
Oppose Zionist Expansionism' 

Israeli Trotskyists Call for Hebrew/Arab 
Workers Revolution 
Editors' Note: The following is a leaf
let distributed by the Spartacistnucleus 
in Israel at a June 5 demonstration in 
Jerusalemprotesting the Zionist occu
pation of Arab territories in the 1967 
war. 

As every year since the 1967 War 
the left groups are holding a demon
stration against the occupation [of Arab 
territories]. But this year the demon
stration is taking place against the 
background of a governmental crisis, 
already several months old, the results 
of the recent [October] war and the ef
forts to arrange an imperialist deal. 

The last elections for the Knesset, 
which took place in December 1973, 
proved that the Ma'arakh [the coalition 
of the Zionist "labor" parties] has been 
weakened-receiving only 54 represen
tatives (in the previous elections they 
received 56}-and the strength of the 
Gahal [the rightist Zionist bloc headed 
by Menachim Begin] increased. This 
vote reflected a lack of confidence in 
the government, which was seen as in
efficient in organizing the war. The 
governmental crisis is occurring under 
pressure from American imperialism 
to retreat from the Sinai and from the 
Syrian Heights. 

The usual partner of the Ma'arakh 
for its coalition governments, the 
Mafdal [the National Religious Party], 
prefers not to participate in the new 
Rabin government but rather to set up a . 
"wall-to-wall" coalition with the Likud 
[a rightist b I 0 c which includes the 
Gahal]. As in 1956, under the pressure 
of American imperialism to retreat 
from the "Third Israeli Kingdom" (Ben 
Gurion's expression), the present line 
of division between the different wings 
of Zionism runs between those who ac
cept retreat under U.S. government 
pressure (to be sure, giving up as little 
territory as possible)-the wing rep
resented by Rabin and his possible 
partners in the next government, the 
Independent Liberals and the Civil 
Rights Movement (the liberal bour
geoisie)-and those who oppose any kind 
of retreat, the Likud-Mafdal, who pin 
their hopes on the replacement of Nixon 
by the Meany/Jackson wing ofthe Dem
ocratic Party. 

The Terrorist Action at Ma'alot 
Pushed the Jewish Masses 
into Begin's Arms 

The terrorist action at Ma'alot, for 
which the DPFLP [Democratic Popular 
Front for the Liberation of Palestine] 
took responsibility, was the result of a 
desire to hit at the present imperialist 
deal, and that after Hawatmeh declar
ing three months ago his desire for a 
"peace" (i.e., capitulation to imperial
ism). This action pushed the Jewish 
masses into the arms of the Gahal and 
gave the Israeli government an excuse 
for its mass murder in the Palestinian 
camps of Lebanon. 

As Leninists, the international Spar
tacist tendency of course opposes the 
imperialist deal and supports the right 
of self-determination for the Palestin
ian Arab nation. But a new reactionary 
war could not obtain the right of self
determination for the Palestinian Arab 
nation; only a proletarian revolution in 
the Near East under the leadership of 
a multi-national Bolshevik party [can 
accomplish this]. 

As Leninists we are prepared to 
give military support to the Palestin
ian masses, even when they are temp
orarily under petty-bourgeois leader
ship, if this leadership will undertake 
independent struggle against the Zion-
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ist state or the Hashemites, or the 
other Arab states. But we cannot defend 
in any way measures such as hijacking 
or murdering of children-even when 
the Israeli government has a heavy 
responsibility in this matter as well, 
by refusing to exchange the political 
prisoners for the children. Not even 
the Israeli government's vicious mass 
murder in the Lebanese Palestinian 
camps can pro v ide any retroactive 
justification for the terrorist action 
at Ma'alot. 

