemming from 
the central ass mption t at the doors of Palestine, unlawfully 
barred to Jewish immigration by the British Government under 
the terms of its White Paper of 1939, must .remain barred .... 

"We beg of you not to countenance further commissions and inquiries at 

a continued cost in human life and human misery, which can only ascertain 

facts already well known. 

"W 9-t is urgently needed, is not another roving expedition or a further 

time-consuming investigation, but immediate concrete measures in conformity 

wit a policy long established and clearly defined by valid international ~gree-

men ts. To inquiry can be acceptable which does not base itself on the inter-

nationally recognized right of the Jewish people to reconstitute their National 

\.. ' 
Home in Palestine. For such an International Commission to set out upon 

its quest without ferenenc to these basic legal and political considerations, 

is to embark upon a sea without chart or compass, without a point of departure 

or a port of destination .... It is evident that commissions are no substitute 

for action clearly indicated. ''. 

President Truman, howeve·r, yielded to Attlee I s counter-proposal for 

a joint Committee of Inquiry. 

I urged that our Movement should ignore this Committee and should 

not appear before it. Howeve:i; the World Zionist Executive decided to co-
n .-"" ~ ;) ·t./ ' ~o _._ . ..-. ,..., .. 

operate with it. It looked -b...p.pj..4- on the prospect of the United States govern-

ment sharing, for the. first time, the responsibility of finding a solution for the 

Pa estine problem with Great Britain. When the Committee held its sessions 
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in Washington, representatives of the Zionist Emergency Council µ-iade a 

full presentation of the Zionist Case before ." it, si nee this was what the 

World Zionist Executive had agreed to. I refuood to attend. I sensed that 

the enterprise would result in utter futility -- especially since Mr. Bevin 

I 
, i,; 
V 

. ·. 

had made it very clear that the real purpose of this Committee was to liquidate 

the Zionist Movement. 
. 
V, 

I was again branded by the "practical" men our Movement as a 

hot-headed extremist. Months later, an American member of the Committee of 

Inquiry, Mr. Bartley C. Crum, acknow edged at a great meeting in Madison 

Square Gar en that I had been right in urging rejection of this committee and 

that I had correct y evaluated the political situation. 

Mr. Sumner Wel es, the former Under-Secretary of State, addressing 
I 

the Maryland Chr· stian Conference on Palestine on May 14, 1946, declared: 

"T e appointment of the Anglo-Amer.ican Comdittee could scarcely 

have been expected to result in any practical or constructive accomplishment. 

Commiss·on after commission had already been appointed in the past by 

British Governments to investigate the situation in Palestine and to recommend 

policy with regard thereto. There was no far-sighted member Of the Executive 

or Legislative branches of the Government of the United States who had studied 

the problem of Palestine -- and as we all know, members of our Co~gress 

. . . 
have gone to Palestine for that purpose -- who had not already re c ed a 

conclusion as to the nature of the solution which should be sought-. \. .~der such 
a• • ...,. ' · -. ~ f♦ 

•• • 1-: : ~ .. .' ~ •• 
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conditions w at could the appointment of this new commission really 

accomplish, ether than to make it'> possible to postpone decisions? And 

these were months, as we so sadly know, when the pitiful survivors of the 

Nazi massacres, uprooted from their homes in every part of Europe, were 

still bsing compelled to live in intolerable conditions, in concentration camps,. 

with no ope left to them except the possibility that they might be permitted 

to emigrate to Pa estine, or to some oth:t- distant shores, and thus procure 

safety and the chance to make a fresh start in life ... 

" I know many of the American members of the Anglo-American Committee. 

I know that t ey a:-e men of the highest character, of truly liberal convictions, 

who are incapable of framing or of signing a report i1:1 ·which they, themselves, 

t 

do not believe. I do not question either their motives or their judgment. What 

I do q es ion is the wisdom of our own Government in asking them at this time 

to assume these responsibi it·es. II 

The Committee of Inquiry is sued its Report at the end of April, 1946. 

