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The appended statsment was sent to the New York Times in
behalf of the Emergsncy Committee in response to the series
of articles from Cairoc during the past few days by Cyrus

L. Sulzberger. :

STATEMENT FOR PUBLICATION IN THE NEW YORK TIMES

August 3, 1943

During the last three days, the New York Times hus published a series of dispatches
from Cairo in which Mr. Cyrus L. Sulzbergar describes mounting tension in Palestine
and the possibility of cla.hes b:tween th: Arab and Jewish populations.

These articles relate that Jews :nd Arabs are aming in enticipation of violence and
convey the impression that Jewish eagerness to assist in the prosecution of the war
is motivated by a desire to militarize the Jewish population in preparation for the
threatened conflict with the Arabs.

This is misleading and grossly unfair, The objective observer who knows the temper
of the Jewish people in Palestine must recognize that the goal in Jewish recruitment,
mobilization and sacrifice is the winning of the war. That is dominant and unques-
tioned.

Like all the peoples of the United Nation., the Jews of Pale.tine are determined to
establish a free worl in which all men will enjoy the Four Freedoms, and in which
they, like all othar peoplses, will have their own Homelund. The people who were the
first victims of Hitler's aggression ar: the peop.s most determined to accomplish
Hitler's defeat an” th: overthrow of force and violence. They are dedicated to
victory and peace,

To suggest oth:r motives is to cast a slur on the gallantry and idealism of tho Jews
of Palestine. Ths recori refutes the suggostion. all through the srab riots of
1936 to 1939, in the facs of brutal provocation, the Jews in Palestine exercised the
maximum amount of self-rostraint end disciplined paticnce. Since that time, their
efficiency, courage and self-sacrifice in the conduct of the war havse won repcated
commzndation.

In the Libyan campaign, General Sir Archibald Wavell said they "performed fine work...
their morala is excellent and they are esg.r to help in ths overthrow of the die-
tators." Their brav:ry in Greece brought a tribute from Sir Henry Maitland Wilson
and lat:r he wrot ' that he ™much appreciated thz assi t.nce rendercd by the Jews" in
Syrisa.

The most recont declaration came from the British information Servics, which in a
bulletin issusd on July 18, 1943, pointad out that out of a total Jewish population
in Palestine of about 500,000 30,000 arg in the armad forces, i.e. six per cent, or
the oquivalent of an enlistment of =ight million in ths United Statos, The statement
rafers further to "the rom rkable contribution they (the Jews of Palestine) are now
mek ing to winning the war,"

It must be rsemembsrad th:t all enlistment is on a voluntary basis and that there is
no conscription. It would seem, thersfors, thet The Times corresvondent has over-
emphasized the few isolated extromist steps which wore taken to promote recruiting.
These cosrcive measures were formally condsmned by tho Jewish Agency for Palestine and
on March 7, 1943, Dr. Bernard Joseph, secrat.ry, formally addresscd the Palestine
Government as follows:

"When rec ntly a numbsr of acts of terrorism werc committed in conmnection with re-
cruiting thoy werc emphatically condemned by the Jewish public bodins. Their con-
demnation, it is gratifying to note, led to a discontinuance of such acts.®

Further evidence that the Jewish contribution to the war is dictuted solely by the

will to victory and not by any ulterior design for self-militarization comes in the
form of a statement from High Commissionor Sir Harold MacMichael, who, on July 29,

declarsd that the incroased agricultur.l production of the Jewish furmers has boen

of "the greatust value in the war seffort."

Of course ths Jews arc rasolved upon the dofense of their own land, whether the ag-
gressor be Hitler or the Arabs., But if Jews ar: compelled to take up amms in their
own dofense, the blame will not rest upon them; it will be an inevitable course a
poople must take to defend themselvos from sggression. If a clash impends in Pales-
tine, it is not th. Jews who are the aggressors; they are the victims of a continuing
appeasement which now throatens their dsstruction.

The timos correspondent suggasts that the Unitod Nations must deal with the situation
fimmly if violenca is to bo avoided. The need for decisive action has long bosn ap-
parsnt, but it must be unequivocal and uncompromising. The tunor of the Times dis-
patchas is suggestive of another course -- somo now ongagement which might perpetuate
past appeasemcnts and jeopardize the futurz of the Jewish Homeland in Palestine.






August 3, 1943

Hon. Cordell Hull
Secretary of State
State Department
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Secretary:

In a dispateh from its correspondent in Egypt the New York Times of
July 29th reported that Great Britain and the United States are on the verge
of publishing a concrete statement concerning their proposed policy regarding
the Middle East and Palestine. While we have received no official informat ion
that such a statement is in fact contemplated, other reports reaching us wuld
appear to confirm the correctness of this dispatch.

We are reluctant to approach you on the basis of unconfirmed reports.
The issues involved, however, are of such moment that we feel we have no alter-
native but to placs the matter formally before you.

We believe that there is no need for us to emphasize the vital interest
of the Jews of this country in any decision which may be taken affecting the
future of Pulestine, American Jewish interest in Palestine, in alliance with
progres-iva American opinion generally, was in large measure responsible for the

issuence by Great Britain in 1917 of the Balfour Declaration with its promise
to reestablish the Jewish National Home in Palestine., It has manifestofl itself
in the intervening years by contributions and investments in Palestine totalling
many millions of dollars. It is an interest which has be:n strengthened and
confirmed by the cruel sufferings of the homeless and persecuted Jewries of
Hitler-occupied Europe, who look to Palestine as the place where they may be
integratad in a self-governing homsland.

We cannot b:lieve th .t our Gov- rnment would wish to confront the Jows
of America with a fait accompli in a matter vhich so closely concerns them. May
we on behalf of the Amoric.n Emergency Committee for Zionist affairs, represent-
ing all branches of tha orgunized Zionist movement in america, respectfully urge
accordingly, that we be afforded the opnortunity of prior consultation in re-
pect of the formulation by the Stats Department of any statement which may af-
fect the future of Palestin:, or the assertion of Jewish claims with respect
thereto.

We would in this connection draw attention to the fact that in terms of
the Mandate for Palestins, provision was made for the recognition of a Jewish
Agency for tha expr.ss nurpose of consulting with the Mandatory Power in re-
spect of metters affecting the development of the Jewish National Home. Since
any statament of the kind now contemmletod would necessarily bear upon the in-
terests with which the Mandate is concerned, we would urg: the desirability of
our Governmont likewise informins and consulting with the authoritative Jewish
body in umorica, which reprosants all phases of Zionist activity here.

In meking this requect, we are persuadod that considerations of justice
nd of the be .t intore ts of the American peopls alike, require that the age-old
problem of Jewish hom:lessness be solved; wo ar: deoply convinced that only by
affording tha Jews of this country an opportunity to be heard bafors any defini-
tive action is takon, will our State Department most effectively promot: a wise
and a permanent solution of the Palostine issu: with which ths problem of Jewisk
homslessness is so intimately conearnod.

Yours sincerely,

American Emergency Committee for Zionist Affairs

Stephen S. Wise
Chairman

SSW:BP



AMERICAN EMERGENCY MITTEE FOR ZIONIST AFFAIRS
‘ " :EAS1’4'd REET, NEW YORK

| MEMORANDUM

To Dr. Abba Hillel Silver Date  Sept. 17, 1943.