The War and the Israeli Left 

The new situation, in which the 
Egyptian bourgeoisie has become a 
serious competitor with Zionism as the 
keeper of imperialist order in the area, 
must lead to repercussions not only 
among the supporters of Rakah [the 
prO-Moscow Communist Party] who be
lieved in the myth of a "non-capitalist 
road" in Egypt, but also among all mil
itants of organizations such as Matzpen 
(Marxist), Matzpen (Tel Aviv) and 
Struggle, which consider themselves 
revolutionary while holding the over
simplified theory that the Zionists are 
the imperialist fortress in the area 
against the Arab nations. This theory 
is used to help them justify their sup
port to the Arab bourgeoisie in the last 
war. Among all the left groups only 
Workers Alliance (Vanguard) correctly 
defined the character of the last war as 
a reactionary war on both sides. But 
this fact is explained as a result of be
ing influenced by Zionist pressure in
stead of that of the Arab bourgeoisie. 
This was proved by its refusal to adopt 
the internationalist position of turning 
the reactionary war into a civil war, 
turning the Jewish workers against 
Zionism and the Arab workers against 
the Arab bourgeoisie. By this act [the 
Workers Alliance] proved to be part of 
the same camp of those who block the 
way of the working class to reach 
Marxism. 

Pacifist Illusions and 
Anti-Fascist Hysteria 

The new situation in the area, which 
has resulted in the growth of pacifist 
illUSions on the one hand and the 
strengthening of the [rightist] bour
geois Gahal party in Israel on the 
other, has caused the left groups to 
oscillate between chasing after pacifist 
illusions and hysteria, seeing the dan
ger of fascism everywhere. No matter 
to which side they are pushed, they are 
serving the Rakah and the petty
bourgeois leadership of the Palestin
ian and Jewish protest movements. 

Rakah is connected with the Russian 
bur e au era c y, which believes that 
"peaceful coexistence" is possible with 
imperialism,. and has as its perspective 
support for the Zionist wing which 
agrees to go to the Geneva talks (Ma'
arakh). It leads the anti-fascist hyste
ria, arguing that whoever opposes the 
imperialist deal is responsible ~or the 
fascist danger in Israel. 

But Gahal is not a fascist party, 
and its strengthening is the reflection 
of the increasing hold of the Zionist 
bourgeoisie 0 v e r the Zionist petty 
bourgeoisie. There is no fascist danger 
today in Israel. FaSCism, a movement 
of petty-bourgeois despair, can appear 
only in a situation of social criSiS, not 
merely a governmental crisis as now in 
Israel, in a situation in which the work
ing class is advancing but blocked by 
its traitorous leadership. In such a 
Situation, the petty bourgeoisie turns to 
fascism against the working class. 

We need only recall that [Jewish 
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Defense League leader Meir] Kahane's 
slate received only 0.8 percent in the 
elections to be convi.nced that there is 
no fascist danger in Israel. What is 
more, if there were a fascist danger, 
no wing of Zionism could stop it, only 
the independent mobilization of the 
working class, only the workers mil
itias could play this role. 

The Struggle group has since the 
war remained firm in its Stalinist pol
itics by supporting the new imperialist 
re-division of Palestine as "astepfor
ward." So also did Matzpen (Tel Aviv). 
The Matzpen (Marxist) group is con
nected with the revisionists of the 
United Secretariat, which for years has 
tailed after Nasserism and the petty
bourgeois Palestinian leadership (Ha
watmeh) as part ofthe strategy of petty
bourgeois guerrillaism. (Guerrilla war 
is certainly not the proletarian path.) 
With the appearance of the Jewishpro
test movement, under the leadership of 
Moti Ashkenazi and with the slogans 
of "Ministerial Responsibility" and 
"Removal of Those Responsible for the 
Failure," [Matzpen (Marxist)] jumped 
onto this bandwagon. 

Tailing after the leadership of this 
pettv-bourgeois movement, it published 
the shameless leaflet entitled "Moti, 
Be Careful," in which it spread illusions 
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about the possible "progressive" char
acter of the movement instead of strug
gling sharply against the protest move
ment leaders in order to bring potential 
militants into the revolutionary move
ment (which requires propagandizing 
the full revolutionary program). Why 
should any sane person join a grouplet 
like Matzpen if he can be a member of 
a mass "progressive" movement? 

