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Conference in good faith and with the hope of con- 
tinued collaboration within its framework. The Com- 
mittee understood very well that the other partici- 
pants did not accept the theory that the Conference 
could adopt decisions only by a unanimous vote; and, 

by entering it, may be supposed to have agreed that a 
majority decision against its own viewpoint would 
not be an intolerable event. The Conference did 
adopt a resolution in favor of the Jewish Common- 
wealth in Palestine, from which the Committee ex- 
pressed its dissent, as it had stipulated it had the right 
to do. Now the Committee takes the drastic step of 
withdrawing from the Conference because of that 
same resolution. Are we to infer that the Committee 
only entered the Conference, in the first place, in 
order to try to impose its viewpoint against the almost 
unanimous will of the assembly? Is it possible that 
the reason for the Committee’s present withdrawal 
from the Conference is that they wish to have a 
“legal” right not only to dissent from the Confer- 
ence’s decisions but to take action in opposition? 

Does the Committee intend to affiliate with the 
American Council for Judaism? 

In view of Judge Proskauer’s statements at the 
Conference, in which he represented his group as a 
“loyal opposition”, we prefer to believe that the pur- 
pose of the Committee in leaving the Conference is 
not the desire to combat its decisions. It seems rather 
to be an expression of pique that the Conference did 
not bow to the desire of the American Jewish Com- 
mittee that it adopt only unanimous decisions, but 
preferred to exercise its democratic right to act in 
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accordance with the will of the vast majority of 
American Jews. 

Any breach in the unity of American Jewry, at 
such a crucial time as the present, is surely unfortu- 
nate. We note that the Committee has pledged itself, 
in the very act of leaving the Conference, to con- 
tinue the fight against the White Paper policy for 
Palestine. In effect then, as far as this issue, which 
will occupy the attention of all Jewish bodies for the 
next half year, is concerned, the Committee will, if 
it acts in accordance with its pledge, work shoulder 
to shoulder with all other groups. But that it will 
do so outside of the American Jewish Conference is 
a fact which will certainly be utilized by interested 
groups in order to block the common Jewish purpose 
in this campaign. 

However, as far as the Conference is concerned, 

the loss of a body representing a very small and very 
indefinite constituency should not be a major injury. 
The Conference still remains the agency which repre- 
sents the bulk of the organized and articulate Jews 
of this country. Measured against this constituency, 
the defection of the American Jewish Committee is 
in itself not an alarming matter. If the Conference 
shows determination to act energetically in the sev- 
eral fields wherein it has been called to take action 
by American Jewry; if it thus strengthens its own 
consciousness of its obligation worthily to represent 
American Jewry; then the day will come when the 
American Jewish Committee, if it survives in the 
isolation to which its own rule or ruin policy has 
consigned it, will have to return to the Conference 
under more definite and more binding terms. 

The Irresponsible Revisionists 
by Hayim Greenberg 

ig A recent political advertisement in the New 
York Times, the Revisionists, under the name of 

“The American Resettlement Committee for Up- 
rooted European Jewry,” made the proposal that the 
Palestinian Arabs be transferred to Iraq, leaving 
Palestine for the Jews. 

The Revisionists have become our specialists in 
“strong language”, intransigeant slogans, and phras- 
eological extremism. They scorn merely to demand 
that the basis for a Jewish state be officially estab- 
lished in Palestine; for has not this demand already 
been made not only by the Zionist Organization but 
by the American Jewish Conference? It is also a 
small matter in their eyes merely to lay down the 
boundaries of Jewish Palestine; they have been do- 
ing this for some time now, and the demand for Pal- 
estine on both sides of the Jordan no longer sounds 
as extreme to certain people as it once did. Conse- 
quently as a result of much thinking they have ar- 
rived at a sensational new demand; not only Pales- 

tine and not only a greater Palestine within its his- 
toric frontiers, but Palestine without any Arabs. If 
we are to have a Jewish State then let us go all the 
way and have one without non-Jewish citizens, with- 
out minority problems, and without all those head- 
aches which come from inconvenient neighbors. 

But how are we to get rid of over a million Arabs 
living in the country? The Revisionists are, of 
course, no Nazis, and they would hardly propose to 
destroy them as Hitler might in such a situation; but 
they suggest a painless and moral method of elimin- 
ating inconvenient residents: that the Palestinian 
Arabs be transferred to Iraq so that there will be no 
future conflict between them and us. Instead of 
hating each other from close at hand, we might then, 
presumably, love each other at a distance. 