From Arthur Lourie

I am enclosing copy of a memorandum of the conversation
Rabbi Milton Steinberg had with Mr. Arthur Hays Sulzberger.
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MEMORANDUM 3 STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL

CONVERSATION BETWEEN RABBI MILTON STEINBERG
AND MRe ARTHUR HAYS SULZBERGER

The conversation took place at the offices of Mr. Sulgberger on
Wednesday, September 15th, at 3330 PeMe

After an exchange of greetings, Mr. Sulzberger expressed his
appreciation of the courtesy of my visite

It was his purpose to disabuse my mind of the notion that the Times
is biased in the presentation of Zionist newse

Mr. Sulzberger stated that he was not an anti-~-Zionist although the
attacks on him were swinging him in that direction. He referred especially to
the criticism of his Baltimore address in November. He had always been a non-
Zionist because to him Judaism was a faith and a faith only. A Jewish State
would therefore be inappropriate to the Jewish groupe As for the materials on
Palestine which had appeared in the Times, they represented the judgment of
correspondents and editors operating without instructions or influence on his
p‘l‘to

Mr. Sulzberger insisted that criticism of him in Zionist circles
had been unjust and intemperate and that the Zionists gave evidence of being
in league against him, wighing him to suppress adverse news and criticizing
him immoderately for his failure to do soe

I responded by pointing out to him that he was in no sense the victim
of a conspiracy and that the Zionists were pretty generally reascnable peoples

My own action in cancelling my subscription to the Times (see apperded
correspondence) was, I felt, justified by the following considerationsg

1) failure of the Times at any time to run articles sympathetic
to Jewish achisvement in Palestine, (Mr. Sulzberger insisted that the Times
had had its share of such articles.)

2) hostility toward Jewish aspirations in Palestine contained in
the Sulzberger articles and in the Sedgwick communications. Thege, I documented
at some considerable lengthe

3) the attention given by the Times to the American Council for
Judaigm, I indicated that the American Comncil was in effect "the Times'! baby".

4) the equality of status assigned by the Times to the American
Jewigh Conference and the Councile

Mr. Sulgberger repeated that so far as the correspondents were con-
cerned he had given them no instructions; that if they reported adversely to
Zionism it was because of their Judgment of the facts.
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To which I answered that the selection of correspondents can als
o be
& form of editorializing in the news columns and that a correspondent can be

inTluenced by an awareness of the attitudes of a publisher withoup explicit
instructionse

¥reiSulzberger then admitted that so far as the American Council was

concerned, his own convictions were responsible for the large attention accorded
the episode,

Feeling that I might have an opportunity to make the Zionist case, I
then turned the conversation to the need for a Home Land in Palestine, pointing
out the necessity of mass Jewish emigration from Europe. To this Mr. Sulgherger
rejoined that a democratic victory should obviate such 2@ necessity and that the
Zionist propaganda was sncomraging anti~Semites in Burope to exert pressure on the
Jews. My response was that anti-Semites needed no encouragegent, I asked Mr.
Sulgberger whether he expected a Utopia in postwar Poland. Mr. Sulizgberger then
conceded the need for mass Jewish emigratione

When I asked him to what territory aside from Palestine - when I
pointed out that there would be no time to prepare lands to receive large numbers
of colonists, he replied that he was certain that some place could be found.

I pressed the point, asking for actual suggestions and indicating the
fallure to discover any suitable or available focus S86r Jewish migration. His
answer was that he was not equipped to answer that question. He did refer in /
passing to the Bastern slopes of the Andes.

I then raised the point of the closed immigration policy of Latin-imerican
comntries and of the vigorous anti~Semitism which they already exhibited. His re-
Joinder was that Palsstine itself could not accomodate a sufficient number of Jews
to influence the probleme

I then adduced evidences to the contrary including those of Lowdermilk,

At about this point the discussion was obviously futiles It had been
conducted in a studiously courtei"fy”nanner on both sides but it was apparent that
little could be accomplished by pursuing it further. In any case, Mr. Sulkgberger
was informed by his secretary of the presence of another visitor at which poiant I
rose immediately to take my leave. As we parted he said something to the effect
that =- this has been very interestinge I want to thank you for it and for
being so kind as to pay me thisyvisite Neither of us, I suppose, has convinced
the other but then we propably didn't expect to. I just wanted you to know that
I don't war horns =es To which my reply was that I had never suspected that he
did but that I had not been freed of my opimnion that he hinself was hostile to
Zionigm and that the Times had been unfair to it.

I have no conclusions about thisginterview except kkx to say that Mre
Sulgberger by the very fact of it has revealed his sensitivity to Jewish criticiem,
It is possible but by no means certain that the Times my be fairer in the future.

For the rest, I am still persuaded that nothing is to be lost and mach 4/;/':
to be gained were Zionists in New York City to maike their disapproval vocal and /]

tangivle.



The Retr Jork Tinres
Times Fguare

ARTHUR HAYS SULZBERGER
PUBLISHER

November 2, 1943

Dear Rabbl Silver:

I presume that in the long history of Israsl
other leaders also permitted thelr fire to consume their judg-
ment and that they, too, misrepresented those who did not see
eye to eye with them,

I have read your recent attack upon me and The New York
Times in the columns of that paper -- that 1s where one does
read Zlionist as well as other news -- and I am prompted to
write you because I think you should have certaln facts, all
of which easily could have been obtalned had the religious
spirit of the Rabbl not been dominated by political consider-
ations. But, since you won't seek the truth, I send it to
you.

Up to twelve months ago I was not an anti-Zionist. I
have never approved of the conception of Jewish statehood,
but I have classed myself solely as a non-Zionist, and made
this distinction because I could not bring myself affirma-
tively to deny to any group, no matter what its common de-
nominator, the right to seek a country of its own. And then
last November I made a speech in Baltimore, in which I urged
upon my fellow countrymen who were not of Jewilsh falth the
need of exercising care before lencing their names to the
cause of a Jewlish Army or extreme Zlionist positions. I am
enclosing a copy of that speech, which I read. I did not
Interpolates I urged this course because I knew that we were
about to 'land in Africa and fight in a Moslem country (we did
so a week after) and the lives of my countrymen and the csause
of the United Nations were my sole concerne

You probably will not agree that agitation for a Jewlsh
Army or a Jewlsh state makes trouble in Arab lands. That is
your privilege. All I ask is the right to speak my mind
wlthout having a Zionist barrage of misrepresentation directed
agalnst me, for that is what happened; and, interestingly
enough, the result was my conversion from a non to an anti-
Zionlsts. I belleve that 1t would be fundamentally bad judg-
ment to entrust the responsibility of statehood to any group
which so willfully perverts and distorts facts =- a group

~ which seeks to destroy the character of individuals s swho —
differ with 1t, or the reputation of newspapers which report
that which the group would rather have suppressed, I am
opposed to Goebbels' tactlcs whether or not they are confined
to Nazl Germany.

s
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You are inaccurate when you assoclate me with the American
Jewish Committeeos I have never been a member of 1t, nor have I
any influence upon its policies, If I had, the Committee would
never have sent delegates to the American Jewish Conferencs,
for 1t was obvious to me from the beginning that the Conference
was a Zionlst maneuver - and I have no lack of respect for your
political astuteness. Believing, as I do, that Judaism is a
falth and a faith only, it was with real regret that I ten-
dered my reslgnation as a member of the Executive Committee of
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations when they, too,
agreed to send delegates to a strictly Jewish meetlng gathered
together for other than religlous purposes,

You don't know - and you couldn't have known without ask=-
Iing me - that I was originally assoclated with the American
Councll for Judaisme I helped prepare its statement and am
entirely in sympathy with it. On the other hand, when they
determined to release the statement during the period of the
Conference I withdrew my support. I did thls because I felt
that the news at that tlme belonged to the Conferencs.

I suppose you find i1t difficult to comprehend that I am
concerned with equiby for Zionists as well as for others, or
that The Times values 1ts warranted reputation for objective
reporting too much to stoop to your methods. But then I'm
not a religious leader - merely a working newspaper man who
takes pride 1n his own and his journal's integrity.

