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The 
Birth 

of the 
Zionist 

State 
While the "Yom Kippur" war of 1973 

is the direct result of the defeat of the 
Arab states by Israel in the 1967 war, 
it is more fundamentally the product of 
the conflict between Zionism and Arab 
nationalism which has torn apart Pal
estine since the demise of the Ottoman 
Empire in World War I. To determine 
what position to take in the present 
war it is useful to look at the whole 
process of Balkanization in the Near 
East which resulted in the formation of 
a Zionist state side by side with a series 
of artificial royal states and "repub
blics" led by petty-bourgeois military 
cliques, all of them (to different de
grees) subject to imperialist domina
tiono In particular, we must look at 
the 1948 war which led to the present 
state of Israel and the simultaneous ex
pulsions of several hundred thousand 
Arabs from their homes and lands. 

For the Zionists the 1948 war was an 
"anti-imperialist" war of "national lib
eration," the creation of a haven for 
a people decimated by fascist genocideo 
For the Palestinian Arabs 1948 was 
the origin of their "diaspora," the de
struction of their nation, the depriva
tion of their means of livelihood and 
their relegation to the wretched refu
gee camps where they are imprisoned 
in an enforced state of idleness and 
subsist on ten cents of UN rations a 
day. This has resulted in one of the 
most difficult national conflicts in re
cent decades with both a Hebrew and an 
Arab nation competing for the same 
small territory. The fact that Israel 
emerged victorious in the first three 
wars (1948, 1956 and 1967), and thus 
bears direct responsibility for the trag
ic plight of the Palestinian Arab refu
gees, must not blind us to the need to 
recognize the right of self-determina
tion on both sides as anecessary guar
antee against genocide. The struggle for 
a truly democratic bi-national Pales
tinian workers state, as part of a social
list federation of the Near East and the 
product of a united struggle of Hebrew 
and Arab workers and peasants, cannot 
Simply ignore the national question. 

Origins of Zionism 

Zionism as a political movement is 
as much a product of the epoch of 
imperialism as is its counterpart, fas
cism. Jews as a "people-class," to use 
the expression of the Belgian Trot
skyist theorist on the Jewish question, 
Ao Leon, as money lenders and mer
chants, provided the yeast for the de
velopment of capitalismo Those Jews 
able to transcend the obscurantism of 
the synagogue and the parsimony of the 
marketplace were often the leaders of 
cultural enlightenment. But capitalism 
in its decline and death agony has no 
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place for the merchant caste of the 
Middle Ages. Like the proletariat the 
Jews "were without a country," and it 
was partially because they entered 
the 20th century unshackled by national
ism that Jews played such a leading 
role in the proletarian movement, es
pecially its left wingo 

Only with the world historic defeat 
of the German proletariat in 1933 was 
Zionism transformed into a mas s 
movement. Prior to 1933 Zionism was a 
tiny sect of petty-bourgeOis Jewish 
intellectuals who were emanCipated but 
not assimilated. The Jews of the East
ern European ghettos, if they identified 
with any political movement at all, 
were either Communists or members of 
the Bund, an allti-Zionist Jewish so
cialist group with Menshevik poliCies. 

At the end of World 'Nar Ithere were: 
60,000 Jews in Palestine, many of 
these living in ancient orthodox com
munities which were hostile to politi
cal Zionism, and 644,000 Arabs of 
whom 574,000 were Moslem and 70,000 
Christiano In order to encourage an 
Arab revolt against the Ottoman Em
pire Britain armed and equipped lfUS
sein, the Sherif of Mecca, to wage 
"Holy War" on the Turks. The Levant 
was carved up in the secret Sykes
Picot Treaty (1916) between Britain, 
France and tsarist Russia, a treaty 
which was made public only by the Bol
sheviks after the October Revolution. 
This treaty gave Lebanon and Syria to 
France while Palestine, Transjordan 
and Iraq went to the British. 

