Part 2/ The 1948 War

Editor's note: The first part of this ar=
ticle was printed in WV No. 33, 22 No=
vember 1973. In the ensuing peviod the
Spartacist League has undevtaken in-
ternal discussion on the national ques=-
tion as it applies to intevpenetrated
peoples genevally and the Near East in
particular, In the course of this discus=
sion we have veviewed ouv eavliev posi-
tion on the 1948 Awvab=Isvael war,
which is found in Spartacist No.1l,
Mavrch=April 1968,

The establishment of the Zionist
state of Israel was one of the conse-
quences of the dissolution of the Brit-
ish Empire following wWorld War II.
Six years of imperialist war in Europe
and the Far East had drained the re-
sources of the leading colonial power
to the point of bankruptcy, engendering
mounting social crisis in England and
setting the colonies aflame with in-
dependence struggles.

The British working class demon-
strated its "gratitude"™ for Winston
Churchill's "victory™ over Germanim-
perialism by sweeping him out of of-
fice in the 1945 elections. After a gen-
eration in opposition the Labour Party,
with CiementAttleeas Prime Minister
and Ernest Bevin (a right-winger within
the party) as Foreign Secretary,
crossed over to the government benches
on July 17. Bevin soon made clear the
new government's intention to fully en-
force the 1939 "White Paper® on Pales-
tine, which restricted Jewishimmigra-
tion. Detention camps were established
in Cyprus for captured illegal immi-
grants and additional British troops
were dispatchea to police the Palestine
Mandate area.

Battle Over Immigration

During World War II the Hagannah,
armed wing of the Jewish Agency, and
the Irgun, a rightist Zionist commando
group, made a truce with the British.
The so-called Stern Gang, which had
a reputation as fascists within the Zion-
ist spectrum, split with the Irgun over
the truce and continued guerrilla opera-
tions throughout the war.

With the end of World War II and
Bevin's moves to restrict Jewish im-
migration to Palestine, the Hagannah
and Irgun resumed commando opera-
tions. In October 1945 they cut the
Palestine railway systemin153places,
totally disrupting traffic. On 20 Feb-
ruary 1946 a coordinated attack by the
Zionist armed forces hit the Mount
Carmel radar station, three RAF air-
fields (destroying 15 planes) and a
multitude of police posts. On June 16,
the Hagannah elite force, the Palmach,
knocked out all bridges and rail lines
that crossed the Palestine border. The
British responded by occupying Jewish
Agency offices and conducting mass
arrests. The Zionists, in turn, re-
taliated by blowing up British military
headquarters in Jerusalem's King
David Hotel on July 22, killing 80
English, Arabs and Jews.

As the struggle between the Zionists
and the British dragged out during the
next two years, the Mandate govern-
ment ordered mass dragnets and ar-
rests, cordoning off whole cities and
placing thousands of suspects in deten-
tion camps in Palestine. Additional
thousands of "illegal immigrants™ were
confined in the Cyprus camps. The
razin conilict centered on this question
~{ namigration from Europe.

The prospective Jewish immigrants
were hardly the typical picture of fat,
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arrogant, imperialist-bribed colonial-
ists bred on Kipling's "white man's
burden.” Rather, they werethe wretch-
ed survivors of the Nazi occupation
who were T"liberated" by the Allies
only to have their concentration camps
converted into "displaced persons”
camps. At the end of World War II,
these camps in West Germany held
over 100,000 Jews; but the outbreak
of pogroms in Poland and the Balkans
during the summer of 1946 swelled the
numbers in these camps to a quarter
million,
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June 1956). Far from opposing the
discriminatory immigration quotas,
Rabbi Wise (a leading Zionist) had
testified in 1939 congressional hear-
ings, "I have heard no sane person
propose any departure or deviation
from existing lawsnowinforce™ (ibid,)!
The reasons were obvious: if hundreds
of thousands of European Jews came to
America, then hopes for a Jewish Pai-
estine would be shattered.

U.S. Imperialism Replaces
Britain

Shortly after World War II there
was a sharp recession, especially acute
in England, which bottomed at the be-
ginning of 1947. Domestic social/eco-
nomic crisis suddenly awakened the
Labour government to the fact that it
could no longer afford to police the
British Empire. In the Mandate area
England had some 80,000 regular troops
and 16,000 policemen, along with the
British-trained, British-officered and
British-equipped Transjordanian Arab
Legion, all of which representedacon-
siderable drain on the budget.