Faithfully yours,
W(‘T\wfb

Reve Dr. Abba Hillel Silver
The Temple

E. 105th St. and Ansel Road
Clevelahd, Ohio

Enclosure
L

P.Se. I am sending coples of this letter to several people
and do not regard it as private.



ARTHUR HAYS SULZBERGER,
President and Publisher of New York
Times, to the Brotherhood of the Madison
Avenue Temple, Baltimore, Md., Nov. 5,

1942, 8:30 P.M,, E. W. T.:

Just a little more than fifteen years ago I had a long
distance telephone conversation with a man named
Harry Knight, who was head of the Aero Club of St.
Louis. In that capacity, he was authorized to sell the
story of an unknown young man who proposed to fly
the Atlantic Ocean. THE NEw YoOrRK TIMES, through
me, bought the story after making suitable provisions
that if the flier didn’t get more than fifty miles off
shore, the initial payment was to be returned. Mr.
Knight never had to send back the check—the balance
of the money and a lot more was duly paid over to
him. The flier was Charles Lindbergh, and this was
the epochal flight that opened the way to trans-Atlan-
tic airplane travel.

Just fifteen years after that event I stepped into a
plane and flew to England. It was almost a routine
matter. Fifteen years seems a pretty short time in
which to accomplish that change, yet it is that devel-
opment that makes this the global war it is.

I stayed in England during August and part of Sep-
tember. I didn’t discover anything particularly new.
The British censorship is too liberal and the Ameri-
can reporters are too good for one itinerant publisher
to come home with any great new fundamental truths.
In fact, it's somewhat embarrassing to go off into the
blue only to return with a lot of stories that appeared
in THE TIMES several weeks before.

Nevertheless, 'm glad I made the trip. There’s a
limit to the power of the written word; there are some
things the imagination will not take in; and while, as
I say, I didn’t bring back any new conception of great
things, I did receive a new personal appreciation of

[1]
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the small things that make up the life of a people liv-
ing under siege.

Let me illustrate what I mean. I knew when I went
over there, just as you do, that the British people
were working between 52 and 56 hours every week as
contrasted with the 42-43 hour average with which
we hope to meet the greatest challenge of our history.
I also knew that the arrival of our troops and the
movement of war munitions and food to supply those
troops had placed a burden on the transportation sys-
tem of the country. But it wasn’t until I got there
that I realized the connection between these two facts.
It isn’t only that 22 million of the 33 million adults in
Great Britain (that is to say two out of every three
people between the ages of 14 and 65) are working
nine or ten hours a day, but also that, ax you soon
see when you arrive, they are spending twice or three
times as much time getting to and from work as they
did in normal times. There are 250 more trains a day
devoted entirely to war transport right now in Brit-
ain than there were a year ago. The big Green Line
buses, which supplemented the railroad system, were
all taken off and put to carrying troops and munitions
when I was there. The fast trains going out from Lon-
don to the suburbs have given way to locals and these
suburban trains were all overcrowded, with about
half the people standing in the corridors. In the same
way, the long distance trains are usually jammed to
the doors. To get a sleeper berth on the long journeys
you have to have a government priority; and there
are now, I think, only a few trains in the country that
are allowed the privilege of a dining car.

You can, of course, see the countless ramifications
of these transportation difficulties. The business of
keeping oneself and one’s family alive is one thing;
the business of living, of getting to work, and of work-
ing, and getting home again; of getting food and
clothing; of running a house without help on restricted
supplies of consumer goods is something else again.
As one official said when I was there: ‘“The business
of keeping alive is not so difficult. There’s very little
you can do about that. It’s the ordinary business of
living, of doing the ordinary, necessary things of life
that is so difficult.”

You appreciate the British war effort more when
you see these things. When you travel, as I did, from
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the north of Scotland down to Dover; when you see
for yourself how small it all is, and then, looking at
the map, realize how far spread is its influence, you
wonder at it all. And don’t forget the way we have
profited here by the spread of that influence, for if
Britain has ruled the waves—and she had to in defense
of her life lines—it has meant that a friend was de-
fending our shipping lanes as well. And we know as
soon as we stop to think that the man power of this
tiny nation—that which does not lie in the fields of
Flanders, the known and unknown soldiers of the first
World War—is spread all over the globe in this second
war to defend—call it “British imperialism,” if you
will, but recognize it also as a system under which en-
lightenment has been brought to some of the hereto-
fore dark corners of the earth. As I said, you appreci-
ate the British when you see them face to face.

It is also true, I think, that you never really appre-
ciate their humor until you see the way they take these
inconveniences that I have referred to. So many
changes have taken place in the transport field, for
example, that the London Transport Company, which
runs the subways and buses in the Thames Valley, is
constantly putting up new regulations for their passen-
gers. In typical British fashion, they have done this
through a series of posters showing a now-famous
British cartoon character called “Billy Brown of Lon-
don Town,” who always gives his instructions in verse.
My introduction to Billy Brown was on a poster in
which he was shown tapping a fellow passenger on the
shoulder and telling him not to remove the shatter-
proof plaster which had been placed over the windows
of the bus. The caption under the picture read:

“TI hope you’ll pardon my correction
That stuff is there for your protection.”

Evidently annoyed by this admonition, some cock-

ney had written a second verse, which read:
“Thank you for your recitation,
But I can’t see the ruddy station.”

On another poster Billy Brown was demonstrating
to a passenger how to give the correct signal to an
approaching bus. The official verse this time read:

“Face the driver, raise your hand,
You will find he’ll understand.”

Under this, somebody else, who had seen too many

crowded buses go by, had written:

[3] .
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“Yes, he’ll understand, the cuss,
But will he stop the ruddy bus?”

These transportation restrictions in Britain, of
course, are not unique. They are symbols of the ac-
cepted British principle that war must be the only
business of the nation and that all men must do what-
ever needs to be done to achieve victory. In the five
weeks I was in Britain, the British Government made
several statements and issued a few orders that may
give you an idea of how broad and deep are the restric-
tions on normal living. I made some notes of these;
they are by no means all the orders issued by the gov-
ernment during this period, but they may illustrate
that at the start of their fourth year of war the British
are pulling their belts pretty tight.

1. First, there are some striking figures issued by
Sir Kingsley Wood, the Chancellor of the Exchequer,
on how much money the people of Britain are now
making. The weight of taxation is now such that if the
Exchequer were to take away every penny of income
from those people making $8,000 or more a year, the
government would raise only $120,000,000 a year, less
than the cost of two capital ships. Since 1938, the num-
ber of people in Britain with net incomes between $4,-
000 and $8,000 a year dropped from 155,000 to 105,-
000; the number with net incomes of from $8,000 to
$16,000 dropped from 56,000 to 30,750; the number
making between $16,000 and $24,000 from 12,000 to
1,170; and those with a net income of $24,000 or over
had fallen in four years from 7,000 to only 80. In
other words, 85% of the total net purchasing power of
the nation now rests with those people making under
$2,000 a year. We are moving in the same direction,
but we're a long way from that here as yet. Certainly
these figures are worth remembering when you hear
that worn legend about the British aristocracy fighting
merely to retain its privileges.

2. The second item is a War Office announcement
to the effect that no coal, coke, electricity or gas could
be used for heating British Army establishments in the
Eastern command on Wednesdays and Sundays.

3. This was followed a few days later by an order
that no central heating whatever could be used, ex-
cept in such places as hospitals, during the entire
month of October. And we think it a hardship or an
imposition to convert from oil to coal! And the Eng-



lish October is very different from ours, as you know.