The Zionists early realized that they 
could accomplish their aims of creating 
a Jewish state in the Arab East only un
der the sponsorship of somebody's im
perialism. Theodor Herzl, the origi
nator of modern Zionism, had first 
approached the Ottoman Sultan and 
German Kaiser where he was rebuffed. 
After the tsarist Minister of Interior 
Plehve had organized the Black Hun
dred pogrom of Kishirev in which hun
dreds of Jews were massacred, Herzl 
had an audience with Plehve where he 
offered him the Zionist method of" get
ting rid of the Jews." As Nathan Wein
stock says in his Le sionisme contre 
Israel (Paris, 1969): "The Zionist 
course and anti-Semitic reasoning are 
symmetrical. n 

Indeed, the Zionists finally got a 
sympathetic ear from that nDtorious 
anti-Semite, Lord Chamberlain, who 
was at the time British Colonial Min
ister. Chaim Weizmann, the leading 
British Zionist arid the future first 
president of Israel, had already suc
Cinctly stated the Zionist case for the 
British bourgeoisie in his November 
1914 letter to the editor of the Man
chester Guardian, C.P. Scott, which 
stated: 

"We can reasonably say that should 
Palestine fall within the British sphere 
of influence and should Britain encour
age Jewish settlement there, as a Brit
ish dependency we could have in twenty 
to thirty years a million Jews out there 
or more; they would develop the coun
try, bring back civilization to it and 
form a very effective guard for the 
Suez Canal." 

This argument was not lost On the 
British branch of the Rothschild banking 
family, which was the largest holder of 
Suez bonds and had become also the 
most prominent contributor to the Zi
onist financial arm, the Jewish Na
tional Fund. Immediately following the 
Bolshevik Revolution and the Russian 
withdrawal from the war the British, 
both in order to mobilize Jewish support 
behind the war effort and Zionist sup
port behind Britain's imperial ambi
tions in the Arab East, issued on 2 No
vember 1917 the Balfour Declaration 
which promised a "Jewish national 
-home" in Palestine. 

Prior to the smashing of the Ottoman 
Empire, no Palestinian nation existed 
as such, at least in the modern sense of 
a nationo Instead Arab nationalists liv
ing in Palestinian towns considered 

themselves part of Syria and attended 
the Syrian National Congress of July 
19190 On the basis of Wilson's fourteen 
pOints and promises made to the Arabs 
by both France and Britain this Cong
ress proclaimed political independence 
for a united Syrian state (Syria, Leban
on, Palestine and Transjordan) which 
was to be a constitutional monarchy 
ruled by Hussein's son, Faisal. 

Thus the "promised land" was si
multaneously promised to British im
perialism, the Jews and the Arabs. The 
Sykes-PiCDt treaty was reaffirmed at 
the San Remo conference and imple
mented as French troops occupied 
Damascus chasing away "King" Faisal. 
The British gave Faisal the throne of 
Iraq as a consolation prize, severed 
Transjorcian from Palestine and rec
ognized Faisal's brother, Abdullah, as 
the Emir of Transjordan. 

Zionism and Colonialism 

Prior to World War I Jewish coloni
zation in Palestine was by religious 
communities which were hostile to po
litical Zionism. Later colonization by 
Jewish entrepreneurs, who wished to 
colonize Palestine in order to exploit 
Arab labor in the tradition of the French 
colonization of Algeria and TuniSia, 
was sponsored by the Palestine Jewish 
Colonization ASSOCiation. The PJCA 
was backed by the Rothschilds, was 
hostile to political Zionism and soon to 
come into conflict with the latter. 

Zionism was motivated by a so
phisticated and even "Marxist" under
standing of the "Jewish question," re
cognizing Jews as a "people-class" 
whose economic function as merchants 
and money lenders had become anti
quated. But it sought the solution to 
the "Jewish question" not from the 
assimilated Jew, Marx, but from the 
anti-Semite, ~roudhon. The Jew was 
to be liberated from the stigma of the 
ghetto through the creation of his own 
ghetto-state. The transformation of 
the Jew from money lender and mer
chant to proletarian and farmer would 
come about in a racially-exclusionist 
closed economy. 