The political line which guides this 
group [Matzpen (Marxist)], expressed 
in its action proposal for the June 5 
demonstration [against the occupation 
of Arab territories], is cooperation 
with the liberal bourgeoisie (Moked, Ha 
Olamhaze) utilizing the argument ofthe 
"fascist danger. " This line is, of 
course, the line of the "anti-fascist 
front," i.e., the popular front. The only 
reason why [Matzpen (Marxist)] does 
not already have support for or entry 
into a popular front on its record is the 
political situation in Israel and not its 
political line. It is a fact that it accepts 
the [Front Communiste Revolu
tionnaire] in France as a model, while 
the [FCR] supports the popular front 
of Mitterrand. 

The Workers Alliance (Vanguard) 
is dOing its part to spread pacifist il
lusions by publishing the leaflet "Let's 
Hear the Voice of the youth for a Truly 
Just Peace Between Nations." This 
Stalinist formulation hides from the 
working class the fact that peace is 
possible only after the working class 
takes power. In the center of its pro
paganda is the organization of a re
formist labor party and a democratic 
constituent assembly as the solution to 
national oppreSSion, an approach which 
is nothing but open Menshevism imply
ing the possibility of a bourgeois solu
tion to the national question. 

Lately, it has jumped into the swamp 
of "Arab revolution" theories, the horse 
whose tail it is grabbing being Habash 
(PFLP) in contrast to Matzpen (Marx
ist) which was tailing Haw at m e h 
[DP F L P]. These two "Trotskyist" 
groups together are ready to spread 
any kind of illusion, but not to raise 
the central issue of the unification of 
the working class against the state 
power. Behind the pacifist illusions 
that the left (from Rakah to Vanguard) 
is spreading hides the danger of a new 
war that no kind of halfway measures, 
no kind of class collaboration will be 
able to avoid. Only the united struggle 
of the Arab and Jewish working class 
under the leadership of a multi-national 
proletarian vanguard party, which will 
take power in all the Near Eastern 
countries and which will build a Near 
Eastern socialist federation as a part 
of a socialist world, can put an end to 
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parties-in which he can "squeeze" 
even more.) 

By adhering to a perspective of 
coalitionism, the NDP e f f e c t i vel y 
throws up an absolute barrier to adopt
ing any policies opposed to the interests 
of its bourgeois Liberal allies. 

But for Lewis and Co., coalition with 
the Liberals acts as a buffer, pro
tecting the NDP brass from demands 
by the ranks to carry out policies in 
the interests of labor. To any serious 
demand for a class-struggle policy they 
would logically reply-, "But that would 
be unacceptable to our 'coalition part
ners and would bring down the govern
ment." And they are right. It is for 
this reason that popular fronts, even 
though often accompanied by an up
surge in mass struggle, tie the workers 
to the class enemy and represent a 
barrier to the emancipation of the 
working class instead of a step for
ward. This is the tragic lesson of Chile. 

Militants in the Canadian trade un
ions must take up the fight to pass mo
tions in their locals demanding that 
the NDP repudiate its past practice of 
coalitionism as a condition for labor 
support in the elections. Only those 
NDP candidates who repudiate and 
pro m is e to vote against the NDP
Liberal "corridor coalition" should be 
given labor support in the current 
election. While the NDP remains de
pendent upon the unions for both elec
toral and financial support, its practice 
of coalitionism undercuts the very 
principle of independent working-class 
political action. 

LSA, RMG Call for Votes to 
New Democrats 

Two ostensibly Trotskyist organi
zations in Canada, the League for 
Socialist Action/Ligue Soc i a lis t e 
Ouvriere (LSA/LSO), sympathetic to 
the reformist Socialist Workers Party 
in the U.S., and the Revolutionary 
Marxist Group, sympathetic to the 
SWP's factional opponents within the 
"United Secretariat" (the European ma
jority of Mandel and Frank), both urge 
a policy of "critical support" to the 
NDP in the elections. 

At the same time, while neither of 
these two tendencies has in the past 
found it expedient to comment upon the 
NDP-Liberal bloc in their respective 
presses, both now denounce this coali
tion in a ritualistic manner. Hence, 
after sarcastically wondering why the 
NDP "was so proud to be the sole prop 
of the Liberals," the RMG hastens to 
add, "But one should not judge these 
gentlemen on the basis of past associa
tions alone" (0 ld MoleElection Special, 
June 1974). 