4. On top of that, due to coal shortage, the people
were asked to restrict their baths to one a week and
to use no more than five inches of water in the bath
tub. This announcement, incidentally, was followed by
a statement that Queen Elizabeth had ordered a five-
inch Plimsoll line painted on all bathtubs in the royal
establishments; and the Lord Mayor of London, who
celebrated his seventieth birthday while I was in Brit-
ain, confided to the people that he was not only re-
stricting his bath to five inches of water, but was tak-
ing his weekly dip in cold water. Since there’s no
shortage of cold water, I can only assume that this
particular gentleman was still a boy at heart.

5. At the same time, the government called on farm-
ers of the country to speed up their planting for next
season by doing at least part of their plowing by night
and, I suppose, just to make sure that there should not
be too much relief from these restrictions, a further
announcement was made that no cereals whatever
would henceforth be made available for the manufac-
ture of grain or malt whiskey.

In this country, as I have indicated, we are also be-
ginning to come into the period of consumer shortages
and simpler living, but the British have been going
through progressive stages of austerity ever since the
collapse of France and, by the time I got there, they
were running out of things to restrict.

You have only to see the effect of these self-denying
ordinances to realize that there are few places in the
world where there has been more change during the
Twentieth Century than in Great Britain. The taxa-
tion figures and the pressing shortage of man and
woman power alone.have, at least for the time being,
wiped away most of what we knew as the middle class
in Britain. The intelligent government official or busi-
nessman who several years ago lived in Surrey and
drove his car to the station and, perhaps, with consid-
erable sacrifice, sent his children to one of Britain's
good “public schools” has already made drastic
changes in his mode of life. His one servant, unless
she is very old, and his children’s nurse are in fac-
tories making shells, or in the land army, or in the
women’s army driving trucks, or even staffing anti-
aircraft batteries. His wife is looking after the family
and cleaning the house herself in addition to her own

[5]



[6]
wartime duties such as fire-watching or Red Cross
work ; and their children, if they are young, are prob-
ably going to the nearest council school, where they do
not have to pay any ‘“public school” fees.

I didn’t hear any one complaining about any of the
orders I have read you, or about any of the inevitable
results of these orders, for as nearly as possible the
hardships of war fall equally upon all. But in spite of
what seemed to me a sincere attempt on the part of
the British Government to spread the sacrifices evenly,
there is a limit to what Mr. Churchill can do about
where the Nazi bombs and shells are going to fall.
Nothing is more obvious to a visitor to Britain than
the terrible element of chance, the sort of wild plan-
lessness to the destruction within the island. Bombs
fall on Oxford Street. They flatten John Lewis’ De-
partment store. What is more, they even turn the cor-
ner and wipe out his annex down a side street. But
up the street is Marks and Spencer’s, and Selfridges,
and neither of them is more than scratched. A grocer
in Folkestone loses most of his customers when the
area is evacuated; his life’s investment is wiped out
and his customers go somewhere on the West Coast,
where some other grocer, no more worthy, no better
Englishman than the first, does a land-office business.
All this is what the British call “very untidy.” We
would say it “didn’t make sense.” Certainly it is not
just. And yet, as I say, I didn’t hear any major com-
plaints.

This may be what distresses me when I come home
and hear a lot of complaining about the British. We
Americans are not patient. We are a plunging, critical
people. I like that. I don’t want to change it. I think
that in the long run our tremendous energy, of which
this impatience is a part, will bring us victory. But
we have certain rules to observe. In tennis, there is
one kind of play for singles and another for doubles.
This is not a singles war. It is a coalition war. Brit-
ain, among others, is our partner. We are drawing a
great semicircle around the Continent of Europe and
that ring will eventually strangle the German power.
It starts at Iceland, runs through the United King-
dom, goes on through Sierra Leone, which is British,
through Egypt, which is controlled by Britain, and so
on to Syria, which was conquered by Britain. We can-
not knock out the German power without these bases



or without Great Britain's help any more than we can
regain the Philippines or knock out Japan without
bases in India, and Australia, and Burma, also part of
the British lands. These are hard facts and any prag-
matic view of the war, even any selfishly national view
of the war, demands that we stand and examine them.

I am not uncritical of the British. I think many of
you know that THE NEw YoOrRK TiMES has had occa-
sion in recent years to oppose Great Britain's foreign
policy. It is very probable that the historians of the
future will hold that Great Britain did not live up to
her responsibilities in the tragic era between the two
great twentieth century wars. But unless those same
historians also condemn our isolationist policy—our
unwillingness to join the League of Nations and really
try collective security—their work will be without per-
spective. It is very probable that these same historians
will condemn Britain’s diplomacy and her military
policy in the second and third decades of this century.
But there is no one who can contend with any shadow
of justice that Great Britain in September, 1939, failed
to keep the faith, or has failed the world since June
of 1940. It is true that there were defeats at Singapore
and Tobruk as before them there were defeats in Nor-
way, the Low Countries, and France (and I trust that
the memory of Pearl Harbor and Bataan makes it eas-
ier for us to understand those defeats), but, neverthe-
less, the over-all record of Great Britain in this war is
one of the great achievements in military and spiritual
history.

Admit that many Britons were wrong in their an-
alysis of the Axis menace—as many of us were wrong
—and that many of them were wrong in their prepara-
tions to meet that menace—as again many of us were
wrong—concede that Britain paid the penalty for that
policy at Dunkerque—as we paid the penalty for our
complacency at Pearl Harbor—recognize all this, and
the British achievement since June, 1940, is no less; it
becomes even greater.

In the fighting off Norway and Dunkerque the Brit-
ish lost 47 warships, and half of their entire destroyer
fleet was laid up for repairs. At Dunkerque they lost
most of their equipment, including 2,400 guns, 700
tanks, over 50,000 military vehicles, and a tremendous
quantity of base stocks such as clothing, ammunition
and small arms. When the tattered army got home and
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re-formed, there were less than twenty divisions left,
of which only two of these had full equipment, to face
the 200 German divisions across the channel. They
had, in all, some 200 light tanks, armed only with ma-
chine guns, some 50 infantry tanks, and fewer than
200 field guns to defend the Western World.

Nor was the situation any better in that other vital
theatre—the Mediterranean basin. On June 11, 1940,
the strength of the RAF in Egypt and Palestine was
40 Gladiator fighters, 70 Blenheim bombers, 24 bomb-
er-transport Bombays and Valentias, 24 Army co-
operation Lysanders, 10 Sunderland flying boats and
a reserve of 100 per cent in Gladiators, Blenheims and
Lysanders. To face the Italians, who had over 200
modern bombers and 200 modern fighters plus the abil-
ity to bring more immediately from Italy, there was
not a single Hurricane or Spitfire in the region.

Similarly, in the Sudan, Kenya and Aden the RAF
had some 150 aircraft of various types. In the Island
of Malta, which has proved the keystone of the whole
supply route across the Mediterranean, the British
did not have a single plane ready when Italy entered
the war. Her total air strength there consisted of four
Gladiator fighters which were still in their packing
cases.

Given the military situation as it was in the Sum-
mer of 1940, the remarkable fact is not, as some peo-
ple would have you believe, that the British have done
so badly in the past two years but that they have done
so well. Look at the position today, grim as it is, and
compare it with the position of July, 1940. Is there a
General in the country or a board of strategy, profes-
sional or amateur, anywhere in the world that in July,
1940, would have predicted a successful defense of
Britain, Malta, the Near East and the Middle East?
Would anybody have believed that a handful of Royal
Air Force pilots and an inadequate anti-aircraft force
could have brought down 3,200 German aircraft be-
tween August of 1940 and April, 1941, and beat back
the greatest aerial assault of history ? Who would have
thought it possible for the remnants of the British
army, 11,000 miles and three months from their main
base of supplies, to destroy most of the Italian African
Empire defended by an army which could be supplied
in three weeks?