Zionism went to Palestine under the 
slogans of "conquest of labor" and 
"conquest of land," well knowing that 
labor and land were to be conquered 
from the Arabs. As early as June 1895 
Theodor Herzl wrote in his diary: 

"The private lands in the territories 
granted us we must gradually take out 
of the hands of the owners. The poorer 
amongst the population we try to trans
fer quietly outside our borders by pro
viding them with work in the transit 
countries, but in our country we deny 
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them all work. Those with property 
will join us. The transfer of land and 
the displacement of the poor must be 
done gently and carefully. Let the 
landowners believe they are exploiting 
us by getting overvalued prices. But no 
lands shall be sold back to their 
ownerso" 

-quoted from Theodor Herzl's 
Selected Works in "The Class 
Nature of Israel" by the Israeli 
Socialist Organization 

This was an accurate prognosis of 
the next 55 years of Zionism in the 
Arab East except that the conquest was 
neither gentle nor peaceful, nor was 
the bulk of the land which constitutes 
the modern Israeli state "purchased," 
much less at "overvalued prices," but 
it was stolen through outright terror, 
intimidation and military force. Unlike 
classical colonialism and imperialism 
which established settler-colonies to 
exploit native labor, Zionism colonized 
in order to displace native laboro The 

effects of the Zionist "conquest of 
labor" on the indigenous Palestinians 
were much more vicious and devasta
ting than the role of the British in Rho
deSia, the Portuguese in Angola or the 
French in Algeria, depriving them not 
only of national independence but, even
tually, of any ties to social production 
whatsoever." 

The so-called twin pillars of Zion
ist "socialism," the Histadruth and 
the kibbutz, were the pride ofthe "left" 
Zionists, the old Poale Zion, which at 
one time actually applied to the Comin
tern lor membership, and the Hasho
mer Hatzair (Young Guard). However, 
these were the institutional embOdi
ments of the reactionary racialist slo
gans, "conquest of labor" and "conquest 
of land." The Histadruth was founded in 
1920 as the "General Confederation of 
Hebrew Workers in the Land of Israel" 
by 4,500 of the 5,000 Jewish workers in 
Palestine. At the time there were ten 
times as many Arab workers in Pales
tine but they were excluded from the 
Histradruth. 

In fact, the Histadruth was not even 
created to defend the Palestinian Jewish 
proletariat, but to destroy the Pales
tinian Arab proletariat! Its first activi
ties were the boycott of businesses (both 
Jewish- and Arab-owned) which hired 
Arab .labor and the physical intimida
tion of Jews who shopped in the Arab 
marketplace and Arab workers who 
worked for Jewso 

The kibbutz was originally set up to 
make the Jewish community agricul
turally self-sufficient but increasingly 
it mOre closely resembled a U.So Army 
fort in the "Wilrl West" than an agricul
tural settlement. As pointed out by 
Amos Perlmutter in his book, Military 
and Politics in Israel, the kibbutz pro
vided the foundation for Israel's modern 
army and the kibbutzniks provided both 
the elite for the General Staff and the 
core of the Defense Ministry. The 
Haganah was originally the defense arm 
of the kibbutz, a kind of farmers' 
militia. 

Prior to the 1948 war most of the 
land occupied by the kibbutz movement 
followed the dictum of. Herzl and was 
purchased, generally from absentee 
landlords at "overvalued prices." The 
Jewish Agency, the shadow Jewish 
government set up under British man
date, stated before the Shaw Com
mission of 1929 that 90 percent of the 
lands purchased up to that time came 
from absentee landlordso While some of 
this land represented heretofore uncul
tivated desert and swampland, on much 
of it, especially in the coastal plain near 
Haifa, thousands of Arab tenants were 
evicted to make way for Jewish set
tlements. 

On the one hand this created land 
speculation and inflation leading to the 
boom/bust of the 1925-27 period, and 
on the other hand it created a disen
franchised peasantry and lumpenprole
tariat in the citieso In the absence of a 
strong proletarian movement, or even 
a republican bourgeois nationalist 
movement, these declassed elements 
were easily incited by Moslem religious 
leaders like the Grand Mufti of J erusa
lem into intercommunal strife against 
the Jewish communities. Thus the 1929 
riots were not between the Palestinian 
Arab and Hebrew nationalities, but 
between Moslem and Orthodox Jew
ish communities. The precipitant to 
the 1929 riots was a struggle over, of 
all things, the old "Wailing Wall" in 
Jerusalem. 