In rapid succession the government
announced on January 28 that Britain
was leaving Burma, on Februay 18 that
the Palestinian question would be sub-
mitted to the UN and on February 20
that His Majesty’s troops would pull
out of India no later than June 1948.
The next day the British ambassador
to the U.S. informed Secretary of State
Marshall that England could not con-
tinue to supply military aid to Greece.
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Why, then, did the U.S. support
partition? The international Zionist
lobby was strident; but it was certainly
not strong enough to get Truman to
support a policy counterposed to U.S.
imperialist interests in the region.
Truman's desire for the "Jewish vote”
in the 1948 elections no doubt played
a role as well, though it also was not

decisive. He certainly can have felt
no sympathy for the thousands of "dis-
placed persons” in Europe or else he
would have Opened U.S. borders to
them.

Stalin evidently supported partition
at this point in the conviction that it
would further disintegrate the British
presence in the Near East. But while
the U.S. was moving in to replace the
British, it is doubtful that Truman
wished to step up the pace (considering
the unrest in France and Italy, not to
mention nearby Greece). The main
interest of U.S. imperialism in the
creation of a Zionist state in Palestine
was, rather, as a contributing force
to balkanizing the Near East and as a
lightning rod to deflect the aroused
national and class aspirations of the
Arab fellahin and proletariat.

Partition

When the UN passed the partition
resolution on 29 November 1947 there
were some 600,000 Jews and 1.2 million
Arabs in Palestine. Contrary to the
story-book propaganda image of hardy
Zionist pioneers hoeing the land on
isolated kibbutzim, in fact over half
the Jewish population was concentrated
in three large cities: 150,000 in Tel
Aviv, 100,000 in New Jerusalem and
80,000 in Haifa.

These cities and others were either
"mixed™ (such as Haifa, which had
70,000 Arab residents) or were adja-

:

Arab civilians fleeing Haifa following Hagannah

cent to Arab cities (such as the 70,000
Arabs living next door to Tel Aviv in
Jaffa). The proposed "Jewish state"
had every major city, including the
port cities of Haifa and Tel Aviv and
the Arab city of Jaffa, except for
Jerusalem which was "international-
ized." Further, the Zionist state would
include the best citrus lands (and was
expected to pay the Arab state 4 mil-
lion pounds yearly in consequence).

At the time partition was announced,
the Jews owned only 6 percent of the
land in Palestine; under the UN-
approved plan they were to get 55
percent of the total area. The Zionist
state would encompass 538,000 Jews
and 397,000 Arabs, while the Arab
state included some 804,000 Arabs
and only 10,000 Jews. No wonder the
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Zionists rejoiced over partition while
the Palestinian Arabs cursed it.

Inter-Communal Conflict

Immediately following the UN par-
tition vote inter-communal strife in-
tensified sharply. In "mixed" cities
sniping went on around the clock.
Between cities, supply convoys were
regularly ambushed. 50 Jews and 50
Arabs a week died from this irregu-
lar warfare. The Grand Mufti called
(from Damascus) for a general strike
after the announcement of the UN
resolution. But it was totally ineffec-
tive as the Zionists lived behind the
walled fortress of their closed econo-
my. The Mufti also’ called upon his
"Home Guard,” ncoeminally 50,000
strong, to rise up in arms. Butthe only
arms they possessed were ancient
firearms of dubious usefulness, and
much of their time was taken up by
shootouts with other "Guards"™ who
supported effendis antagonistic to the
Mufti.

One of the most unfortunate as-
pects of the inter-communal fighting
which followed on the heels of the UN
partition vote was that it spread even
to the few areas, like the Haifa docks
and oil refineries, where there had
been a long tradition of common Arab
and Jewish class struggle. Christmas
was "celebrated" in Palestine in 1947
with an orgy of bomb throwing, sniping
and ambushes, especially in Haifa and
the ™"no-man’'s land" between Jaffa
and Tel Aviv, resulting in more than
100 deaths. On December 30, members
of the Irgun threw bombs from a pass-
ing vehicle into a group of Arab work-
ers standing at the gates of a Haifa oil
refinery, killing 6 and wounding 47.
Arab workers in the plant then attacked
Jewish workers with knives and pick-
axes, killing 41 and wounding 15.