When we were apprised of its contents, it became unmistakably clear 

to us that while the Report had certain positive aspects, in particular a 

, 

recommendation for the immediate transfer of one hundred thousand Jews 

from the Displaced Persons' camps to Palestine and the virtual abrogation of 

),., 

the White Paper, its long-term recommendations were not such as could command 
. I 

themselves to the Zionist Movement. In consequence of representations which 

' 

I 

I 
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we made in Washington, the Presi ent, 1n releasing the text of the 

Report, issued a statement which drew an important distinction between 

the immediate and the long- erm recommendations in the Report. He 

dee ared: 

"I am very happy that the request which I made for 
the immediat e admission of one hundred thousand 
Jews into Palestine has been unanimously endorsed 
by the Committee of Inquiry. The transfer of these 
unfortunate people should now be accomplished with 
the greatest dispatch .... in adition to these immediate 
object·ves, the report deals with many other questions 
of long rang e political policies and questions of inter­
national ~aw which require careful study and which I 
will take under advisement. " 

T is was a sound and statesmanl·ke position to take. Unfortunately, 

here again the hand of the Chief Executive soon faltered. When Prime 

Min· ster Attlee took violent exception to his position, the President 
I 

failed to follow through and our State Department announced ·that no 

immediate action would be taken in bshalf of these hundred thousand 

wit out first acting on all the other recommendations of the Report. On 

May 20th, the Statte Department went through the motion of inviting 

Arab and Jewish representa ives to present their views on the recommen-

ations of the Committee, as if their views were not already fully known. 

Fo owing this dev 0 lopment, Dr. Wise and I met with Secretary of State 

. • ✓.) t.n. (M '1 . 
Acheson and Loy Henderson 1n what turned out to be a very~~J,ess1on. 

Under pressure ·of public opinion,. the President then appointed on 

June 11th, ~ Cabinet Committee on Palestine, consisting of the Secretaries 

of State, War and the Treasury. In so doing, the President declared that 

.. 
. 
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he was appointing this Committee to assist him in the "early con­

sideration of the recommendations of the Anglo-American Committee 

of nquiry'.', 1 in view of t e urgency of the solution of various problems 

relating to the Jews in Europe and Palestine. Foreign Secretary 

Ernest Bevin replied to this action of the President by a speech which 

he de ivered at the British Labor Cbn erence at Bournemouth on 

June 12.th in which he hurled a slur against the Jews of New York and 

repeated the canard about the Zionists wishing to establish an ex­

clusively racial state in Palestine. At a public protest meeting held 

in the city of New York on June 12th, .1946, I said: 

I 

• 
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"When Prime Minister Attlee rejected Pre si.dent Truman's 
humanitarian request that 100, 000 refugee Jews be permitted 
to enter Pa est·ne at once, he made a counter propoS3.l that 
a Joint Ang o-American Committ~e of Inquiry should be appointed 
to investigate t e situation. The members of the Committee were 
tol by the British Foreign Secretary, Mr. Bevin, that their recommendations 
wou be imp emented forthwith if they would be unanimous. The 
Commit ee unanimously recommended that 100,000 certificates 
be authorize immediately for the admission into Palestine of 
Jews who ave been tl:e victims of azi and Fascist persecution, 
and that these certificates be awarded as far as possible in 1946. 

The President oft e United States dee ared that he was very happy 
that the request which he had made had been ,unanimously endorsed 
by the Committee. He urged that the tra s ere~ of these unfortu-

ate people sho ld now be accomplishe "with the greatest dispatch. '' 
But the British Government, again we she'd. Prime Minister Attlee 
cal ed for the disarming of·the Jews of Palestine as a prior condi­
tion, which condition the Committee had considered and rej~cted. 
He made other unwarranted conditions . 