Zionism and the Workers 
Movement 

Where Arab and Jewish workers 
were forced to work together as on the 
docks of the port city of Haifa, inter
communal strife was held to a mini
mum, and Arab and Jewish workers 
often crossed racial/religious lines 
and gave a deaf ear to their respective 
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Chaim Weizmann, 
head of the World 
Zionist Organiza
tion, in 1942. 

clericalist-chauvinist "leaderships" in 
order to engage in common strike 
action, But the overall impact of Zion
ism, in collaboration with British im
perialism, was to prevent the develop
ment of a united Arab-Hebrew working
class movement, but also to retard 
the development of a Palestinian prole
tariat or even a Palestinian bour
geoisie. 

Arab Palestine was overwhelmingly 
rural consisting of poor peasantry or 
fellahin, a rich landlord class or effen
dis and a tiny middle class. The 
effendis were more often than not like 
the Mufti, Haj Amin el Husseini, also 
religious leaders, and were divided 
among themselves along family lines, 
Each family organized its own "po_ 
litical party," Thus the Mufti organized 
a "Palestine Arab Party"; another rich 
pro min e n t effendi clan called the 
Nashashibis (traditional antagonists of 
the Husseinis) organized a "National 
Defense Party," etc. In pursuance of 
family vendettas they tried to playoff 
the British and the Zionists, but were 
usually unsuccessful. 

Another Obstacle to Arab-Hebrew 
proletarian unity was the treacherous 
role of Palestinian Stalinism. In its 
early years the Palestine Communist 
Party (PCP) had a modest but real 
influence among Jewish workers. How
ever, it was unable to build up an 
organization because it correctly told 
those Hebrew workers it won over to 
return to their countries of origin and 
join the revolutionary movement there. 
(A significant number of Comintern 
agents in inter-war Europe were 
former members of the PCP who had 
followed this advice, Among them was 
Leopold Trepper, head of the famous 
"Red Orchestra" Soviet intelligence 
network in World War II.) 

The party from its inception rec
ognized the need to reach the Arab 
workers and fellahin, but under Stalin's 
Comintern "Arabization" came to mean 
something else. During the 1929 riots 
the PCP played an essentially correct 
role, trying to quell the intercommunal 
strife, putting the blame on the man
date, defending the Jewish quarters 
and pointing to the situation in Haifa 
(where the most conscious workers, 
both Arab and Hebrew, refused to get 
caught up in the riots) as a model,How
ever the Stalintern denounced the role 
of the PCP in the 1929 riots and de
manded a purge of all party members 
who did not "accept the view that the 
August uprising was the result of the 
radicalization of the masses." 

This was obviously not popular with 
the Hebrew workers so the PCP began 
to publish separate propaganda. For 
the Hebrew workers they stressed 
Arab-Hebrew class unity, and to the 
Arab worker the PCP essentially be
came a more radical mouthpiece of the 
Mufti. This laid the basis for the 
later split in the party into its Jewish 
and Arab components, the former be-
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coming pro-Zionist, the latter pro
Arab nationalist, Such is the logiC of 
Stalinism and nationalism, 

Large-Scale Jewish Immigration 

Between 1919 and1931 some 117,000 
Jews immigrated to Palestine, But the 
harsh life, the hostile environment, the 
racial/religious tensions, the unem
ployment and economic crisis of the 
late 1920's, caused many to leave after 
a short stay, Between 1924 and 1931, 
for every 100 immigrants who arrived, 
29 departed, By 1931 the Jewish popu
lation was 175,000 out of a total popula
tion of 1,036,000 or 17,7 percent. 

Without Hitler's victory in 1933 and 
the subsequent closing of all borders 
to Jewish immigration-e s p e cia 11 y 
those of the U.S" Britain and the So
viet Union, where Eastern and Central 
European Jewry would have been most 
assimilable-Zionism would never have 
become a mass movement and the 
"Jewish National Home" in Palestine 
would never have become a state. The 
Jewish Agency which purported to rep
resent all Jews, not just the Jews in Is
rael, did not lobby for opening the bor
ders of the U.S., Britain and the USSR to 
Jewish immigration, Quite the oppo
site, it wanted "its" Jews for coloniza
tion to Palestine. And this is not only 
where Roosevelt, Churchill and Stalin 
wanted them, but also Hitler. 