Enter the Arab League

The British-sponsored Arab League
met in Cairo from December 12 to 17.
While each member state truculently
denounced the Zionists and championed
the cause of the Palestinians and Arab
unity, nonetheless each was interested
oniy in how much of Palestine 1t might
carve out for itself—and in preventing
its fellow members from carving out
too much.

The meeting was called at the ini-
tiative of the Iraqi prime minister
Salah Jabr, who was the most radical
in his rhetoric and proposals, calling
for immediate armed intervention. Jabr
knew he was sitting on a volcano of
social unrest at home and needed the
diversion a "Holy War" against
Zionism would bring. But he was too
late. Following the publication of anew
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defense treaty with Britain on January
16, huge student demonstrations broke
out, followed by workers and unem-
ployed taking to the streets. Conse-
quently, throughout the 1948 Arab-
Israel war most of the Iraqi army
was tied upinkeeping order in Baghdad.

King Abdullah of Transjordan was
the sole surviving son of the sherif
of Mecca and dreamed of undoing the
historic injustice done to his side of
the royal family in the Versailles
Treaty. As a first step to reestab-
lishing a Greater Syria under Hashe-
mite rule he was intent on capturing
the part of Palestine allotted to the
Arabs, especially Jerusalem, the third-
ranking "Holy City" of Islam and a suit-
able site for his throne. Syria, too,
may have dreamed of a reborn Greater
Syria, yet it had but one poorly equipped
division while Abdullah had the crack
Arab Legion.,

The Grand Mufti of Jerusalem quite
naturally wanted no regular armies to
intervene, especially Abdullah's, for
the Hashemite kingdom could only be
built at the Mufti's expense. Instead
he wanted equipment for his irregu-
lars. It was finally decided to train
and equip some 3,000 volunteers, the
"Arab Liberation Army," under Fawzi
el-Kaukji, a veteran of the guerrilla
fighting following the 1936 general
strike in Palestine and of the pro-
Axis military coup in Iraq in 1941,

Such byzantine negotiations could
naturally not ignore the Zionists. In
November 1947, prior to the Cairo
meeting of the Arab League, Abdullah
had already had a secret meeting with
Golda Meyerson (Meir) representing
the Jewish Agency, in which he confided
to her his plans for occupying those
parts of Palestine designated for the
Arabs, because "we both have a common
enemy who will obstruct our plans—
the Mufti." Likewise, in January 1948
Kaukji met with a Jewish Agency rep-
resentative at his headquarters incen-
tral Palestine and promised neither to
attack the Jews nor to come to the aid
of the pro-Mufti Palestinianirregulars.
While he broke the former part of his
promise, attacking several settlements
in the Galilee, he scrupulously kept
the second part.

Flight of the Palestinian Arabs

While the period of December 1947
to March 1948 was largely marked by
inter-communal strife and diplomatic
negotiating between the Arab states,
the dominant aspect of April and early
May was a concerted drive by the Zion-
ists to secure their lines of communica-
tion and, subsequently, to drive out the
Arabs from areas allotted to the Jews
under partition, That the Zionists in-
tended at the beginning to carry out such
a mass expulsion is doubtful, but they
certainly took advantage of the panic
which set in amongthe Arab population.

On April 9 the Irgun launched its
notorious massacre at Deir Yassin,
killing 254 Arabs, most of them un-
armed. The remaining 150 villagers
were dumped into trucks and paraded
through Jewish sections of Jerusalem.
While the Jewish Agency expressed its
"disgust™ at Deir Yassin in a cable to
King Abdullah, nonetheless this atrocity
was exploited by the Jewish Agency and
the Hagannah to induce terror and
flight.