One can easily understand why the 
RMG would not want to judge the NDP 
"on the basis of past associations 
alone"-because if you judge from the 
New Democrats' actions in the last 
year and a half, then the RMG is in 
effect calling for votes for a new" cor
ridor coalition" or worse! But where 
is the evidence that the NDP leader
ship has in any way changed its orien
tation and brnkpn frl1rr' the Liberals 
and coalitionism? There is none. Lewis' 
intentions to continue in this path are 
blatantly obvious from his campaign, 
which is based on his achievements in 
"squeezing" Trudeau for the last 18 
months. 

The LSAfor its part is more graphic: 

"In the federal parliament, the NDP 
caucus kept the Liberals in office for a 
year and a half. They supported in
creases in the price of oil; they called 
on railway workers to obey the gov
ernment's strikebreaking 1 a w; they 
voted for legislation to maintain the 
army and police forces. The)' subor
dinated the independence of labor to 
'making parliament work'-while even 
LewiS admits that big bUSiness, not 
parliament, rules Canada." 

-Labor Challenge, 10 June 1974 

But for the LSA this is simply a "mis
take." Hence they have written a long 
article on "Why NDP Erred in Support
ing Liberals. n 

Both the RMG and the LSA are run
ning candidates in the current elections. 
What is striking is the Similarity of 
the programs of these two factional op
ponents within the "United Secretariat, " 
and the fact that these two affiliates of 
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the purportedly" democratic centralist n 

USec (the LSA is the official section, 
the RMG a sympathizing organization) 
have mainta~ned an utter silence about 
each other's campaigns. 

The RMG, of course, tries to project 
a "leftist" image. "For the Working 
Class There Are No Parliamentary 
Solutions!" bellows the Old Mole Elec
tion Special. But the electoral program 
of the s e international partisans of 
"armed struggle" turns out to be no 
more than a hOdgepodge of militant 
trade-union demands spiced up with a 
few slogans lifted from the Transitional 
Program, capped by the RMG's vague 
"maximum program n -a "revolutionary 
transformauun UI \..,.anadlan soclety" and 
the need "to re-orient the labour move
ment tow a r d s socialist objectives: 
that is, the exercise of political power 
by the working class and the creation of 
a socialized, planned economy n (0 ld 
Mole Election Special, June 1974 [orig
inal emphasis J). To top it all off, the 
RMG issued an election disclaimer dis
sociating itself from the Stalinist va
rieties of "socialism n in the Soviet 
Union and Eastern Europe, while curi
ously "neglecting" to add that it stands 
for unconditional mil ita r y defense 
of the deformed workers states in the 
face of imperialist attack. RMG can
didate Bret Smiley justified this at a 
press conference, stating that defense 
of the USSR was not "posed" at this 
time and justified the disclaimer by 
pointing to Toronto's large East Euro
pean population who would misunder
stand th'e call for socialism. The most 
generous thing that can be said of this 
young man and his close supporters is 
that someday they will likely be promi
nent leaders in the NDP-a la Willy 
Brandt. 

Amusingly enough, the RMG's os
tensible rivals for the mantle of Pab
loite revisionism in Canada, the LSA, 
managed to come up with an electoral 
program, which while not qualitatively 
different than that advanced by the 
RMG, was nonetheless in some aspects 
to the left of the RMG's. Thus, the 
RMG speaks vaguely of the need to 
"re-orient the labour movement to
wards socialist objectives, n just like 
any self-respecting Sunday socialist of 
the Second International. For Lenin 
and Trotsky the demand for workers 
control was a ,slogan to mobilize the 
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.. . UAW Convention 
Edith Fox to the convention, called for 
union reform and support for the Farm 
Workers. However, it also endorsed 
CLUW (Coalition of Labor Union Wo
men), which is both highly bureau
cratic (headed by former UAW vice 
president Olga Madar) and anti-Farm 
Worker (in order to appease the Team
sters). The Fox group called for "30 
for 40" and a labor party in its conven
tion election campaign, but dropped both 
of these demands in its campaign for 
local office, during which it joined forc
es with an incumbent financial sec
retary whom it had earlier criticized. 