Before World War II the Jewish 
Agency and the Nazis came to a meet
ing of minds on how Eastern and Central 
Europe were to "get rid oftheir Jews." 
The most "responsible," "respected," 
"prominent" Zionists are only too will
ing to brag about their collaboration 
with the Nazis to "save" afewthousand 
Jews with enough money and the right 
connections while millions went to the 
gas chambers. For example, the leading 
British Zionist Jon Kimche and his 
brother David (who joined the Israeli 
diplomatic corps after "independence") 
co-authored a book entitled The Secret 
Roads: The "Illegal" Migration of a 
People, 1938-1948 (London, 1954) from 
Wllll:ll It is worth quoting extensively: 

" .•. the only road to large-scale emi
gration from Austria led through the 
Gestapo Headquarters and the 8,8. 
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Office for Jewish Affairs for which 
the sumptuous mansion of Baron Roths
child had been requisitioned. There in 
charge of the 'Central Bureau for 
Jewish Emigration' sat Captain Carol 
Adolph Eichmann. 
"Bar-Gilad [a kubbutz leader] explained 
that he -wantea permission to establish 
pioneer training camps to train young 
people for work in Palestine and to 
arrange for their emigration as quickly 
as conditions permitted. Bar-Gilad 
could not know that the man he was 
talking to was the prime mover behind 
the plan of 'Jewish emigration for 
money.' Eichmann's Central Bureau 
was designed originally for this very 
purpose. It would receive all Jewish 
applications for permission to leave 
Greater Germany. For all those who 
could pay for the services-and his 
charges were adjusted to the anxiety of 
his well-to-do Jews-Eichmann would 
sweep aside bureaucratic formalities 
and delays and issue passports and vi
sas and provide the passage .... It was a 
lucrative business for the Gestapo. 
" •.. [Eichmann] supplied the farms and 
farm equipment. On one occasion he 
eX'}leUed a group of nuns from a con
vent to provide a training farm for 
young Jews. By the end of 1938 about 
a thousand young Jews were training in 
these Nazi-provided camps. n 

The sense of arrogance and Real
politik, the supreme qualities of the 
Zionist self-image of the "new, tough 
soldier-Jew" which pervades this book 
were certainly needed "virtues" for 
members of a Zionist intelligentsia 
who were soon to become apologists 
for "their state" born from the cadav
ers of six million Jews and from the 
wretched multitude of one million Arab 
refugees. 

The Second World War 

Although the leadership of the 1936-
39 Arab revolt was clericalist and 
middle class, nonetheless it was a 
genuine expression of the Palestinian 

democratic aspirations. The three de
mands raised by the revolt were an 
end to Jewish immigration, the end 
of land sales to Jews and self-govern
ment. The Zionists had always opposed 
self-government in Palestine for they 
realized a genuinely democratic regime 
would place control of immigration in 
the hands of the Arab majority. The 
1936-39 revolt was primarily launched 
against the British and not against 
the Jewish communities. Nonetheless, 
the Zionists were only too willing to aid 
the British in order to maintain the 
protection of the mandate. During this 
period the Zionists strengthened their 
economy during the extended Arab un-

rest. (The revolt started with a middle
class-led shutdown of Arab businesses 
in protest against Britain's pro-Jewish 
policies. This was later followed by 
guerrilla warfare waged by Arab work
ers and fellahin.) They also strength
ened their army, the Haganah, under 
the protection of the British in order 
to collaborate with the British pOlice 
actions against the Arabs. The Haganah, 
for example, was aSSigned by the man
date authorities to guard British pipe
lines, The strike could not have been 
broken and the revolt suppressed with
out the collaboration of the Zionists. 