In Haifa on April 22 the Hagannah
launched a large-scale assault which
overran important government build-
ings and occupied key sections of the
Arab quarters. The Hagannah demanded
that Arabs turn over all arms, that all
non-Palestinians (Syrians, Iraqis, etc.)
be handed over for trial and detention,
and recognition of Jewish control over
the entire city. Instead of submittingto
these onerous terms, the Arab popula-
tion evacuated the city. Three days
later the Irgun launched a well-armed
attack on the Arab city of Jaffa. While
the Jewish Agency disclaimed respon-

sibility for this attack, when the Irgun
disintegrated and its advance was
stopped,
rescue and 70,000 Arabs had toflee,

Thus, even before the proclamation
of the Zionist sfate, the Palestinian
"refugee problem" had been created.
More than 300,000 Arabs had fled to
exile as a result of Zionist terror,
inadequate or non-existent Palestinian
leadership and (in some places) ex-
hortations by the "Arab Liberation
Army" to clear battle areas around the
"mixed cities.”

Proclamation of Israel and
the Arab Armies’ Invasion

As the last British troops embarked
on May 14 the State of Israel was pro-
claimed by the Jewish Agency leaders.
The next day the armies of five Arab
states crossed the borders intoformer
Mandate Palestine. It is important to
have a clear picture of the military
situation at this point in order to judge
whether the ensuing struggle was, as
the Zionists (and Stalin) claimed, a war
of national liberation or, on the con-
trary, a war of national expansion on
the part of Israel.

In the first place, British troops
were no longer a factor. This meant
that, except in the north around Galilee,
the only effective military forcesinthe
former Mandate area were those of the
Zionists. The Arab Legion, the main op-
ponent of the Hagannah in the early
fighting, had to cross the Jordan River
and travel some 80-90 miles before
making contact with the Zionist forces
around Jerusalem. Thus much of the
action in the early days of the 1948 war
consisted of the Hagannah expanding the
area of its control, filling the vacuum
created by the departure of the British.

Secondly, the balance of military
forces was roughly even., As of May 15
the Hagannah had mobilized approxi-
mately 25,000 regulars, who faced
10,000 Egyptians, 4,500 Arab Legion-
naires, 7,000 Syrians, 3,000 Iraqis and
3,000 Lebanese, for a total of 27,500 on
the Arab side. The Arab armies were
initially better equipped, but the Zion-
ists had the advantage of short lines of
communications and tight defenselines
in a country the size of Vermont.

Most important of all, however, the
Zionist command was (more or less)
unified while each Arab army pursued
an independent and often contradictory

Motorcycle scouts of the Arab Volunteer Armies.

the Hagannah came to its .
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policy. The final Arab invasion plans
had designatedIraqi general Nur ad-Din
Mahmoud as "Commander of the Regu-
lar and Irregular Forces for the Saving
of Palestine.” He was supposed to lead
a coordinated pincer attack inthe north
combined with blocking maneuvers in
the south, with the objective of capturing
Haifa. However, on May 13 Abdullah
informed the other members of the Arab
League that he was tobe supreme com-
mander himself and was not interested
in Haifa but Jerusalem. Consequently
all plans were changed, throwing the
Arab armies into chaos, and a superior
military strategy was scotchedinfavor
of one that had as its highest objective
making Abdullah King of Jerusalem. As
he had repeatedly told the Zionists, Ab- -
dullah had no interest in occupying the
Jewish districts; not once during the
war did he attempt to do so.

The actuai fighting during the first
four weeks of the war (May 15 to June
11) centered on lines of communication
with Jerusalem. Because of Zionist mil-
itary effectiveness, the lack of coordin-
ation of the Arab armies and the main
Arab contender's exclusive interest in
occupying the non-Jewish areas, the
physical existence of the Jewish com-
munity in Palestine was never inques-
tion during the course of the fighting.

After four weeks of fighting the Arab
Legion held Latrun, a strategic point
blocking the main road from Tel Aviv
to Jerusalem; however, the Hagannah
had managed to bypass the area by
building a new road. General Glubb's
Legionnaires had also taken Sheikh
Jarrah, a village whose only impor-
tance was that it was midway between
New Jerusalem and Mt. Scopus. And
they had occupied the "Old City" of
Jerusalem whose significance was
purely religious and symbolic. The
Iragi army took Jenin, from where
they did not budge for the rest of the
war. The Egyptians took three settle-
ments in the Negev, Militarily, the first
round was a stand-off.

