
FROM MONTH TO MONTH 

HONOR IS DEPARTED FROM THY GATES 

''BRITISH and American imperialism," said Dr. Moshe 
Sneh, former head of the Haganah, recently, "are 

like the two edges of a sci sors. Sometimes they work 
together; sometimes apart. But their point is directed at 
us." 

How this scissors operates was clearly illustrated at the 
recent UN ecurity Council meetings. The Soviet delega
tion proposed that a cease fire order become effective within 
36 hours of its proclamation and that the Security Council 
be empowered to declare as an aggressor any party refusing 
to obey the order and to impose all necessary economic 
and military sanctions. 

The �merican delegation declared its support of the • 
Soviet proposal and voted for it. However, the resolution 
failed to get the necessary seven votes and w defeated. 
It is no secret that the American delegation could have 
secured the passage of the Soviet proposal if it had wanted 
to. For it would be the height of naivete to believe that 
countries like China and Belgium would incur American 
displeasure by voting against a resolution which America 
wanted passed. How long would Chiang Kai-shek and 
his reactionary Kuomintang stay in power without Amer
ican dollars and arms? And how many Marshall Plan 
dollars would Belgium receive if it incurred the wrath of 
American officialdom? 

Equally revealing was the American delegation's .inde
cent haste to support the British resolution, once the Soviet 
resolution had been defeated. For an analysis of the British 
resolution shows complete disregard for the UN decision 
of November 29 and for the fact that a Jewish state now 
exists. The resolution has not a word to say about the 
fact that it is the Arabs who invaded Israel and conse
quently are the aggressors. 

The British . resolution calls for the halting of all immi
gration to Israel of men of military age, thereby giving the 
Arab states fresh opportunity to recruit further· manpower 
while keeping Israel down to its present manpower. The 
British resolution would also halt all shipment of arms to 
the Middle East, another treacherous maneuver which 
would work against Israel alone. For this would establish 
a world-wide boycott against Israel while the Arab states 
would continue to receive military supplies from Britain 
under the pretext that they were for other purposes. 

Such is the truce which America and Britain arc seeking 
to put across. As Richard Crossman declared, this is a 
"peace offensive against the Jews ... even more dangerous 
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than the Arab invasion." And while this truce is in effect, 
Anglo-American imperialism hopes to put the finishing 
touches on a plan which will insure their continued domi
nation of Palestine, as of the Middle East generally, and 
that Israel hall become an Anglo-American puppet state. 

What are the general outlines of the Anglo-American 
plan? Numerous Briti h and American spokesmen as well 
a many correspondents have hinted at it. Walter Lipp
mann put it plainly in the Herald-Tribune on June 3: 

"To achieve an armistice and then peace in Palestine 
i a matter primarily of imposing an armistice and nego
tiating a treaty between Transjordan and Israel. ... There 
is now in sight the main outline of an honorable settle
ment which will fit the vital interests of all concerned, 
namely the expansion of Abdullah's kingdom up to the 
partition line, except for an international enclave of Jeru
salem; a treaty of peace and alliance between the enlarged 
Transjordan and the State of Israel; and then a confedera
tion with economic union between them. This would 
bring into existence a Middle Eastern Commonwealth 
which would be under the joint protection of Great Britain 
and the United States." 

The dangers to Israel inherent in this plan arc not too 
hard to make out. The negotiation of a treaty between 
Israel and Transjordan is an invitation to Britain to re
sume control over Palestine. For it is no secret that Abdul
lah is a hired man who does Britain's bidding for a cool 
eight million dollars a year. or will American imperialism 
be a minor partner. For while the press and even some 
Jewish leaders try to give the impression that America is 
an innocent dupe, the facts show otherwise. Even a super
ficial urvey of the Middle East will readily indicate the 
extent to which American imperialism has forced conces
sion after concession from Britain to the point where 
American economic interests now surpass those of Britain. 

What arc the consequences of such a plan for- Israel? 
After having fought �croically for its independence and 
for the abrogation of the mandate, it will find itself once 
more under the yoke of imperialism. But this time there 
will be two imperialisms to which tribute mu t be paid. 

It i now becoming increasingly clear to many who 
had previously ignored the question, that the future of 
Israel depends upon the fulfilment of the entire UN de
cision, which means the struggle for the cstabli hment of 
an independent Arab state as well as of the State of Israel. 
Both American and British imperialism have very con-

3 



veniently forgotten about this part of the UN decision. 
And with good reason. For the imperialists’ hope of reduc- 
ing Israel to a vassal rests on their ability to frustrate the 
establishment of a free and independent neighbor state on 
Israel’s borders, on their ability to extend the domain of a 
puppet state into Palestine proper and thus regain entrance 
and a renewed hold over all of Palestine. 