Twenty years of British imperialism 
in the Near East had, on the eve of 
World War II, turned many Arab gov
ernments pro-Axis. In order to shore 
up their shaky Arab support the British 
were quite willing to jilt their faithful 
Zionist servants. In 1939 they issued 
another "White Paper" which restricted 
Jewish immigration to 75,000 for the 
next five years and thereafter made it 
conditional on the consent of the Arab 
majority. Further, the Jews from Euro
pean displaced persons camps, who 
had been promised a "haven" in Pales
tine, were not only surrounded by hos
tile British forces, pro-Axis Arab 
governments and coups, but Palestine 
itself was threatened with German 
occupation, 

At the end of the second imperialist 
war, Britain, while militarily "victor
ious," was in ruins and bled white. A 
Labour government headed by Atlee was 
swept into power in the General Elec
tions of 1945, assigned by the British 
bourgeOisie with the thankless task of 
trying to put back the pieces of the 
British Empire with as little disman
tling as possible. Although the Labor 
Party was in the same "International" 
as the Zionist "socialists" and for 11 
past conferences had voted for Jewish 
statehood, nonetheless Palestine was 
the British "fallback" position in the 
Arab East, and Atlee and his Foreign 
Secretary Bevin were determined to 
hold on with bulldog determination. 

Bevin ordered the commandeering 
of wretched vessels like the Exodus, 
1947 of Zionist moviemaking legend, 
whose overcrowded "cargo" were the 
desperate survivors of German concen
tration camps, and this "cargo" either 
shipped back to Germany or "stored" 
in specially prepared concentration 
camps on Cyprus. At the June 1946 
annual Labour Party conference, its 
first since the electoral victory of the 
previous year, Bevin had a ready re
sponse to the waves of vociferous and 
self-righteous indignation that swept 
across the Atlantic from the U.S. The 
U,S, wanted the Jews in Palestine "be
cause they did not want them in New 
York." This was, of course, true but 
equally hypocritical in the mouth of 
Bevin, for the Labour Government did 
not want the Jews in London either. At 
this conference Bevin made it quite 
clear why he also did not want to admit 
the remaining 100,000 Jews in displaced 
persons camps to Palestine: it would 
cost Britain another army division and 
200 million pounds. As Sir John Glubb 
put it, in his Soldier With the Arabs 
(London, 1957): "It was a question of 
how many divisions of troops would 
have been necessary to fight a three
cornered civil war against Jews and 
Arabs simultaneously." 

Just as the U.S. rushed in to replace 
the crumbling empires of the British 
and French in Asia and the Arab East, 
so the center of imperialist patronage 
for Zionism switched from London to 
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Continued from page 3 

Lame Brains in Turbulent Waters 
tell-tale sign of dissension in the CP 
ranks around the CP's pop-frontstrat
egy in Chile and elsewhere, and Wins
ton was attempting to double-talk his 
way around it. Again, the way his re
marks were received (quietly, almost 
sullenly) by the CP/YWLL [Young 
Workers Liberation League] member
ship present, I don't believe they were 
swallowing it." 

Who Defends Marxism~Leninism? 

The most cynical of those who today 
are claiming to oppose the Moscow-line 
Stalinists' strategy of "peaceful co
existence" and a "peaceful road to 
socialism" are the various and sundry 
Maoists. In addition to the fact that 
Mao himself calls for peaceful co
existence with imperialist number one, 
Richard Nixon, and that the Chinese 
leaders supported the Indonesian CP's 
"peaceful road to socialism" through 
support for Sukarno; and in addition to 
the fact that Mao immediately recog
nized the reactionary junta, China still 
maintains an embassy in Santiago and 
refuses to grant political asylum to 
Latin American leftists threatened with 
execution by the military (!!!}-in ad
dition to all this, we shoulp. note that 
none of these Maoists who today warn 
of illusions in a peaceful transition 
did so when the UP regime was inpower 
and popular. 

In an editorial, "Lessons of ChIle," 
the U.S. Maoist Guardian (26 Septem
ber) had some fine words to say about 
how simply placing the blame for the 
coup on the CIA was an attempt to ab
solve the Chilean CP of all respon
sibility for the bloodbath. It is notable, 
however, that the Guardian fails to men
tion Allende's role in fostering illusions 
in a "peaceful road to socialism" and 
the "democratic loyalties and profes
sionalism" of the armed forces. This 
abstentinn is no accident, for at no 
point during Allende's regIme did the 
Maoist Guafdia7t oppose Allende's gov
ernment, but it instead consistently 
supported the same reformists it criti
cizes today. 