Of course, Iraq may not be prepared economically 
to absorb so large a number of Arab immigrants, but 
this too can be remedied. It is suggested that a plan 
be worked out and financed in America for irrigating 
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the fertile soil of the Tigris and Euphrates valleys, so 
that Iraq may again become capable of feeding a 
large population as it was in the past. This is funda- 
mentally a problem of technology and long-term- 
credit which no doubt could be solved easily, thus 
eliminating all the difficulties and complexities of 
trying to harmonize the interests of two nations. 
Really a very simple matter. 

Lest the authors of this announcement be accused 
of cruelty, they took pains to describe their project of - 
population transfer as being “organized” and “vol- 
untary”. These phrases, apparently, were meant to 
imply that no one would force the Arabs to pack 
their baggage and go off to Mesopotamia; but the 
idea was to give them inducements, so that, of their 

own free will, all Arabs, man, woman, and child 
would shake the dust of Palestine from their feet. 
However, it is no accident that when the sponsors of 
this scheme needed a historical example of transfer 
to point to, they had to resort to the well-known 
population exchange between Turkey and Greece, 
which, as everyone knows, and as they themselves 
must admit in their advertisement, was a forced ex- 

change. Never, neither in our own time nor at any 
other time, has so drastic a social operation as a 
large-scale population transfer been carried out with- 
out the use of force. 

Today, quite a few years after 1,300,000 Greeks 
were transferred from Turkey to Greece and 400,- 
000 Turks were brought back from Greece to Tur- 
key, we may have some reason to say that the experi- 
ment was a success and brought advantages to both 
sides; but it was not a voluntary exchange of popula- 
tion. The polite wording of the diplomatic treaties 
between Turkey and Greece cannot erase from the 
pages of history the brutal acts which occurred 
before those treaties were signed. Anyone who takes 
the trouble to read the history of the events and not 
only the diplomatic texts of that successful transfer, 
can very easily see that the exchange of population 
—especially the repatriation of the Greeks—took 
place for the most part in advance of the official 
treaties. When the Turks destroyed the Greek army 
and when 100,000 Greek soldiers were slain in the 
Smyrna catastrophe of 1922, the greater part of the 
Greek population in Asia Minor, almost 1,000,000 
people, fled in wild panic to Greece. Those refugees 
knew very well the reason for their flight: any civil- 
ian who did not save himself by fleeing either was 
murdered on the spot or, if fortunate, was transferred 
to an internment camp. 

The fact is that this was a panic, not an agreed 
transfer. The Turkish government was determined 
at that time to get rid of its Greek minority once and 
for all, regardless of the cost and consequences; and 
exhausted and discredited Greece had to yield to this 
decision. If it had been no more than a friendly 
agreement between the two governments for a vol- 
untary exchange of population, most of the Greeks, 
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who had lived in Asia Minor and in the Constantin- 
ople region for centuries before the Turks gained 
mastery of those lands, would probably have re- 
mained in Turkey. Nor did the Turks and other Mo- 
hammedans in Greece show any spontaneous desire 
to leave their homes and settle in Turkey. The 
Greeks had a clear-cut choice; they might have re- 
mained and shared the fate of the Armenians 
(whom the Turks slaughtered so mercilessly during 
the First World War that only those who fled sur- 
vived and no remnant was left in Turkish-Armenia) 
or they could flee for safety. Greece was forced to let 
them in; having done so, she insisted that the Turks 
in Greece be deported to Turkey. The agreement 
between Turkey and Greece was essentially a post- 
factum diplomatic act sanctioning something which 
had taken place already in circumstances of force and 
terror. 

There is no reason to believe that large numbers 
of Palestinian Arabs will desire to migrate to Iraq in 
the near future. To be sure, Iraq is an Arab country. 
Furthermore, its economic prospects are excellent, if 

only the Iraq government shows the ability and the 
will to utilize its rich natural resources. At the 
moment, however, its standard of living is much 
lower than in Palestine; and the citizens of this inde- 

pendent monarchy enjoy much less political freedom 
than in mandated Palestine under the rule of the 
British Empire; and, we may add, if the political re- 
gime in Iraq is not changed there will also be much 
more freedom for Arabs in a Jewish dominated Pal- 
estine than in overwhelmingly Arab Iraq. Further- 
more, although there may be a great economic future 
in store for Iraq, a country which in antiquity sup- 
ported a much greater population than at present 
and at a higher standard of living, during the next 
twenty or twenty-five years there will still be greater 
immediate opportunities for Palestine Arabs in their 
present homes, especially if there should be a large- 
scale Jewish emigration to the country and if the 
land is developed by Jews. Consequently anyone 
who speaks of transferring Palestinian Arabs to Iraq 
in the near future, even though he may describe such 
transfer as merely voluntary migration, is really pro- 
posing something which can only be done by use of 
force. 