We forget that our ships would have difficulty get-



ting to Suez today if the British had not mopped up
or scattered an Italian force of 300,000 men in Abys-
sinia in 1940. We forget that in the first Libyan cam-
paign the British put out of action an Axis army of
250,000 men, and in the second campaign accounted
for another 61,000 casualties. We remember Tobruk,
or what we believe to be the story of Tobruk, but we
tend to forget El Alamein. We remember Singapore,
but we tend to forget not only that Britain has held
the great bases from which we shall launch a victori-
ous offensive, but also that her navy of 600 vessels has
kept the sea lanes open and besides has sunk, damaged
or captured between six and seven million tons of Ger-
man and Italian merchant shipping since the start of
the war.

Why go on? The resounding fact is that Britain
fought on when she stood alone, armed with little more
than her courage. I plead with you to bear that fact
in mind. I beg of you to make yourselves—each one of
you individually—a kind of counter propaganda bu-
reau. For every story of British inefficiency, tell one
of British valor; for every criticism, recall the words
of Britain’s song, “Britons never, never, never shall
be slaves,” and emphasize how, during the blitz, Brit-
ain proved those words to be not merely a rhyme but a
creed.

And thank God for it! For it is Britain and this
country who, because of their common language, their
common heritage of custom, their common sense of
law and the dignity of man—it is these two who must
in large measure work together to make the peace.
And that peace will be meaningless, as I see it, unless
there is injected into it that Anglo-Saxon sense of free-
dom—unless it is spread to all corners of the earth with
an American love of fair play and willingness to tread
new paths. The fewer the problems between Britain
and the United States the easier it will be for us to
present a united front when the time comes to make
the peace.

I have emphasized the British accomplishments in
the Mediterranean basin, for it is clear that that
theatre of the war is attaining more and more im-
portance. I underline that fact because now, as never
before, anything we do or say that affects affairs in
that part of the world should be carefully measured.
Only this week there has been celebrated the 25th
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anniversary of the Balfour Declaration, which has
meant so much to the Zionists and Jews of the world.
I wish I had the ability to set that problem straight
and teach my fellow-Americans who are not Jews that
it would be wise to examine all the facts in that com-
plicated situation before lending their names to the
extreme Zionist cause, or the demand for a Jewish
army. I fear that most of them act without thinking,
knowing only that Jews have been treated so inhu-
manely in many places that they, as decent Christians,
are eager to do whatever they can to mitigate those
horrors. And so they gladly subscribe to extreme
Zionist doctrine in the belief that they represent the
desires of all who are Jews.

Of course, they are wrong, and by being wrong
they help to create problems in the Moslem world
| which merely add to the difficulties of the United
Nations.

Presumably the British Government has decided
that, all other things considered, it will not help win
the war to meet the demand for a separate Jewish
army. Furthermore, the United States Government
has evidently not felt it either wise or expedient to
intervene with the British Government in this matter.
It seems to me, therefore, that since those decisions
have been made—and I think made with a conviction
that will not be changed, at least during this war—it
serves no useful purpose to continue, at this time, a
campaign which not only embarrasses the United Na-
tions, but can be distorted by the Axis in the Arab
world. ;

I say this regardless of the military considera-
tions—and they are exceedingly important. To set
up such a force is a formidable task, involving a long
period of training, the provision of officers and, most
of all, equipment. At this moment, when there is
under way a battle that is likely to decide surely the
fate of the Mediterranean and probably the future
course of the war, this kind of diversion is unthinkable.

It is unfortunate indeed that those of us who be-
lieve that Jews are a religious body only—those of
us who are unwilling to accept the Nazi connotation
that we are a racial group apart—it is unfortunate
that we should find it so difficult to put our views
before the world. Possibly it arises from the fact that
one can shout from the housetops one’s demand for



a homeland but that, unlike the Muezzin, the Moslem
crier of the hour of prayer, we who view Judaism as
a religion whisper our faith and seek no converts.

I would not have you think that I am unaware of
the need of refuge for many peoples, including Jews,
after this war is over. I know, too, that many Jews
will seek the Holy Land. But let us keep it a Holy
Land. Let us make sure that we do not transform it
into merely another nation—jealous of its own na-
tional rights—heedless of those who for the past two
thousand years have lived within its borders.

It would seem to me that this could be done if, when
the time comes, there is created a great State out of
several of the countries in that section of the world.
I would make it sufficiently large so that the Arabs
would welcome its might and never have cause to fear
that the Jews who move there would upset the nu-
merical balance of power. And into this enlarged
State I would welcome all who wish to come, and the
Arabs would join in such welcome secure in the knowl- "
edge that they would not be outnumbered. Such a
plan would provide the refuge we all seek to establish.
It would, however, deny Jewish statehood; but, in a
world already plagued by too many nations, is that
not right? NeTe

Out of my own observations in Palestine and, more
importantly, out of the reports I have had from those
who have lived many years in the country, I am con-
vinced that the Jew and the Arab can live side by
side in peace and work out a common destiny in a
commonwealth. If there is antagonism now it is
largely the crop sowed by the extremists and the pro- !
fessional agitators on the two sides. :

I submit that such a plan as I have suggested would
appease the Arab world. I hasten to use the word
“appease’” myself to describe my thought before it is
hurled back at me. I submit that the Arabs of the
Near East have rights and if recognition of their
rights wins them to the side of the United Nations,
wins peace between Jew and Arab, and yet brings
down on my head the epithet “appeaser,” I shall con-
tinue to think mine is the right course, and I shall do
all in my power to promote it. If I in any small way
can help to provide a peaceful refuge for those in-
finitely persecuted people of Europe instead of again
injecting them into strife, I shall be happy. If I, as
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a Jew, can help to impress the world that what Jews
want far more than a home of their own is the right
to call any place home, that the migration of Jews
after the war will be but a part of the vast migration
of many peoples seeking peace and opportunity, that
in finding new homes justice must be done those who
already dwell where the newcomer would live—if I
can do those things, then I believe I shall have been
faithful to the tradition of justice which is my heri-
tage as an American of Jewish faith.

Let me make two closing points. Many of our in-
ternal conflicts today arise from the fact that some
people believe that, even now, there is some magical
way out of our difficulties. But there isn’t. In time
of war we seldom have a choice between a hard course
and an easy course, or between a safe course and a
dangerous one. Almost always now we are faced with
two difficult paths and, more than that, mortally dan-
gerous paths. If we bear that in mind it will greatly
help our judgment of our allies and of ourselves.

Finally, it seems to me that we must all recognize
our own personal responsibility in the problems of the
world and refuse to seek scapegoats for our own short-
comings. We cannot boost our own prestige by tearing
down Britain’s. Nor can we serve any useful purpose,
as Herbert Morrison pointed out this week, by con-
fusing the Britain of 1942 with the Britain of 1776
or even of 1938. None of us is without responsibility
either for what has happened in the past years or for
what will happen in the next few years. In speaking
of our own government or our allies, we sometimes
complain that their war aims and peace aims are
wrong or inadequate. But it is not fair to leave the
business of peace aims and war aims to governments.
Not only is it not fair; it is downright dangerous.
The Government of the United States made a mag-
nificent statement of its war and peace aims in the
first World War, but those ideals were repudiated by
the people or by their representatives. That is one
of the great, one of the tragic, facts of this century.
Let us make certain to avoid that particular error a
second time. Let us set our aims high and stick to
them. I appeal to each of ydu to do what he can to
make certain that we fight as a team—and that in
peace, as well as in war, we shall stay united.

l}
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Dr. Abba Hillel Silver Date November 4, 1943

From Mr. I. L. Kenen

Rabbi Feuer has asked me for a memorandum for your use on the New York
Times and its attitude toward the Zionist position,

Our complaint against the Times, in general, is not so much its failure
to report matters of Zionist interest but rather its emphasis and attitude. In
the short period since I have been with the Buergeicy Council, I have come across
7 \a number of instances in which the Times has transformed itself into a trans=-
ission belt for anti-Zionist propaganda. While the Times makes a pretense about
objectivity and fairness and frequently leans over backwards to carry all the news,
it does go out of its way to focus attention on the anti-Zionist viewpoint.