• 
Mr. Bevin declared that "if we put 100,000 Jews into Palestine I 
wou have to put another division of British troops there. I am 
not prepared to do it. " This trumped-up military argument is again 
trotted out to justify anothe3: broken pledge. And this latest act is 
accompanied by Bevin's cheap slur on the American people and a 
coarse bit of anti-Semitic vulgarity reminiscent of the Nazis at their 
worst. 

n v· ew of this shocking re cord '?f b~oken pledges and the repeated 
vio at· on of solemn obligations, American citizens have the right to 
turn to their representatives in the Congress of the United States, 
who are now discussing the granting of a loan to Great Britain, and 
inquire whether the Government of the United States can afford to 
make a loan to a Government whose pledged word seems to be worth-
e ss. They should also inquire whether American money, including 

that of the Jewish citizens of the United States who have given such 
superb evidence of their loyalty and patriotism during the war and whose 
sacrifices helped to save a collapsing British Empire, should be used 
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:o back up a Go.rernment whose Foreign Minister has repeatedly 
given evidence of a virulent anti-Jewish bias. 

We question very much whet er Mr. Bevin represents the 
conscience and spirit of the British people but it is up to them 
to repudiate th· s maligner and cheap vulgarian, and to demand 
that" someoae who more truly represents them should occupy 
sue an importa:it post. 11 

We were not, of course, opposed to the British loan. We felt, however, 

that action on it should be delayed until Great Britain had met her responsibilities 

towar Pa estine an had revoked its illegal measures which were keeping 

hundreds of thousands of our unfortunate war-ravaged refugees from entering 

the country. The American Government had a clear directive from the Congress 

oft e United States on the subject of the Jewis ational Home. It would lB. ve 

been perfectly proper for our government to posit as a prior condition for the 

granting o a loan to Great Britain, the fulfillment on the part of Great Britain 
• 

of her international obligations toward the Jewish National Home. Foreign 

loans are very frequently used by governments, including Great Britain, to 

• achieve political objectives. This ' is neither improper nor unusual. ... 

The great concern of the Administration and its feverish activity prio 

to t e consideration of the loan in the House, indicated that the passage of the 

loan was dfinitely in doubt. Enough of our friends had rallied to our side in 

addition to those who were opposed to the loan on other grounds to make the 

postponement of action very likely. Had this happened, I was persuaded that the 

.' 
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governme t of Great Br'tain wou d have acted very quickly. But the unexpecred 

actio of Dr. Wis , who in clear disregard of understandings reached in his 

presence by t e Emergency Council, ca-me forth as the cha pion of the loan 

in t e ame of American· sm, d moralized and scattered our friends in Congress. 

He wrote a etter to Congressman Bloom w ich was read in the House; "There 

could be no doubt" , wrote the reporter of the "New York Times" 1 "that the 

statement of Rabbi Wise and other developments of the day .s.tr.ongly_rimproved 

prospects for approval of the loan. " 

,...,hey co d see no sens,e in voting against an Administration measure to 

help the Zionist cause when a Zionist leader himself stepped forth as its 

champ.on. It was shortly after th~s beau geste that the measures against the 

Jewish refugees coming to Haifa we re intensifie_d and their deportation to 

Cypr began a few weeks after the passage· of the British loan. This was 

Great Bri ain I s grateful quid pro quo. 

After another delay, American technical experts were sent to London 

to me t with British experts and to work out the logistics in connection with 

the tr nsfer of the hundred thousand. This Committee completed its work, 

b t again nothing happened. Finally, the Cabinet Committee dispatched to 

London its three deputy members to meet with the British, this time not to 

get the hundred t ousand Jews moving into Palestine, but to work out the im­

p ementat· on of all the recommendations of the Committee of Inquiry. Attlee 

and Bevin had won their point: The results of the labors of these deputy members 

was the well-known Grady-Morrison Federalization Plan. What the report 
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recommended was not a plan for 'mplementing the recommend tions of the 

Cammi te of Inq iry, b tan utterly new and radically different, sub-

s ·t te p an. It recommended a scheme of provincial autonomy for 

Pa estine wherein the Jewish people wo d be restricted to an area of 

some fo rteen hundred square miles. Jewish immigration wou d be per­

mitted ·n t at zone, up to its absorptive capacity which would be determined 

by the Mandatory power or trustee government. A mockery of self­

government was outlined . . Great rita'n would remain the sole trustee 

wit increared power over an indefinite period. Great Britain would also 

remain in absolute control of a large zone of its own. The American 

govt: rnment was to win the cooperation of the Arabs to this plan by a 

br'be o three hundred mill'on do ars. 