Phony Brotherhood Demonstration 

A demonstration was called on the 
first day of the convention, ostensibly 
by the Brotherhood Caucus, which is 
currently in power at Fremont General 
Motors, and the UNC. This was strongly 
supported in a special "auto supple
ment" of the Call, paper of the Maoist 
October League. However, when they 
found that it was backed by "radicals, n 

most of the UNC andBrotherhoodlead
ers boycotted the demonstration. About 
100 picketed. 

According to the Call, one of the 
purposes of the demonstration was to 
raise the issue of layoffs. The Call 
supplement opposes Woodcock's de
mand for quotas on foreign imports, 
despite the fact that the BrotherhoOd 
leadership itself actively supports re
actionary protectionist legislation! 

This reflected a growing split in the 
BrotherhoOd. The elements supported 

workers for a struggle leading to the 
seizure of power. But for the RMG, 
workers control means only "No auto
mation without full disclosure of the 
plans to the workers before imple
mentation" and "Workers veto power 
over speed-up, changes in production 
t e c h n i que and automation. ". The 
LSA, however, at least calls lor na
tionalization of chemical, communica
tions, food and transport industries 
under workers control. 

Yet the political bankruptcy of the 
LSA is evident in its call to "Elect 
an NDP Government," w hen it is 
perfectly aware that the current lead
ership of the NDP is firmly committed 
to the policy of forming a coalition 
government with the bourgeoisie; is 
firmly committed to subordinating the 
independence of the labor movement to 
"making parliament work." The LSA 
call for an NDP government committed 
to socialist poliCies is not a call directed 
at expuslllg the NDP as an Obstacle to 

the realization of the socialist revo
lUtion, but reflects the illusion of the 
LSA that the road to socialism lies 
precisely through an NDP government 
"committed to socialist pOlicies." In
deed, the LSA reduces the Transitional 
Program to apprOximately the same 
watered-down formulae advanced by the 
RMG in the hop~' that they will prove 
acceptable to any "left-wing" members 
of the' NDP and aid in pressuring a 
rot ten right-wing social-democratic 
party to the left. 

But in spite of the programmatiC 
eclecticism and opportunist intent of 
both the RMG's and LSA's electoral 
campaigns and in spite of their advo
cacy of support to the NDP in the 
current elections (notwithstanding the 
NDP's policy of coalitionism with the 
Liberals), the SL urges a policy of 
highly critical support to the candidates 
of these formations in the cur r e n t 
Canadian elections as they represent 
an attempt to present an alternative, 
wretched to be sure, to the explicit 
class collaboration of the NDP. 

One thing at least, these fake-Trot
skyist groups do demonstrate: the ut
terly unprincipled character of the 
Mandel-Hansen "United" Secretariat 
and the urgent necessity to construct 
an authentic Canadian Trotskyist or
ganization, section of the reborn Fourth 
International. _ 

by the OL cling to the conception of 
the Brotherhood as a "people power" 
oppOSition, when in fact the latter is 
simply a bureaucratic clique which no 
longer has need of the hypocritical 
"left" image that got it elected. The 
Brotherhood played no active oppo
sitional role on the convention floor. 

The demonstration was more of a 
side show than a serious opposition 
because of its lack of any real program
matic alternatives. The organizers of 
the demonstration refused to allow sup
porters of the Spartacist League to join 
the line, giving no grounds other than 
hostility to the Spartacist League itself. 

It was lett to the CMUAW to provide 
meaningful programmatic alternatives. 
Members of the Committee picketed 
with signs calling for a union hiring 
hall to combat racial and sexual dis
crimination, for international working
class solidarity instead of import quo
tas and a workers party to fight for a 
workers government. The Committee 
also supported the demand for a break 
with the Histadrut, and called for vic
tory to Arah and Israeli workers. 