The UN-imposed four-week truce
lasted from June 11 to July 9 and was
uséd by both sides to resupply their
forces. The Arab states expandedtheir
troop commitments by 15,000 men. But
it was the Zionists who benefitted most
from the lull, Reflecting Russian policy,
which considered the Israeli strugglea
progressive anti-imperialist war of
national liberation, Czechoslovakia de-

continued on page 10
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1948 War

livered substantial numbers of arms
and an entire airfield. From the U.S.
and England the Zionists obtained
bombers and fighters.

By the end of the truceperiodIsrael
had achieved clear military advantage,
and in the ensuing "Ten Day Offensive”
it proceeded to maul Kaukji's Arab Lib-
eration Army in the Galilee and capture
Ramleh, Lydda and adjacent Arab vil-
lages in central Palestine. Wherever
the Hagannah advanced into Arab ter-
ritory the civilian population was ex-
pelled and their homes and villages
bulldozed and blown up. By the end of
October more than 472,000 Arabs had

beyond replacing Nixon with Ford.

The real political activities of the
AFL-CIO bureaucracy lately have not
centered on forcing impeachment
(Meany couldn't care less about that),
but on electing the so-called "veto-
proof” (i.e., overwhelmingly Demo-
cratic) Congress. The end purpose of
Meany's present maneuvers is to elect
the militaristic, virulently anti-Soviet
Henry Jackson in 1976 and re-establish
the old Cold War liberal/labor/Dixie-
crat coalition. Related to this goal are
his efforts to draw the Wallace forces
into the mainstream of the Democratic
Party.

For New Elections and a
Labor Candidate

The response to Watergate by most
of the ostensibly revolutionary left
has simply been to tail after theliberal
Democratic and Meanyite backers of
impeachment—except for Tim Wohl-
forth's Workers League which recently
joined the Republicans in pushing for
resignation (Bulletin, 7 May). Had the
left responded instead by demanding
that the unions force immediate presi-
dential elections and field a labor
candidate, this would have been both
a serious attack on the Meany/Abel/
Woodcock bureaucracy and on the
structural bonapartism built into
American bourgeois "democracy."
Such a demand could win great popu-
larity, for Gerald Ford is hardly more
popular among union ranks than Nixon
himself. And rather than feigning heart
attacks over Nixon's language, the task
of revolutionary socialists is to focus
on Nixon's real crimes against the
working masses. Impeachment is not
enough!

Play the Watergate Tapes in Full
on Nationwide Radio!

Abolish the Secret Political Police
(FBI, CIA)!

Abolish the Standing Army and Iis
Officer Corps! For a Workers Militia
Based on the Trade Unions!

For Labor Action to Force
mediate Presidential Elections!
a Workers Candidate.

Break With the Republicans and
Democrats—Dump Meany/Woodcock—
For a Workers Party Based on the
Trade Unions! Forward to a Workers
Government! m
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been driven off their land and into
exile.

After a second truce which lasted
from July 18 to October, the Zionists
concentrated on wiping out the Egyptian
positions in the Negev and mopping up
the Galilee. At the end of the fighting
in early 1949 they had occupied all the
territory allotted to the Jews under the
UN partition plan and, in addition, had
taken the eastern Galilee, parts of cen-
tral Palestine (including the new city of
Jerusalem) and parts of the Negev.
Egypt took the Gaza strip and Trans-
jordan got the West Bank. Abdullah,
despite some battlefield reverses, now
fulfilled his lifelong dream and crowned
himself King of (a part of) Jerusalem
and the (partially) restored Hashemite
Kingdom. Not to be outdone, Egypt set
an "Arab Government of Palestine

the Gaza strip.

{Hebrew Nation in Palestine?

he 1948 war established the frame-
work in which the subsequent Arab-
Israeli conflicts occurred. For this
reason alone it requires careful study
by revolutionary socialists. In addition
to the obvious question of what position
should be taken by Marxists in this
conflict, it raises a number of other
important political issues: Were the
Jews in Palestine a nation? If so, do
Leninists support their right to self-
determination? Was the 1948 war an ap-
plication of this right? And, more gen-
erally, what is the significance of self-
determination for interpenetrated
peoples?