T President was disuaded at the very last moment, after heroic • 

efforts were made by many friends of our Movement, Jews and non-Jews, 

from giving American appr.oval to this scheme, so palpable, wrong-headed, 

' njust and so violative of the rights of the Jewish people~ I characterized 

t. • s sch me at the time as ''a plan for the ghettoization of the Jews 1n 

their own homeland". 

I was at this junct re, after the rejection of the Grady-Morrison 

• .:..merican Government, that the Executive of the Jewish Agency, 

•• . :~ ?aris, came forward with a partition proposal as a solution 

( 
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fo r our "1o n1 nt. In December, 1946, th \\,. rl Zi ni ~t 

Congress finally repudiated the Weizmann line and refused to follow his 

leadership any longer. In February, 1947, Bevin's policies collapsed. 

Following the failure of the London Conference, he was · compelled to make 

an announcement in the House of Commons that Great Britain is ref rring 

the Palestine problem to the United Nations. Thus the man who had earlier 

declared that ''he staked his reputation on solving the Palestine problem" 

and went about it in the clumsiest way conceivable, confessed in the House 

of Commons that "his efforts to solve the problem had been thwarted by a 

person named Earl Harrison, by certain New York Jews and by - - President 

Truman''. 

This decision of Ernest Bevin was the fortunate break-through for which 

our Movement had been ~aiting and it came most unexpectedly. In a sense, 

Bevin in his hostlility proved to be the greatest benefactor of our Movement 

since Balfour .... We were now able to enter new and ampler dimensions. We 

could now face a world tribunal where our historic claims would be considered 

afresh, and the final arbiters would be not a confused and insensate Foreign 

Office, but the judgment and conscience of mankind. The political battle­

ground now shifted from London to Washing ton which could now act more 

independently, and to Flushing and Lake Success . 

• 
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I attended the 22nd World Zionist Congress which convened in Basle 

in December, 1946. It was, perhaps, the most crucial in Zionist history. 

It was the first since the war ended arid it met in the very city where the 

immor'tal ·Herzl, exactly fifty years before, had convoked the first Zionist 

Congress. Delegates from nearly all parts of the world, except from behind 

z / 
' 

the Iron Curtain, were in attendance. 

The main issue was the question whether the Jewish Agency should 

send representatives to the London Conference which was to meet the following 

month and thus continue negotiations with the British Government in the face 

of all that had transpired and was even then transpiring in Palestine. 

Tho re who were opposed to participation insisted that conditions in 

Palestine must first change,as well as the attitude of the Government, before 

the Agency could attend another conference which they felt was but another 

delaying device. • 

The debate, which lasted several days was prolonged and stormy. All 

the leaders of the Movement participated in it. All parties had their spokes-

men. Each spoke with the deep earnestness which the occasion warranted and 

with the intensity of his convictions. Among the Americans, Dr. Wise spoke 

eloquently in chfense of Dr. Weizmann's position, although many American 

delegates did not share his viewpoint. Dr. Wise was now a real "chassid" of 

Dr. Weizmann and heaped upon his praise and adulation even as at the Congress 

• 
of 1931 he had demanded his instant resignation, and in 1921 and eatlier, 

when his ;idol was Justice Brandeis. Dr. Emanuel Neumann called for new 
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men and new methods to lead the Zionist Movement and demanded the 

elimination of "Vichy defeatism in favor d. the Dunkerque spirit". He 

: ... spoke brilliantly with his customary clarity and logic." I spoke in criticism 

of the pos1tion which had been taken by the Executive on partition, and I 

explained my opposition to going to :B.orx:lon. t/ ( 
I I ( 
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Ben Gurion, the Chairman of the Executive 
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of the Jewish Agency, as ' 

somewhat ambiguous at the Congress. He artd his Party approved of partition 

and favored participation in the London Conference, but he personally was 

unhappy over Weizmann's leade rshipl\ Accordingly, he sparred forensically .... 