Such behavior is to be expected of 

the Maoists, who simply represent a 
national variant of Stalinism and accept 
the same reformist strategy of class 
collaboration as the pro-Moscow spe
cies. Far more perniciOUS is the be
havior of those who claim to support 
Trotskyism and today label the Allende 
regime a popular front, but who took 
an opposite line when he was first 
elected. We have pointed out before that 
following Allende's election in Sep
tember 1970 the ex-Trotskyist Social
ist Workers Party similarly gave what 
amounted to de facto critical support to 
Allende: " ••• failing to recognize the 
positive elements in it [the UP govern
ment], condemning it in toto out of 
some sectarian dogmatism, would mean 
suicidal isolation." To such Johnny
come-lately "Trotskyists" the label of 
"Monday-m 0 r n i n g quarterback" can 
certainly be applied. 

SL Warns Chilean Workers 

The Spartacist League, not afraid to 
swim against the stream, was the only 
one of all the ostensibly Trotskyist or
ganizations to take a clear stand against 
the popular-front UP government from 
the beginning. Immediately after the 
1970 elections we wrote: 

"It is the most elementary duty for 
revolutionary Marxists to irreconcil
ably oppose the Popular Front in the 
election and to place absolutely no con
fidence in it in power. Any 'critical 
support' to the Allende coalition is class 
treason, paving the way for a bloody 
defeat for the Chilean working people 
when domestic reaction, abetted by in
ternational imperialism is ready." 

-SPartacist, 
November-December 1970 

The SL repeatedly warned in its press 
that this popular-front regime was 
leading to a massacre of the workers 
and peasants. In December 1972 WV 
stated: 

"Beneath the evolutionary fa cad e, 
Chilean socity has been deeply polar
ized and is building toward an explosion, 
a counterrevolutionary onslaught be
fore which the proletariat is defense
less. As the forces of repression gear 
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themselves for the confrontation and the 
petty-bourgeoisie slides into the camp 
of reaction, the working class stands 
naked, without the organs of dual power, 
without arms, without a vanguard." 

-"Pop Front Imperils 
Chilean Workers" 

And as Allende was announcing that 
"there will be no coup d'etat and no 
civil war because the great majority of 
the Chilean people reject these solu
tions" ("Allende support grows: Chile's 
right backing up?" People's World, 8 
September), the SL warned in aleaflet: 
"A bloodbath is being prepared in Chile 
as rightist forces attempt to create poli-

GAMMA 

Soldiers burning books in Santiago. 

tical and economic chaos as prepara
tion for a counterrevolutionary putsch. 
••• Only a workers revolution can pre
vent this, and the first obstacle in its 
path is the popular-front Allende gov
ernment itseU!" ("Showdown in Chile," 
4 September 1973). 

The Stalinists can prate all they want 
about "Trotskyite sectarianism" but 
they cannot ac~use us of "Monday
morning quaneroackmg": And to "rev
olutionary" organizations-such as the 
ex-Trotskyist SWP and pseudo
Trotskyist Workers League-whose op
portunist appetites and bankrupt tailist 
politics made them afraid to label the 
UP a popular front and to oppose it 
when it was popular for fear of "sui
cidal isolation," we can only reply that 
intransigent opposition to the popular 
front was the only alternative to suicide! 

Ex- Trotskyists Front for 
Stalinists 

One might think that these ex
Trotskyists would learn the error of 
their ways after the Chilean disaster. 
But this would be to underestimate the 
nature of the disease. The SWP is not 
simply "forgetting" its Trotskyism or 
"making mistakes," it is committed to 
a Pabloist methodology which leads 
directly to the complete liquidation of 
Trotskyism. And this is clearly shown 
in its response to the Chilean coup. 