Certainly by 1948 the Jewish-Zionist
communities of Palestine had achieved
one of their goals, having constituted
a distinct national entity. (The point at
which this occurred canbe placed at the
defeat of the 1936-39 Arab general
strike and uprising, after which the
Palestinian Jews had a functioning
closed economy, essentially indepen-
dent of the Arab communities. This
separation laid the basis for the devel-
opment of the Jewish economy during
the second World War, when the isola-
tion of Palestine compelled the devel-
opment of entire new industries.) We
say this as recognition of an accom-
plished fact, not implying "approval”
of any kind.

Lenin and Trotsky resolutely op-
posed the bourgeois ideology of Zion-
ism and opposed Jewish settlement in
Palestine. But a nation is not a meta-
physical moral category; it is a social
category with a material content. Sta-
lin's pamphlet, Marxism and the Na~-
tional Question, written in 1913 when
he was still a Bolshevik and under
Lenin's guidance, defines anationinthe
following terms: "A nation is a histor-
iscally evolved, stable community of
people, formed on the basis of a com=
mon language, territory, economic life,
and psychological make-up manifested
in a common culture” [emphasis in
original]. This definition explicitly de-
nied that European Jews constituted a
nation. They were considered by Stalin
and Lenin to be either assimilated (as
in Western Europe) or an oppressed
caste (as in Russia and Eastern Eu-
rope generally).

The Zionists also understood that for
dispersed European Jewry, a "people




without land," the formation of a nation
was impossible without finding a cor-
responding "land without people™—or
one that could be turned intoa land with-
out people through forced expulsion of
the native inhabitants. This is what they
proceeded to doin Palestine, first push-
ing the Arab fellahin off the land (bought
from the feudal landowners), then con-
structing a closed economy of the Jew-
ish communities and, finally, in 1948
proceeding to conquer the greater part
of Mandate Palestine with an army
organized prior to Partition, and to
expel the majority of its Arab
population.

Out of the destruction of European
Jewry by Hitler (without whose aid the
Zionists would have gone the way of the
Shakers and other utopian sects) and at
the expense of the Palestinian Arabs,a
settler colony was transformed into a
nation.

Self-Determination for the
Hebrew Nation?

tence thro v
through the sy sion, forced expul-
sion and genoeie ot -SThar poodlse-

national oppressmn. ‘;’,et once this his-
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certainl recogmze that natron s ri ht
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~Tte United States itself (as well as
good parts of Spanish colonial America)
was created through the most brutal,
and ultimately genocidal, despoliation
of the native Indian population. The
wiping out of the aboriginal population
was almost total in Uruguay, Costa
Rica and Cuba, for example. Should'
Marxists therefore deny the U.S.' right |
to self-determination, for instance!
during the war of independencein1776? \
Do we deny this right to the Spanish- |
derived inhabitants of Latin America? '
Are we to deny Iraq's right to self- \
determination because it suppresses
the Kurds; do we deny this democratic
right to Nigeria because of the mas-
sacre of the Biafrans, or to the Sudan
because the Arab north has wiped out
hundreds of thousands of blacks in the
south? Do we deny the right of self-
determination to modern Turkey be-
cause it was forged over the corpses
of one million Armenians and Greeks?
The oppression and massacre of these /
subjugated peoples were great historicj
injustices, but this does not transform,‘l
irredentism into Leninism. Rather, i
underlines the necessity to view th;{

national question within the internation-
alist framework of the proletariat,
recognizing that nationalism-—the
petty-bourgeois ideology which covers
the expansionist and genocidal appetites
of the bourgeoisie—is incapable of
achieving social justice even on the
terrain of bourgeois-democratic na-
tional rights.

The ex-Trotskyist Socialist Work-
ers Party now denies the right of self-
determination to the Hebrew-speaking
people of Israel, arguing: "From the
point of view of the Leninist concept
of the right of nations to self-
determination, the key fact is whether
the given nationality is an oppressed
nationality or anoppressor nationality”
("Israel and the Arab Revolution,™ 1971
SWP convention resolution). It is one
thing to distinguish between the nation- |}
alism of the oppressors (whichis wholly
reactionary) and the nationalism of the
oppressed (which, although it toois a
bourgeois ideology that must be com-
batted by socialists, is in part an ex-
pression of opposition to oppression).
But Marxists do not pretend to sit with
the gods on high, majestically reward- ‘

ing the good but oppressedpeoples with '

the right of self-determination anddis-

persing to the four corners of the world

the bad oppressor peoples.