Dr. Weizmann spoke at the opening of the Congress and again at the 

conclusion of the general debate. 

I listened to his rebuttal at the conclusion of the debate with rapt attention. 

At time I was deeply moved by it. Dr. Weizmann threw his heart and soul into 

this speech. It was by way of an 'apologia•pro vita sua' ·. The inner fire of the 

Weizman~ of the earlier days was thecre, although he was now seventy-three. 

He reasoned, pleaded, scorned, and castigated his opponents with biting . ( ) 

ft•\\ ( ., Ct(" ft. ' 
I • 

sarcasm - - the extremists, the unrealistic romanticists, the terrorists in 
I 

I • 

Palestine. I came in for my share of reproof. "It is easy to live in Cleveland 
. . . . 

and tell the youta of Palestine to go shed t~eir blood." Of course, the youth of 

Pale s tine 1?-ad never waited upon my bidding or my approval .... 

The American delegation felt constrained to issue a statement later 

expressing its deep resentment "at the offensive remarks concerning American 

Zionism's support of Haganah and its resis·tance activities, coming.as they 

did 'from one who must be fully aware that the Zionists of America were 
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repeatedly called upon by authoratative spokesmen of the Yishuv to give. 

their utmost support to the responsible Jewish resistance movement in 

Palestine''. 

I stat~d my position at the Congress on the subject of resistance. 

"We believe in resistance to the illegal acts of the Mandatory power. The 

way to end resistance is to open the doors of Palestine." 

Weizmann fought hard in his speech which was to be the peroration 

to his long and distinguished career. But for what? For a policy of con­

tinued cooperation with the British Government which had betrayed him and 
• 

the Jewish people time and time again I How did his policy of moderation 

pay off? An historic cross-road had been reached and he -- the astute 

s t~ le sman -- was somehow unaware of it. He was the captive of his own 

"line" which he had followed faithfully all his life. He could see no otherl 
• 

Dr. Weizmann remained pro-British in his political orientation, even 

when it had become clear to many of us that Great Britain had no intention 

to ca:n;y out the mandate either 'in letter or in spirit and that a new political 

orientation was called for. Not that Dr. Weizmann accepted tamely and 

submissively the progressive whittling away on the part of British govern­

ments of the clear terms of the mandates. Frequently he voiced his bitter 

criticism and his indignation at his own government in strong and courageous 

terms. And once, as in the case of the Passfield White Paper of l 930~ which 

aimed at a suspension of Jewish immigration altogether and the introduction 
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strict restrictions upon land acquisition as well as the curtailment of the 

authority of the Jewish Ag ency, Dr. Weizmann in protest resigned his 

office as president of the Jewish Agency along with Felix Warburg who 

at that time was chairman of the Council d. the~wiah Agency. 

But, Dr. Weizmann could not at any time envisage a full break 

with Gr~at Britain. 

Years later, Ben-Gurion was to write: "From the White Paper of 

1939, until the U. N. decision in 1947, Dr. Weizmann was beset by a gnawing 

inner confusion and stress, and I believe that he failed to find his way." 

At Basle, this. inner confusion and stress were sadly in evidence. r, r-' 
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I was appointed Chairman of the important Political Committee/\ We 

met for five days and nights and finally hammered out a set of fifteen reso­

lutions which I presented to the Congress•plenum on the evening of December 

23rd in an electric atmosphere of extreme tenseness . 

. 
The resolution confirming the principles of the Biltmore Declaration 

~ 
..I 

"' .. 

and calling for the establishment of Palestine· as a Jewish Commonwealth was 

adopted. So was the resolution denouncing the 1939 White Paper and calling £or 

continued resistance to its policies. A resolution which condemned terrorism, 

• 
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murder, and the shedding of innocent blood as a means of political warfare · 

was also adopted. 