1, ZLast May and June, the Times carried a series of articles from Qyrus
L. Sulzberger, calling on the American govermment to determine upon a policy in
iddle East and particularly with regard to Palestine, The complaint was re-
peatedly made in these articles that the Office of War Information experienced
diffieulties owing to the lack of instructions. Typical of this is the article
enclosed dated May 5th from Cairo. (See envelope #1) The purpose of these articles
Q s to press for a crystallization of American policy at this stage when it could
nly be in the interests of the Arabs. Mr. Sulzberger was not functioning as a re-
porter but as a commentator seeking to affect policy and that in _g;a_w__zio\zﬁ.i{.‘
senge. It was quite apparent that Mr. Sulzberger was working for the joint state-
@ ment, and in the Times of August 22nd he reports finally with ill-concealed dis-
appointment that the goveriments BAd refused to issue such a statement (see en-
velope #1).

2. The series of stories which began on JulE 30th and were carried through

?3 to August 3rd were obviously an effort to create doubts about the validity of the
Zionist position, (see envelope #1). The writer marshalled arguments pro and con
from Palestine leaving uninformed readers with the impression that the problem of
PM& The reaction of the average reader, upon reading these
stories, would have been "a plague on both your houses." It was quite evident in
these stories,that the Times was lending itself to propaganda for some kind of de-

¥, claration on the part of the two governments., It played into the hands of the
alestine Administration which is now seeking to perpetuate the White Paper policy
and would have America and England believe that Palestine is in a state of tension

Q) nd that no changes can be made without endange g the security o e ed

ati in the N . In response tg sse articles, we issued a statement
which was printed in part in the Times ©
the statement which we issued at that time.

Note: WE HAVE NO QUARREL WITH THE TIMES' TREATMENT ON OUR STATEMENT,
HAD I BEEN ON THE CITY DESK OF THE TIMES I WOULD EAVE CARRIED IT MUCE
THE SAME WAY, I WOULD LIKE TO EMPHASIZE THIS BECAUSE I WROTE MR. JAMES,
MANAGING EDITOR OF THE TIMES, ACKNOWLEDGING HIS COURTESY, AND I.DO NOT
WANT US TO QUARREL WITH THE TIMES ON THIS ISSUE.

3. The next evidence of anti-Zionist bias on the part of the Times appear-
\SK ed in its reports of the arms trials in Jerusalem (see envelope #3). The Times
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devoted a tremendous amount of space to the rontine trial of two soldiers and weni

to great lengths %o present the anti-Jewish and antl=s10niS the British
major who tr 5 an enti-Zionist propaganda pusscia. Many news-
papers in the country carried stories on the trials, (the United Press sent stories

_ ~_out),but no p%er in the country saw fit to print so much about ; the trials and no
&WMM arguments about the trials which _

w purpose than to further propaganda interesis.

N

S ——— T —————r—

Having smeared the Jewish Agency in its story on Angust 15th the Times
carried a story (see envelope #B8) in which prominence Was given to the Jewish answer
to the indictment of the Palestine government against the Jewish Agency and this was
a fair and complete story. But after having done this on Angust 18th, (see envelope #3)
. the Times carried another story which had no justification as a news story at all, and
in this article the Times correspondeut ® a rather ODVIOUE elior o de
~Thus at the end of the story, x%:g-m. %the Times Correspondent,
fekes issue with Ben-Gurion's charge that the Br ;ish officer was guilty of the low-
esmmi‘tfﬁ;’”mhﬁﬁé;36??661:33&&11; writes: Wiany find 1t bard no®
to-coneTder such a description exaggerated, especially when the Nazi excesses in Ber-
1in and Warsaw are borne in mind." In the next and final paragraph of the story, the
Times correspondent goes on to declare that the charge is not well taken because the

judge offered his cushion to one of the defendants.

v

Constantly in the Times stories the statement is made that Zionists are more
L}xtranist than they nsed to be. The word "extremist® has an ugly connotation. Thus,

e Mgus th story Mr., Sedgwick says: 'ugv’_@onist elements tend to adopt
more extremist views than ever before." (See envelope $). '

e T R

In the Times of Angust 23rd, there is another story by MNr. Sedgwick (see
~\ envelope #3) in which he niREs the fentastic statement that the Zionists are veering
further from the conception of a national home to the formation of a Jewish State.
4. The Times coversge of the American Jewish Conference (see envelope #4) was
very complete. It was oy responsiblility to feed the releases %o the daily news-
papers and I watched the Times stories. While these did present lengthy accounis
@f the Conference day by day,.an examination of them discloses that a cqnsiderable
effort was made by the Times %o WMBM is &
newspaper man, it was my feeling that on the first day Or. Wise's speech was the
#1ead" of the Conference story; that Mr. Monsky's statement was second, and that
Judge Proskaver's speech ran third. I so arranged the release %o the papers. I do
not expect newspapers to take our releases as We give them to them. But it is in-
teresting to note that the Herald-Tribune (see envelope #) concurred in my Jjudg-
~ _ment and led with Dr. Wise. So did the other papers. The Times, however, gave &
@193 to Judge Prcm;g,‘»ggmb and dismissed Ir. Wice's keynote address with an
0 agraph at the bottom of the story. This was evidently @ot objective y
ince Proskauer's speech was a rather dull stetement. I am enclosing
pone story and the Times story so that you may compare them.

On succeeding days, the Times reports were good. journalism, in the main.

But on the day that the Palestine resolution was adopted, the Times saw fit %o

Judge Pro 1g gtatement in (See envelope #4) Of course, this was
the Times privilege but no othm&wwm and
certainly when a resolution is adopted with only 4 dissenting votes and 19 not vot-
ing, it is highly unusual for a paper to carry a complete statement of one of the
four dissenters. This was most certainly an exaggeration of MNr. Proskauer's re-
marks and it was a viclation of all newspaper standards.
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for Judaism which released its attack on the Conference during the week the Confer-
ence was in session. The Times might assume that it was justified in printing this
statement in full (see envelope #4) because of the interest created on the gquestion
by the Americen Jewish Conference and because it was devoting so much space to the

Conference. But no other paper thought that the Council's statement was worth that
space. 5

e

O 5. I think that the Times exaggerated the importance of the American Council

And I call your attention to the fact that the Times completely ignored
, 5 the release which we gave out in the name of the American ZIonist Bmergency neil

et

eriticizing the position of the American m(lommii.tse. The Times excuse for
this might be that your statement made at the Hadassah Convention along the same
lines and in much more emphatic language was all that it needed to print, The Times
could argue this but could not then justify the tremendous spread it gave the Amer-
ican Council for Judaism during the sessions of the Conference,

g . Finally, in its "Review of the Week" published on Sun tember Sth

\ (see envelope #), the Times conveyed an errcnecus impression when it said that
speakers advocated the recamstitution of a Jewish Commonwealth, but neglected to re-
port that the Conference almost unanimously acted in favor of it. Continuing, the
Times dismissed the American Jewish Conference with 40 words and then gave 82 words
to the position of the American Council for Judaism. Again a distortion in view of
the important character of the Conference and the insignificance of the Council,

T A8 e st gy A S,

6. The Times gave us no advance stories on our Balfour Day celebration in
New York for which I am not criticizing it too severely,since newspapers with ad=-
vertising restricted beceuse of lack of paper don't like to allot space for free
> advertising for coming events, But I did feel that the Times dismissed the Carnegie
-\/ Eall meeting with an offhand story and I am sending you clippings from the New York
\ Times and the New York Herald-Tribune (see envelope #6), to show the contrast.