CP-Backed Caucus Votes for 
Woodcock 

The Auto Workers Action Caucus, a 
newly-formed grouping backed by the 
Communist Party, demonstrated con
clusively that it is not any kind of oppo
sition but a servile pressure group. In 
opposing Woodcock's three-year term 
propos'al, Caucus chairman Las k e r 
Smith pointed out specifically that he 
opposed the proposal but not the leader
ship. In the elections for officers, both 
Smith and Norman Roth, President of 
Local 6 (Melrose Park, Illinois) and 
another AWAC leader, voted for the 
"Woodcock Team"! -
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Israeli Trotskyists ... 
the national oppression as well as break 
the bloody chain of reactionary wars. 

The National Question and the 
Permanent Revolution 

Despite the reactionary nature of the 
Israeli state, it is clear that there 
exists a group with a common culture, 
common political economy and terri
torial concentration which fulfill the 
Marxist criteria for a nation. Recog
nizing the right of self-determination 
for the Hebrew-speaking Jewish nation 
(not all the Jews in the world) is 
necessary to any democratic solution 
of the national question. 

The Palestinian nation must not pay 
the price of the tragedy of fascism in 
Europe, just as the Hebrew-speaking 
nation must not pay the price of the 
Zionist crimes. Two nations with the 
same equal rights exist in the same 
geographical territory. Any denial of 
the equal rights of the two nations only 
aids the spread of the nationalist poison. 

Socialists must call for a bi-national 
workers state as part of a multi
national socialist federation of the Near 
East. But we cannot force this solu
tion. The Arab and Jewish masses 
must be convinced that this is the 
correct answer. And although Leninists 
must argue that a solution of two 
separate workers states would be fool
ish and even reactionary, in the case 
that the masses choose a solution of 
two different workers states we would 
support this as well. It is clear that in 
such a situation the Jewish workers 
state would be smaller than the present 
Zionist Israeli state. 

At the same time Jewish workers 
have a speCial responsibility, since 
their ruling class is responsible for 
the 0 p pre s s ion of the Palestinian 
masses, to demonstrate solidarity with 
their Palestinian brothers through a 
political struggle against the reign of 
colonialism, racialism, religious na
tionalism and territorial expansion. 
Any kind of economist approach which 
avoids this struggle is the best help 
that socialists can give to the Zionists 
or Arab nationalism. 

We must struggle against Arab na
tionalism to the same extent as against 
Zionist nationalism. As Leninists we 
understand that the nationalism of the 
Palestinians is a deformed expression 
of opposition against national oppres
sion, but any kind of nationalism is 
reactionary because it hides the cutting 
line between the classes, between the 
oppressors and the oppressed. Any kind 
of support for Arab nationalism is 
simply supporting the oppression of the 
Arab masses by their rulers. 

The conclusions of the theory of 
permanent revolution are completely 
clear in the Near East. There is no 
national solution under capitalism; a 
truly democratic solution for the na
tional oppression, not only of the Pal
estinians but of the Kurds and the blacks 
in south Sudan, is possible only under 
a victorious proletarian revolution. 
The struggle against national oppres
sion must lead to a revolutionary over
throw of capitalism. Any other ap
proach, in the name of any kind of 
"tactics," is no more than a barrier 
to the revolutionary path of the inter
national working class. 
DOWN WITH REACTIONARY ZIONIST 
AND ARAB NATIONALISM! 
FOR THE MULTI-NATIONAL BOL
SHEVIK PARTY OF THE NEAR EAST! 
FOR THE REBIRTH OF THE FOURTH 
INTERNATIONAL! 
FOR NATIONAL LIBERATION 
THROUGH THE PERMANENT REVO
LUTION! 
FOR THE RIGHT OF SELF
DETERMINATION OF THE PALES
TINIAN ARAB NATION AND THE JEW
ISH HEBREW -SPEAKING NATION! 
FOR A BI-NATIONAL WORKERS 
STATE IN PALESTINE! 
FOR A MULTI-NATIONAL SOCIALIST 
FEDERATION OF THE NEAR EAST! 
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