The critical resolutions upon which the fate of Weizmann's leadership 

depended was, of course, the one on participation in the London Conference. 

Dr. Weizmann had made it clear that he wanted the Congress to approve of 

participation and to give him a free !iand to negotiate. The Political Committee 

had by a vote of twenty-two ~o sixteen_ adopted a resolution opposing partici-

pation. The resolution read: "The Congress resolves that in the existing 

circumstance, the Zionist Movement cannot participate in the London Conference. 

If a change should take place in the situation, the General Council of the 

Zionist Organization (The Actions Committee) shall consider the matter and 

decide whether to parti'cipate in the Conference or not. " 

A furious debate followed the introduction of this resolution. The minority 

parties introduced re solutions of their own. They were all voted down. Various 
• 

parliamentary maneuvers were employed to defer action on the majority 

resolution of the Political Committee, to refer it to the incoming Executive, 

or to adopt a voting procedure ,vhich would keep the majority sentiment of 

the Congress against participation from effectively registering itself. All 

this proved unavailing. 

The vote was finally taken - - l 71 for the resolution and 154 against. 

Most of the General Zionists, the Mizrachi, the Revisionists and some in• 

dependent labor delegates voted for it. Almost 8olidly against it were the ~lapai, 

th:e Hadassah, and some General Zionists. ; . 
: ' ' 
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Th Congress adjourned without electing a President or an Executive. 

Dr. Weizmann, since his policy failed of approval, would not and could not 

be re-elected President, but the Congress elected no one in his place. 

The Actions Committee, after the Congress ended, elected a coalition 

executive., David Ben-Gurion was made Chairman of the World Zionist 

Executive with headquarters in Jerusalem. Two other sections were es-
• 

tablished, one in London and the other in the United States. I was elected 

Chairman of the Executive for the United States. Moshe Sharett remained 

head of the political department of the Executive but stationed in the United 

States. The other members of the American section were Dr. Emanuel 

.4, '0,/. -
Neumann (General Zionists), Mrs. Rose Halprin (Hadassah), Hayim Greenberg 

I 

{Laborites), and Rabbi Wolf Gold (Mizrachi). 

The Partition emissary, Dr. Nahum Goldmann, who was responsible • 

for my resignation from the Executive on August 4th, was shifted to London, 

• 
but before long found his way back again to New York. 

It was not long, of course, before the members on the newly elected 

Executive, who had favored participation, began a series of informal and 

private talks in London with the British Government, looking to a "change 

in the situation" which would make it possible for the Movement to participate 

in the London Conference. This was .technically violative of the Congress 

resolution but could be justified on the basis of a broad construction of the 

resolution. I had little hope of their success. 
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In view of the exploratory talks which the Agency representatives were 

conductin'g in London in the hope of bringing about ''a change in the situation", 

I thought it advisable upon my return ..from Basle to call upon the British 

Ambassador in Washington and our Secretary of State. 

I reported to the Ambassador on what had taken place at the Congress and 

the reasons for the resolution which was adopted there. I told them that the 

.__, resolution not to go to the London Conference was a conditional re solution 

predicated on existing conditions, and that if conditions would change, the 

movement would stand ready to go to the Conference. I pointed out that the 

next move was up to Great Britain. It could indicate a change in the situation 

either by ·word -- by promising to establish the Jewish State or by revoking 

the White Paper -- or by deed •- by starting to m ove the one hundred thousand 

refugees. The Ambassador believed the first unlikely since it would prevent 

the Arabs from coming into the Conference, but he thought well of tre second 

•suggestion and said that he would forward the idea to Foreign Secretary Bevin. 

The interview with Secretary Byrnes was along similar lines and Mr. 

Byrnes appeared much impressed with the possibility of the second suggestion, 

that of moving the one hundred thousand refugees at once. He told me that he 

would request Lord' Inw-chapel to tranmit to Mr. Bevin hie own approval of . 

this .suggestion. A few days later:~, received word from Mr, Bytnes . that this 

had been done: • 1 

·' 
J 

.. 
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"Dear Dr. Silve :r: 

Referring to our recent conversation, I advised Ambassador 
lnverchapel of your views and requested that he communicate them 
to Mr. Bevin. 

