
u
C O P Y ^ ... c.

THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

386 FOURTH AVENUE NEW YORK 16, N. Y.

11 Broadway, New fork A, N. I.
March 1, 1948.

Hon. Robert A. Lovett,
Under Secretary of State,
Washington, D. C.

My dear Mr. Secretary:

The kindness of your letter of February 26th and your assurance that
you are glad to have my views prompt me to submit for your consideration
the following suggestions:

(1) To clear away the present public impression of vacillation and
purpose to reverse the American position on partition.

(2) Promptly give a picture of American leadership in the Security
Council.

(3) As to the legal effect of the
Assembly Resolution

The legal arguments to impeach it seem to me to ignore the true status
of Palestine. It was not a sovereignty, but a captured Turkish province.
It was mandated to Great Britain by the Associated and Allied Powers, and the
United States associated itself with that mandate by treaty.

It is most significant that the mandatory now announces that as it
gives up this mandate it will surrender this territory to the United MatLons.
The United Nations is the successor, in effect, of the League of Nations.
To whom else can the mandatory surrender it? That is one reason why
Herschel Johnson argued for the power of the Assembly to pass the partition
resolution* His argument is pragmatically unanswerable. The alternative
is chaos. Therefore I suggest that you must clear up what seemed on the
surface in the Austin statement a view contrary to the Johnson argument.
To that end I suggest that you take the simple, clean-cut position that the
United Nations has the power and,the duty to prescribe for the government
of this captured Turkish province which is sureendered to it by the mandatory.

(&) Assuming, arguendo, that the Security Council cannot use force to
implement partition - though I think the above shows that it can - it still
remains true that it can use force to stop the violence of those who are
using to force to block partition.

Assuming, arguendo, that no United Nations force can coerce a
Palestinian Arab into agreeing to partition, it can surely, nonetheless,
stop him and his fellow Arabs from using violence that threatens world peace.
Stop that violence and partition will implement itself.
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(5) The hesitancy to use American tropps is understandable, but that
eventuality was considered before the Assembly vote was taken. It was clearly
envisaged as a possible consequence of the American position. We are aiding,
by military assitance, Greece and other countries. Why not Palestine to
maintain consistency in our position and to save the United Nations from
destruction?

From these suggestions, coupled with my previous ones, an affirmative
policy should be worked out. This might involve, in addition to what I have
heretofore suggested, the recognition of a Jewish state as of April 1st and
a lifting of the arms embargo under previously suggested conditions.

I am venturing to make these suggestions because I feel I am a sort of
sounding-board for the Department. I say to you frankly that on all sides
I hear what was brought to explicit expression in the meeting held at the
Waldorf last week, where 63 organizations expressed views similar to the ones
that I am here setting down. I was consulted about the form of the resolution
that that meeting passed, and against opposition I had excised from it bittsr
criticisms of our Government.

I know there is a headache in this thing, but the only way to get rid
of that kind of headache is to face up to the situation and act boldly. As
a loyal American and a loyal supporter of the United Nations, I am confident
that the headache will be infinitely worse if affirmative action to support
the partition resolution - directly, if possible, and certainly indirectly —
is not taken.

I hope you will pardon me for troubling you once again, but I feel
this situation most deeply.

With kind personal regards, I am

lours faithfully,

Joseph M. Proskauer

JMP/'KP