In a speech at the Salute to the Jewish State at the Polo 
Grounds on May 15, Jacob Riftin, leader of the United 
Workers Party in Palestine, declared: “The British man- 
date over Palestine ended yesterday. We Jews of Eretz 
Ysroel can repeat the words of the poet: “There was no joy 
in our cohabitation, there is no pain in our separation.’ 
And yet there is no certainty that Britain really means to 
leave. For Britain has perfected the art of ‘leaving’ while 
laying the basis for ‘remaining.’ As you know the appe- 
tite not only of British imperialism but of imperialism 
generally is voracious in its desire to swallow up the Near 
East. I believe that I speak not only for the United Work- 
ers Party but for the majority of the Yishuv when I de- 
clare that we do not want our future to be built on the 
basis of fictitious independence as is the case, for example, 
with Abdullah’s state. We want real political, economic 

and military independence.” 
American Jewry, like the democratic forces of America 

generally, have a major role to play in the struggle of Israel 
for independence. The American Jewish community must 
give unceasingly and unsparingly to help Israel in its pres- 
ent war for survival. Equally important is the political 
struggle to lift the embargo. Though hypocritical promises 
have been forthcoming from the White House and the 
administration, real recognition for Israel remains to be 
won. Funds to Britain from our government must be 
stopped and effective sanctions must be applied against the 
Arab aggressors. 

This battle will not be won if illusions are fostered that 
the bipartisan architects of American policy can be relied 
upon. Certainly it was disturbing to hear Emanuel Neu- 
mann, president of the Zionist Organization of America, 
introduce Senator Robert A. Taft to the Madison Square 
Garden audience celebrating the proclamation of the Jewish 
state, as the one diplomat who never wavered in his loyalty 

to the cause of the Jewish state. Nor was it edifying to 
find a United Jewish Appeal advertisement featuring a 
letter of Mr. Forrestal endorsing the United Jewish Appeal. 
The interests of Israel are not served by such tactics. 

American Jewry can carry out obligations to Israel only by 
a clear-cut anti-imperialist fight. 

RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS 
N May 3 of this year, The United States Supreme Court 

rendered a 6-0 decision ruling restrictive covenants not 
enforceable in the courts. 
The restrictive covenant is a major instrument of the 

racists for the maintenance of ghettoes. These covenants 
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are agreements among real estate owners of a specific area 
barring the sale or rental of real estate property to Negroes, 
Jews or other oppressed minorities, thereby keeping the area 
restricted. 
The Supreme Court has now ruled that the courts cannot 

be used to enforce such an agreement should a party to it 
decide not to comply. The Supreme Court’s action over- 
ruled Missouri and Michigan Supreme Courts and the 
Federal Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
which recognized the validity of the restrictive covenant 
and sought to compel compliance with its terms. As a result 
several Negro families who had been stopped by the lower 
courts from doing so, can now complete the purchases of 
homes in such formerly restricted areas, or enjoy the fruits 
of purchases already made. 

In a limited sort of way, this is a victory for democracy in 
our country. But the extent of the victory is only relative 
to the temper of the times. Anything that to any extent 
sets back the offensive of reaction is that much to the good. 

In our jubilation, however, we must not overlook one 

important fact. The restrictive covenant itself was not 
invalidated by the U.S. Supreme Court, nor did it bar real 
estate owners from entering into such agreements. Any 
racist mind that can project restrictive covenants;can also 
work out, if necessary, extra-legal means to compel enforce- 
ment. In fact, within 24 hours after the decision was read, 
property owners and neighborhood citizens’ association in 
Washington, D. C. announced plans to establish voluntary 
covenant’ organizations that would operate through “com- 
munity conservation agreements.” One character, Gilbert C. 
Vincent, president of the National Gateway Citizens Asso- 
ciation, declared “the white race today is the victim of 
partisan politics. I’m confident, however, that we'll find 
ways and means to throw it back into the Supreme Court 
and they will reverse their decision. There will once again 
be white supremacy.” 
The result of half-hearted court decisions in upholding 

the rights of Americans can be nothing but the encrust- 
ment of segregation on a quasi-legal base guarded by a 
bigoted and intimidated community. The court may have 
its own opinion as to what it meant to achieve by barring 
court enforcement while leaving untouched the validity of 
the agreements. What it actually succeeded in doing was 
to transfer the restrictive covenant from the embarrassing 
precincts of a court to the elusive area of the “gentleman’s 

agreement.” 
A commentary on the court decision is the fact that 

barely a quorum participated in the case. Justices Jackson, 
Reed and Rutledge disqualified themselves. “The assump- 
tion around the court,” the New York Times of May 4 
reported, “was that one or more of them might have owned, 
or were interested in, property restricted by covenants.” 
Today decisive action is required to defeat the efforts of 

reaction to deepen national oppression of all kinds. What 

is unfit for the courts to enforce, is unfit for human rela- 

tions. The restrictive covenant must go. It must be banned 

as an illegal infringement on the rights of fellow Americans. 
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