The SWP claims that Leninism
recognizes only the claims of op-
pressed nations to the right of self-
determination. This would have been
news to Lenin! In his article, "The
Right of Nations to Self-Determination”
(December 1914) he approvingly quotes
the resolution on the national question
from the 1896 (London) congress of the
Socialist (Second) Internationa.l "This
Congress declares_ al

to self-
etérmination... " To underline
peint; Tenin goes on to remark:" ’I‘he—
International's ~ “resolution reproduces
the most essentxaf and fan _damenial

proposxtlons in this p int of view: on

the one hand, the absolutely “direct,
unequivocal recognition of the full right

\of all nations to self-determination; on

the other hand, the equally unambiguous
appeal to the workers for intevnational

uhity in their class struggle. we
think that this resolution is absolutely

correct.v™ [emplasisinoriginat]— ~ =

/Jnder normal circumstances the
1

elf-determination of oppressor nations

/is of course not in question. The de-

mand for seli-determination for op-
pressed peoples means that they should
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entitled to national rights while _"op-
pressor geoples _are not.

By granting the right of self-
detérmination to all nations, this does
not th”Marxrsts support theex- ~
ercise of that rightunder all conditions.
(Lenin compared self-determination to
divorce; 'by recognizing the right to
divorce one does not necessarily advo-
caté dissolution of a particular mar-
riage.) Further, when democratic rights
come into conflict, it is necessary to
subordinate the particular tothe gener-
al. This was recognized by the then-
Trotskyist SWP in 1948 in its editorial

,on "The Arab-Jewish War in Palestine"
" (Militant, 31 May 1948):

"Haven' the
Jewish people the right to self-
détermination _and statehood as othér
peoples? Yes—but even if we abstract
this question from its aforementioned
social reality, thefact remains thatthé
cannot carvwe‘Y"ou\t2T§t21't'é‘:aft'ﬁggy‘:pengeL
of the naftional “¥ights of the Aral

peoples. This is not self-determination,

but-congquest of another people's terri-
towm;ﬁgaglpepgsedthe
UN Partition scHerWll_ed for "a
joint struggle against the imperialist
oppressors-on the basis of a_revolu-
tlonary soc1ahst program.

Self-Determination for
Interpenetrated Peoples?

The SWP was, however, vague inits
propaganda at the time, and tended to
be unable to reduce its correct senti-
ments to a line on the war. This was
not an accident, but flowed out of the
complexity of the situation, the scar-
city of hard information on the war
itself (the bourgeois press' coverage
being largely confined to hysterical

= propaganda about the plight of the poor

beleaguered Jews) and the theoretical
dilemma posed by attempting to apply
. the right of self-determination tointer-
penetrated peoples.

It was clear that the establishment
of an independent nation-state, either
by Palestinian Arabs or the Jews, would
occur in Palestine only at the expense
of the other nation. When national popu~
lations are geographically interpene-
trated, as they were in Palestine, an
independent nation-state canbe created
only by their forcible separation (forced
population transfers, etc.). Thus the
democratic right of self-determination
becomes abstract, as if can be exer-
cised only by the stronger national
grouping driving out or destroying the
—weaker one.

In such cases the only possibility of

a democratic solution lies in a social
trmem-
STETon._of the m

eriod

of ‘i’ﬁte/nsﬁled murderous natx&ﬁi%on’—
flictin L_jh&Balk’ihs.;The “centuries of
national hatreds and massacres be-
tween for example the Serbian and
Croatian peoples exceeded the history
of national strife between the Hebrews
and Arabs in the Near East. The only
basis for the unity of the Serbs and
Croats (and other peoples) of Yugo-
slavia was the triumph of the partisan
armies, against all of the nationalists,
following World War II in a struggle
which broke the bounds of capitalism
and resulted in the creation of a de-
formed workers state in Yugoslavia.
Under capitalism, the right to self-
determination in such a context is
strictly negative: that is, against the
abuses of national rights of either the
Arabs or the Hebrew-speaking popula-
tion., Thus, had there been an inde-
pendent armed force of the Palestinian
Arabs in the 1948 war, Marxists could
have given it military support in the
struggle against the expansion of the
exclusionist Zionist state and the on-
slaught of the Arab League armies,
which together suppressed the national
existence of the Palestinian Arabs.
Likewise, had there beenanirredentist
onslaught of the Arab states which
threatened the survival of the Hebrew
nation in Palestine, Marxists would
have taken a position of revolutionary
defensism of the survival of that nation.
Until recently the Spartacist L.eague
has held that the intervention of the
Arab Legion following Israel's procla-
mation of independence transformed the