The SWP's reformist 11 n e was 
graphically demonstrated at an October 
12 New York rally called by the SWP
led U.S. Committee for Aid to Latin 
American Political Prisoners (USLA). 
An endless parade of anguished lib
erals, fellow travelers and hardened 
apologists for Stalinism paraded across 
the stage without one word of protest 
from the supposed "Trotskyists" who 
built the meeting. Adam Schesch, a 
featured eye-witness reporter cur
rently on tour for USLA, viciously 
baited the "ultra-leftists" who main
tain that the CP-Allende government 
disarmed the working class. Although 
the audience was filled with SWP lum
inaries there was no answer to this 
Stalinist garbage. 

These P a b I 0 i s t renegades from 
Trotskyism naturally have an elaborate 
explanation for this anti-Marxist be
havior, speaking of a strategy of single
issue democratic demands. Thus in the 
antiwar movement they seek to bloc 
with the liberal Hartke on the slogan 
"Out Now" and in the women's move
ment they want a bloc with the liberal 
Abzug on the slogan "Repeal All Abor
tion Laws." But such mini-popular 
fronts serve only to eliminate in prac
tice the fight for the Trotskyist Tran~ 
sitional Program, replaCing it with a 
minimum program in the traditions of 
the Second International and abandoning 
the struggle for socialist revolution. _ 

Continued from page 7 

Birt,h of the 
Zionist State 
Washington. Truman became the cham
pion of the "100,000" not only because 
he did not want them in New York, but 
because he knew that Britain could 
indeed not afford another army division 
and 200 million pounds for Palestine. 
It could not even afford having one 
fifth of its army and the 35 million 
pounds it required to hold on to Pales
tine after World War II. 

The U.S. wanted to get into the Ar
ab East fast. It was afraid that the 
USSR was about to pull off another 
Czechoslovakia in Persia. Further
more, the British had joined Chaim 
Weizmann at the White House welfare 
line, and the U.S. was able to apply 
enormous economic pressure to Eng
land. By the beginning of 1947 the At
lee government had decided to wash its 
hands of Palestine and turned the 
question over to the UN. Stalin, moti
vated more by irrational Anglophobia 
than narrOw conservative bureaucratic 
Realpolitik, lined up with Truman and 
co-sponsored the partition of Palestine 
into Jewish and Arab states. (The 
price of Thermidor is that the person
nal whim of The Leader may sometimes 
be even contrary to the interests of the 
bureaucratic caste he rep res en t s.) 
Thus Stalin, who in 1929 purged and 
denounced the Palestinian Communist 
Party for not supporting the Arab po
groms and in 1936 made the PCP line up 
behind the Mufti, in 1947-48 was the 
most vigorous ally of Zionism. Mar
shall Plan bribery combined with Stal
inist betrayal led to the UN partition 
resolution passed on 29 November 1947. 
Britain then agreed to end the Mandate 
by the coming May 14. 

[TO BE CONTINUED] 
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A Left Face 
for Labourism 
opportunistically t ail backward con
sciousness among the ranks as do 
pseudo-revolutionaries. Leftward mo
tion within the ranks does not auto
matically force the leadership to the 
left; rat her that leadership may 
strengthen its ties to sections of the 
bourgeoisie to counter the radicaliza
tion of its proletarian constituency. 

More fundamentally, because it in
volves the baSic political attitudes of the 
British working class, a coalition with 
the Liberals raises the question of 
Labour's "inviolable" commitment to 
parliamentarism. The B L P' s new 
"most left-wing program ever" begins 
by stating, "We are a democratic so
cialist party ••• 0" In plain English, the 
Labour Party is committed to come to 
political office solely through winning 
an electoral maj ority. Given the weight 
of the petty bourgeoisie in the electo
rate and the control of the bourgeoisie 
over the institutions of education, cul
ture and information, it is possible that 
the Labour Party can never win an 
electoral majority running on a for
mally socialist program. 

While the working class must always 
strive to win over the middle classes, 
the institutions of socialism can only 
come about by the dictatorship of the 
proletariat-the replacement of par
liamentary rule by soviet power. With 
a possible coalition with the Liberals 
in order to attain a parliamentary ma
jority, the fundamental contradiction 
between the socialist aspirations of the 
British working class and the par
liamentary character of its party, the 
Labour Party, has rarely been more 
manifest. _ 
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