7. I do not have the original New York Times editorial attacking the Jewish
, but I do have a letter which Dr, Wise submitted in behalf of the Emergency
Q\; {ttes to the Times on January 26, 1942. (See envelope #7.)
Finally, may I please urge you to return all clippings since there are fre-
quent demands for these and in many instances we have only one copy.

ILK:BP
Encls,



Hovember 9, 1943

Er. Arthur Hays Sulsberger
Publisher, The Times

Times Square

New York, N.Y,

My dear ¥r, Sul:hcrscrs

I would not reply to your intemperste letter of Hovember 2 but
for the fact thet you broadcast it. This compels me tc reply 1ln order
to correct certain false impressions which your letter might creste. I
trust that you will send coples of my letter to the mhtethuyoum

coples of yours,.

1) I did not state in my address fhﬂp the m Convention

| 1mxmmwmmmtmwd
the withdrawal of the Gounittes fr Aperican Jewish Conference.
traced the attitude of the Mm Jewish Committee since the 1sm- of
the Balfour Boehraﬁq showed that under the statasmanlike lesader-
ship of men of tie typnot mawnmm Cyrus adler,
it had been posaible to achieve fri.omnw eolhbemtiou which culwinated, in
1929, in the enlarged Jewish Agency whem Zionists and non-Zionists together,
and on the basls of equslity, assumed responsibility and authority in the
upbuilding of Palestine. This sction, I stressed, was predicated upon the
scceptanee b all of the Balfour Declaration and the Mandste which
the historic co:nection of the Jewish people with Pslestine and their right
to establish their nstionsl home there, I read at length the resolution
which was unanimously sdopted a2t Zurich on August 15, 1929, by the Coaneil
of the enlarged Jewish AJW in which it "rejoiges that sll Isrsel is
united for the upbuilding of the Jewish Naticnal Home in Palestise znd
calls upon every Jew thr ughout the world to rally to the sscred cause®,
The resolution expressed "its ‘eppfecistion to Crest Briuh for the issusnce
of the Balfour Declaration®, and confidently hoped ‘“thut ‘the Eandatory will
cooperate with the enlarged igency im fully mn:iag the greut aim set
by the Duhuuen and the landau.

i,‘
£iv

I then stated that there has been a sharp departure from the historie
line of the Americen Jewish Committee in recent months, a defimite break with
the pust, and thut a nes leadership hus taken hold of that organisation shich
represents not the earlier attisude of mon-Zicnists, but that of anti-Zionist
bitter-enders in our country. Among tiese I mentioned Leswing Rosenwald, the
chairman of the American Council for Juduism, Judge Proskauer, present head
of the American Jewish Committee, and yourseélf, im your capecity as presideat
and publisher of the "New York Times", I regret the fact thet by bracketing
your name with the other two who are msmbers of the Aserican Jewish Commit tee
an impre:sion was conveyed that you, too, belonged to it.

N
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But wherein have you been wronged by such an uninteantional identification?
hnd why do you feel that I and other Zionists have "perverted and distorted® your
position? Surely you approve the action of the American Jewish Committee in withe
drawing from the Conference. You state in your letter that you would have urged
the American Jewish Comamittee, in the first place, not to send delegates to the
Conference because you were convinced that the Conference was a "Zionist maneuver®.
You say that you resigned from the Executive Board of the Union of American Hebrew
Congregations because that body did choose to send delegates to the Conference.
Wherein, then, has your positiom been misrepresented? And why do you act the part
of innocence azbused?

2) You complain that Zionists are out to destroy your character because
you differ from them., Actually you as an individual and your charseter do mot
interest the Ziomlsts, nor the Jews of America, at all. No reference was made
in my address %o you or to your character. I mentiomed you only in your capacity
as president and publisher of the "Times", and my strictures were not against
you persomally, but against the "Times". I made certain definite charges against
the "Times®, none of which you take the trouble to answer in jyour letter. I
will here enumerate them again 8o as not to permit you to shift the isaue on te
& plane where it does not belong.

8) The "New York Times™ has not reported Zionist news impartially and
objectively as befits a responsible uewspuper, Your antd-Zicnist bias has colored
its news and determined its aditorial policy. 1t is not & true statement of
fact nor, for that matter;, much of a tribute to the manner in which you arrive
&t fundamental conclusions, when you state that up to twelve months ago you were
a non-Zionist but that as & result of the "barrage of misrepresentations®
directed against you since your Baltimore speech in November 18942, you have
become an anti-Zionist. You heve & short memory, my dear Mr, Sulzberger. As
far back as January of that year, nearly ten months before your Baltimore
address, the "Times™ published that well known editorial on the "Zionist Army"
in which you attacked not only the movement to create & Jewish Army of Palestinian
and stateless Jews, which your editorial in & very uxfuir and jeundiced manner
called a "Zionist™ aruy, Just as on another occasion the "Times" coined the
phrase the "Zionist® instead of the Jewish Nautional Home, but the whole idea
of the Jewish Esutional Home. "The primsry reason for the creation of a separate
Zionist Army at this time would be of courss to establish a Zionist state as
one of the official way alms of the United Nations...But the wisdom of the
Zionist objective has been guestioned by many people including many who are
themselves of the Jewish faith; and much misunderstanding mey arise among people
of other faiths if this objective comes to be regarded us an expression of the
full hopes of Jews and of those who fight the wrongs done them. These hopes
can not be achieved by the creation of a Zionist (sicl) state. They can be
achieved only by the fulfillment of the Atlantie Charter, ete., ste,"

This editerial, you will recall, eroused great resentuent among the
Jews of America and cslled forth an official atatement of protest from the
Aperican Emergency Committee for Zionist Affairs, It is therefore not accurate
to state that the attacks made by Zionists on you, since your Baltimore address,
have cgonverted you from a non toc an anti-Zionist. You and your newspzper have
been anti-Zionist right along. In fast the "Times™ was fighting Ziomism back
in 1817, The sols editorial reaction of the "Times" to the issusnce of the

historic Balfour Declaration was an expressionm in its coluzmms on Bovember 24, 1017
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of a fear that the Zionist project might involve the possibility of a recurrence
of anti-Semitism, snd further that “multitudes of Orthodox Jews still cherish
ormtmnmwumuub-mdwtm coming of Elijah,
and among these there is either indifferenmce to the proposed establishment of
the Jewish state, or doubt as to the wisdom of the movement."... Under your
piloting in recent years the hostility of the "T'imes™ to the natbmal aspirations
of Israel in Palestine has been sharply intensified. You scem to have dowared
the "Times™ with & mission to fight Zionism, :

We Zioniste can not all match your own unimpeachadle integrity, but if
your anti-Zionist position has any intellectual consistemey at all, ve must assume
that even if all of us were like yourself, without blot or blemish, you and
your paper would still be gposed to the Jewish Nutional Home in Palestine because,
as you state in another part of your letter, you believe thet Judeiem is s faith,
and & faith only. It follows therefore that the Jewish people, or ue‘t., should
not seek any political or national solutions of its probleas. :

f

Your bitter reaction to eriticism suggests that you are laboring under
some strange delusion. You seem to think that attacks on Zionism end Zionists
such as are mede by the 4mericem Council for Judaism of wilch you are a member
and with whose program you say you are in complete sympathy, constitute & legitimate
~exercise of free speech, It is perfectly proper to brand Zionisa as inimical
to the welfaure of Jews evarywhere, and as responsible for keeping Jewish refugees
out of Pulestine, It is perfectly ;roper t0 brand Zionists as guilty of &
double allegisnce. But to attack thbse who meke such statements and to express
indignation st such brazen falsehoods is, to use your own elegant phrase, 'Gaobhoh'
tacties®, You would like immunity from critioiu while Andulging in eriticisa
yourself to your heart's content.