I asked the Ambassador to advise Mr. Bevin that I earnestly 
hoped that he could do something along the lines of your second 
suggestion, in order to make it possible for you and your associates 
to attend the conference. 11 

But nothing came of this intervention. Mr. Bevin, as was soon to be 
I , . 

, revealed, had other plans of his own. 

. The London Conference met on January 27, 1947. It was attended only , 

by representatives of the Arab States and the Palestine Arabs, but there was a 

back-door contact between members of the Agency and the British Government. 
\ \. 1, 

Actually, a series of five ine'etings took place in the Colonial Office with the V 
I\ 

spokesmen of the British Government, its Foreign Secretary, t lMr. Bevin, 

its Colonial Secretary, Mr.Creech Jones, attended by their advisors and 

assistants. In addition, there were several private talks between single members 
• 

of the Executive and one or another of the members of the British Cabinet. 

The discussions led no-where. The British Government was unwilling 

\ 

to implement the Mandate, nor was it in favor of setting up a Jewish State even 

:,,. 
in a part of Palestine. Its proposals followed more or less the lines of the 

Grady-Morrison .flan Ii \, i 1 Q ! l ~ t , • I-
I/ I I 
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The Arabs rejected the proposals of the British Government i.n1 4oto 

on February lZth and the Agency on February 13th. Whereupon Mr. Bevin informed 

"' the House of Commons on February1 l8, 1947, that the Conferenr.e with the Arabs 

IJ 
I t • I 

' ' . 
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and the consultations with the Zionist Organization about the future of Palestine 

have come to an end without any prospect of reaching a settlement. "That 

being the case, the only course now open to us is to submit the problem to the 

judgment of the United Nations. 11 

Upon my return from Basle, the members of the American Section of 

the . Jewish AgE;.ncy and I set about organizing the office of the Agency in New York 
"· ' ( I I • , ' 
\..A .. \\ (I--- V fl • '" 

and &ngaging °: staff of professional members. We were moEt fortunate in the 

C l ! 
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Now that the Palestine problem had been transferred to the United 

Nations, the bulk of our political work would have to be carried on by the~~~ 

~~~~~ . 
~genc"y. Th,~gency would have to prepare our Palestine case before the 
l\ • 

I • / 

United Nations. The Emergency Council would be carrying on as heretofore 

our public relations work in the United States. There was little danger o! 

overlapping since three of the four members of the Executive were also 

members of the Emergency Council and I was Chairman of both bodies. It 

" 
was clear to all of us that the country which would play the decisive role in 

l 

the forthcoming U. N. proceedings would be the United States. The work o! the 

Council would, therefore, be as important as in the past. We y•anld bave tD 

convince ou.r Admioi i.tration-that..it-.hould...ta.k.e-the-1-ead in support a£ our 
.,,... 

t 

12.0sition-in,J:ha-United Nati.011s in pu!:,_~c;\,nce --0£-th~learly eKprea aed wiahea a£ _ 

Following the 22nd Congress, our Mo~ement may be said to have faced 

four periods of uncertainty. and\truggle: 

1) The period leading up to the London Conference, its collapse and 

Great Britain's referral of the issue to the United Nations. 
' 

Z) The period of the United Nations study of the Palestine situation, 

the Report of UNSCOP, cluminating in the approval by the United 

Nations of the Majority Report which ~an independent 

Jewish State, November 29, 1947; 

3) The attempted reversal and the proclamation ol the State of Israel 

lj • 

in Tel-Aviv on May lf, 1948; and 

• . . . . 
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4) The war of liberation and the signing of the Armistice with 

I' 

Egypt (Feb. 24, '49) and Syria (July ZO, . 149) and the admission ·: 

of Israel to the United Nations (May 11,. 149). 

( . 

• 

• . 

I I 

• .. 

, 

1 . 
' 
,. 

. . 

I 