1948 war into a struggle to defend the
survival of the Hebrew people and its
right to self-determination. While op-
posing partition and fighting for the re-
turn of the expelled Palestinians, none-
theless we would have called for vic-
tory of the Hagannah over the Arab
Legion.

The criteria by which we judge such
a war have not changed. However, addi-
tional revelation of the circumstances
surrounding the 1948 war through new
factual material, much of whichbecame
available only recently, makes it quite
clear that at no point in the 1948 war
were the Arab armies in a position to
challenge the survival of the Hebrew
nation, In particular we call the read-
ers' attention to the article by Y. Rad,
"On the First Arab-Israeli war,” in
WYV No. 35, 4 January 1974,

In light of this and other material,
the SL Central Committee on 16 March
adopted the following motion:

"The correct Trotskyist policy to-
ward the 1948 Palestinian War wasone
of revolutionary defeatism (and exer-
~—cise of self-defense by specific villages
and settlements when under attack)
because:

"1) the democratic issue of self-
determination for each of two nation-
alities or peoples who geographically
interpenetrate can only conceivably be
resolved equitably within the frame-
work of the proletariat in power;

"2) concretely in 1948 —the Zionist-
led Jews possessed the social/military
organization to achieve and expand their
own nation state. The Palestine Arabs
were disorganized, ineffectual and be-
trayed on all sides. With the exception
of the battle for Jerusalem, the Trans-
Jordan (and British-inspired and
backed) war aims were to compete with
the Jews for the partitioning of
Palestinian Arabs' lands. The role of
other foreign Arab armies was essen-
tially to posture, seeking to deflect
discontent within their own states.”

In 1948 the Revolutionary Commu-
nist League, Palestinian section of the
Trotskyist Fourth International, while
recognizing the right of the Jews to
self-determination, resolutely opposed
partition and took a revolutionary de-
featist position inthe Arab-Zionist war.
"This war can on neither side be said.__
to bear a progressive character....[t
weakens the proletariat and _Strengthens
zmpemalzsm in_both _camps. The only
way to peace Detween the two peoples
of This coumlrytsturning the gUNS ™
againstthe - instigators of muvdev in
bolli_ Camp ""Té?ﬁhasm in original]”
("Against the Stream," reprinted in
Fourth International, May 1948). Clear-
ly, a re-examination of the historical
evidence confirms the position held by
the Trotskyists at that time—that the
survival of the Hebrew nation was not
in question. There were no effective
forces fighting for the rights of the
Palestinian Arab nation; none of the
Arab forces fought for the national
rights of the Palestinians or against
imperialism, but rather against the
Zionists and each other in order to
carve up the Palestinian Arab nation
among themselves and/or divertsocial
struggle at home.

While the imperialist powers cer-
tainly had an interest in and inter-
vened to shape the outcome of the con-
flict, it is not possible to consider the
struggle on either side as anti-
imperialist. Thus the Israelis were
aided by the U.S. and the USSR (diplo-
matically and, at leastindirectly, mili-
tarily), while the Egyptians, Iragis
and Jordanians all received British
military aid. (On the other hand, not
only the Israelis but each of the Arab
countries involved was assiduously
pursuing its own national aims, so that
it is likewise impossible to reduce the
war to a simple great power conflict.)

Marxists couldgive military support
to neither side in the 1948 Palestine
war. Our pasition forproletarianinter-
nationalism requires viewing that war
from the necessity of revolutionary
defeatism on both sides, counterposing
to the victory of either side the per-
spective of united proletarian struggle,
which offers the only possibility for the
genuine fulfillment of the right of self-
determination—through a socialist fed-
eration of the Near East.m
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