4 friend of yours in the Americsm Couneil for Judaism, Hr, Lessing
Rosenwald, recently took the same position which you take. He, too, is indignant
at criticism levelled agsinst him. Eecently he came to Cleveland for & meeting
of the Americam Council for Judaism, preceded by s flock of telegrams sent out
from Philadelphia to many people in Cleveland inviting them to attend., The
public press likewise carried the announcement of the meeting. The szeeting was
held and Mr, Rozenwald and his friends had their say. HNo one interfered with
their right to utter their views. But because the Cleveland Jowlsh Comunity
Couneil decided to utilisze the occasion to express its own views on the American
Council for Judaisam and to inform the commumity concerning the composition,
purpose and tactics of the Counmeil, Mr. fosenwald wad moved to address a
communication to the president of the Clevelsand Jewish Community Council, since
published by him, sharply eriticising that body for Yhaving forgotten the right
of free speech" and for putting itsell in opposition to "one of the busic tenets
of our Constitution,... i

Free speech must be responsible speech, and no man should expect lLumunity
from eriticism if his opinions and utterances on vital Jewish issues sare regarded
as false and misleading. Those who are too thin-skimned should not enter the
arena of public discussion and controversy or should not whimper when they are
hurt.

4) Again and again the "Pimes" has transformed itself into a tranamission
belt for anti-Zionist propaganda. It never misses .an opportunity to focus
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sttention on the Anti-Zionist viewpoint. Last ¥ay and June, the "Times"™ carrdied -
a series of articles by Cyrus L. Sulsberger., The evident purpose of these
dispatches from Cairo, Bughded and Ankara was to press for a erystallization of
Averican poliey in the iflddle East whem it could only be in the inmtserest of the
Arabs, Mr. Sulzbe¥ger wus not here functioning as an objective reporter, but as
& commentator seeking to affeect policy in an anti-Zionist direction, It was
quite apparent that ¥r, Sulsberger was collaborating for the ilssuance of that
joint statement by Great Britain and the Uhited 3tates which would have done
irreparable harm to Jewish life in Palestine as well as affecting unfavorably
the status of the Jews in this country, In the "Times®™ of August 22, ¥pr,
Sulzberger reported finally, and with ill-concealed disappointment, that the
governments had refused to issue such a statement for whieh he had been ao
gealously pluzging.

§) The series of stories which appesred in the "Times™ beginning om
July 30 and carried through %o August 8, also from the pen of Uyrus L. Sulzberger,
and which carried such scare headlines as "Palestine Fears Deeds of Despair®,
"Palestine Faces Clash After War® and "Palestine 4arabs Fear Loss of Land%,
was patently designed to coreate the impression that there was a state of
terrible tension, verging on eivil war, in Pzlestine and that therefore no changes
should be msde in the White Paper policy clesing the doors of Palestine to Jewish
lamigration early next year, because such chunges might endenger the security
of the armies of the United Nutions in the Mear East, This, of course, was the
of ficial line taken by the Palsstine Administration, which is detorsined at all
costs to save the ¥hite Papar. *The "Times®, alone among the papers in the
United States, lent itseif lock, stock and barrel %o this panie propagunda.

This series of articles =lso suggested that the overwhelming desire of
the Jews of Pulestine to assiast in the prosecution of the war was motivaied not
by their wish to help destroy Hitlerism in the world, but by & cumning csleulation
to militerize the Jewish poepuletion of Pulestine in preparation for the threatened
conflict with the 4Arabs, These sarticles, you will recall, likewise eliclted
a formal protest from the American Energercy Committee for Zionist Affairs.

8) In August and September of this year, there appeared ths notorious
geries of articles in the "Times" on the arms irials in Jeruselem., The "Times"
devoted an amazing amount of space to the routine trials of & few pun-rumners in
Palestine. It went to great lengths to present the snti-Zionist and anti-Jewish
opinions of the British HMajor who transformed the +trial into an anti~Zicnist
propagenda patsch and into & smear attack on the Jewish Agency., The "Timea"
correspondent, 4, C, Sedgewick, took it wpon himself to editorlalize the news
and to express juigment on My, Ben Gurion's criticism of the trisls and his

" description of Major Verdin's address as "charscteristic of the lowest type of

anti-Semitism", Mr. Sedgewick opined thetl "mamy find it hard not to consider
such & ‘escription exaggerated, sspecially when the Hazi excesses in Derlin snd
Warsaw are borme in mind®, and further, "that thare ere many, too, vho feel that
any charge of anti-Semitisms in its accepted sense is most noticeably incompatible
with the military court proceedings agoinst the Jewish defendants which are
carried out with a scrupulousness and courtesy designed to preclude any such
castigation,®

But on November 3, the Jewish Council of Pelestine folt constrained te
call for & two-hour strike during which work im all Jewish enterprises throughout
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the country stopped, in order to protest the incitements and false accusations
against the Jows of Palestine woiced by British military officials during the
aras tl:l!}!, sos :

7) It has now becoms & commonplace in news ebout Zionism emsnating
from Palestine and appearing in the "Times™ to find the word "extremist® employed
as an,adjective to describe the official policy of the Zlomist Hovement and the
Jeawi engy. "Bxtremist® hus an ugly commotation, sand the trick new is to
present the offielal and classic Zionist position whiech calls for the fulfillment
of the Balfour Declaration in letter snd spirit, and the establishuent of the
Jewish National Home, a&s "extremist®,

8) From the very beginning the "Times" became the mouthpiece of the
Americen Council for Judeism. HNo other paper in the United Stutes found it
necessary %o give that insignificant group the space and publicity which the
"Times™ gave it. It was the "Times" and only the "Times"™ which devoted sc much
spice to the relesse of the dmerlcen Council for Judaism during the wesk of the
Confe ence., You stated that you did not approve of the ralesase of that statement
during the Confarence., But the "Times"™ did give 1t &« large and provecative display
which no other paper in New York City, or in the country, found it necessary to
do on the basis of objective reporting. Similarly, an examination of the "Times'?
coverage of the Americun Jewish Conference will disclose that an unusual effort
was made to give prominent diasplay to the viewpolnt of the vsry smell minority
in the Conference which dicsented from the Palestine resolution,

8) In the "Review of the Week" published oo Surday, Sepbmbder 5, the
"Tines® conveyed an erroneocus impression whea it declared that speakers at the
American Jewish Conference demarnded the establighmént of = Jewish Commonwealth
in Pelestine while neglecting to say that the Conference voted almost urenimously
in favor of it. Continuing, the "Times" dismissed the American Jewish Conference
with forty-two words and thenm gave twice that space tec the positiom of the
American Couneil for Judaism. The device is transparent. This imsignificant
handful of individuals is not only peralleled in importance with the Confersnce
which represented every Jewish community snd neasrly every nationsl Jewish
orgenization im the United States, but is even rated above i,

It is clear, my dear Er, Sulzberger, to any ilmpartisl observer, that
the "Times™ haa been following s definite snti~Zionist poliey. The Jews of
America who are overwhelmingly in sympathy with Zionism, as the recent Conference
clearly demonstrated, resent this fuct, and are making thelr resentment audible
and #ill continue to do so. Thelr eriticisam is due not to any hestility to you
personally or to your paper. It is due entirely to the wrong and hurtful poliey
which your paper has been pursuing and which is caloulated te do great harm to
@ cause which is deer to the hoarts of our people all over the world, and which
has now entered upon its historic hour of decision.

Very sincersly yours,

AHS3$BK (Signed) Abba Hillel Silver