Accordingly, the Revisionist proposal, announced 
to the public in America’s most influential political 
newspaper, is a very dangerous one. We do not need 
to resort to the transfer of Arabs from Palestine in 
order to reach our goal of a Jewish Commonwealth. 
It is not necessary to “get rid of” the Arabs in order 
to make room for the Jews in Palestine. If Palestine 
were so densely settled today and if its natural re- 
sources were so thoroughly exploited that there was 
no room for new settlers, justice would demand that 

we give up our claims to our historic homeland and 
seek a home in an underpopulated and undeveloped 
region elsewhere. Our historic claim has validity and 
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force because Palestine is still underpopulated, be- 
cause conservatively estimated, it has only one-third 
of the population which can be settled there, and 
because without the present Jewish community the 
country would be even more thinly settled and 
poorer. The whole question of transfer was raised in 
1937 by some English political circles only in con- 
nection with the Partition Plan. That section of Pal- 
estine which the Peel Commission set aside for the 
proposed Jewish State was so small and so thickly 
settled that one might reasonably assume that Jewish 
immigration could be brought there only by transfer- 
ring the Arabs or part of the Arabs to the proposed 
Arab State. The present situation is entirely differ- 
ent. Palestine is not about to be partitioned, and 
both we and the Arabs know that there is enough 
room within its borders for the Arabs and the present 
Jewish community, as well as for the large number 
of Jews who must still come there. The possibility 
that at some future time large numbers of Arabs may 
desire to emigrate from Palestine to Iraq is a question 
which it is quite senseless to argue at this moment. 
It depends upon many factors of which we know 
nothing today. 

Certainly Iraq must be economically developed; 
above all for its own sake, for the sake of its over 
3,000,000 present inhabitants who live on the verge 

of starvation. Since we regard Palestine as our 
National Home, it is in our interest too that the 
neighboring countries shall have a well-fed, well- 
clothed, and well-housed population so that we are 
not surrounded by impoverished hordes; that their 
production shall be increased so that we may main- 
tain normal trade relations with them, for our and 
their benefit alike. As Americans, and if we may use 
the expression here, as world citizens, it is in our 
interest that all backward and neglected countries 
shall be brought into the mainstream of progressive 
economic development. The better fed, the healthier, 
the richer, and the more educated are the peoples 
of Iraq, Syria, the Arabian peninsula, Persia, Afghan- 
istan, India, and China, the better for America and 
the whole world. A technological and financial plan 
for the economic revival of Iraq is part of that broad- 
gauge reconstruction program which we in America 
and England, having in mind a better post-war 
world, are under obligation to concern ourselves 
with. 

Jews will wholeheartedly support such a plan, but 
not necessarily as a condition for the solution of the 
Jewish problem, and not with the special purpose 
that the Arabs in Palestine shall have a place to im- 
migrate. If only we are given a chance to establish 
ourselves as a free and independent people in Pales- 
tine, conditions may be created for the prosperity . 
and well-being of both Jews and Arabs. If in later 
years Iraq should reach such a stage of economic 
development as to attract immigrants from abroad, 
and if it should invite Arabs from Palestine to settle 
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there, and if they, because of better economic pros- 
pects or urged by national or religious sentiments, 
should wish to emigrate there, we shall prevent no 
one and shall wish them well in their new home. 
But our immediate calculations cannot be based 
upon “surplus population” concepts, and we have 
no grounds to make transfer plans the basis and con- 
dition of Jewish policy. Jews should be the last in 
the world to propose expulsion or any plans tanta- 
mount to expulsion. 
We should like to believe that the Revisionists are 

thoroughly honest with themselves when they speak 
of voluntary transfer; but we shall not be surprised 
to find out that Arabs, non-Arabs, and even some 
enemies in the United States will deliberately inter- 
pret such a transfer plan as a proposal for forced 
deportation and begin an uproar in the Near, and 

also perhaps in the Far East, charging that Jews with 
American help are preparing to drive the Arabs out 
of their, Fatherland. 

The Revisionist political advertisement, particu- 
larly under the present circumstances, is loaded with 
dynamite. It is difficult to understand how any 
group could have such morbid desires to play with 
fire, at the expense of their own people’s most vital 
interests. 
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