A Defense of Labor Action’s Policy

N
Contmumg our dlscussmnd'orum on

the problem of Palestine, we are
publishing two additienal comununi-
cations from our readers which pre-
sent a viewpoint sharply different
from that lield by LABOR ACTION.
We are also presenting a reply to the
communications received, defending
our original editorial stand. In view
of the fact that the five letters pub-
lished have been exclusively
AGAINST the LABOR ACTION. ed-
itorial, we can sce no pessible objec-
tion to the fact that Henry Judd's
article, in the name of the editorial
staff, is somewhat longer than the
limits set in the discussion.

Contributions from our readers, not
exceeding 1,000 words in length, are
still welcome and will be published
in the order in which they are re-
ceived.—Editor. )
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The editorial ‘statement “Pale-
stine Tragedy”, originally published
in LABOR ACTION, has stirred up
a good deal of discussion and con-
troversy. This exceedingly complex
question (except to those with pre-
conceived answers and thus pos-
sessing that comfortable sureness
common to all doctrinaires) was not
“solved” by our editorial, nor was
it intended as such. The fact that
our statement announced the begin-
ning of a discussion
ACTION suffice§ to indicate it ten-
tative character.. Yet thé publication
of no less than five letters from
readers, all of whom disagree sub-
stantially with the editorial,  con-
vinces us that we were on the right
road, our critics are in serious error.

. We shall not reply to each individ-
ually—all, from the calm presenta-
tion of the problem in Sylvia Weiss’
letter to the unforunate demagogic
outburst of Leon Shields, advance
the same position of support to
partition and offer basically the
same arguments. Qur remarks are
intended to cover all letters, and are
not to signify an end to the' discus-

“sion in LABOR _ACTION, but rather

.an intetiin defense.

Leon Shields is, in any case, cori-
sistent and clear. Whereas the other
contributors advance the position
that the Jews are engaged in a
struggle for national existence, that
this right is theirs, that the right of
self-determination. and separation
is thetxrs ete. (all of which statements
we aclmowledge, accept and gr ant')
Shields is the only one who draws
the ' political conclusion from his
analysis that -socialists must sup-
port this struggle, arms in hand, and
he urges a campaign for arms to the
Jewish fighters in Palestine. Comrade
Findley, however, thinks our slogan
of “Cease Fire” is an excellent one!
More arms and cease fire, somehow,
do not jibe. Thus we see even among
the “pro-partitionists” a bit of con-
fusion. This does not necessarily
refiect on our critics, but merely
indicates the difliculty and comp-
plexity of the problem.

Beginning about the time of
Trotsky’s recognition, in 1939, of
the progressive character of Jewish
nationalist aspirations as.distinct
from Zionism, the Workers Party,
and LABOR ACTION, alone among
revolutionary socialist and Marxist
organizations have steadlly ‘evolved
a new, flexible, non-doctrinaire ap-
proach to this question. Having re-
jected as outmoded the former or-
thodox position (Lenin and Kautsky)
according to which assimiliation
would ‘settle the “Jewish Question”,
in light of its basic analysis of the
revival of nationalism when related
to the socialist struggle, the Workers
Party and LABOR ACTION, as
against the entire Trotskyist move-
ment, championed the right of the
remnants of the Jewish people, sur-
vivors of Hitler, to free immigration
to Palestine. Then the Workers
Party developed a concrete political
program for Palestine itself, around

in LABOR.

the slogan of' a common Arab-Jew-

ish struggle against 1mperlall sm, and

for a -solution of the inner Pales-

tine problem by means of a sove-

reign - Constituent Assembly. The -
essence of this position was recogni- -
tion of a fundamentally common

progressive link between Arab and

Jewish nationalist aspirations, but
only under certain circumstances

we shall specify below.

NOT NATIONAL STRUGGLE
Now a further step is proposed

to us-by our critics—namely, we .

of the Jewish people in Palestine
should champion the current struggle
against the Arabs, on the grouhds
that it is a progre!swe national
struggle (in the Leninist sense,
according to several of gur critics)
and therefore must be supported
We consider this ' proposal to be
entirely wrong and must reject it,
regardless .of our appreciation of
the spirit in which it is :nade. Why?
Because it .js false that, in the cir-
« cumstances under which the frat-
ricidal semi-war in. Palestine is
being fought, the issue is that of- a
national minority attempting to win
its independence from an oppress-
ing majority. Such-an analysis -of
events in Palestine, a distortion of
reality and an oversimplification. of
the problem, is precisely what must
be proven by. our critics, not merely
asderted! It can only be done by
abstracting Palesting . from the
world, the imperiglist ‘world céncre-
-tely, and attempting to make us
believe that the issue in Palestine
is 500,000 Jewish people seeking to
win freedom from ‘one million Ara-
bian exploiters—a case of . Poland,
let us say, fighting for separation
during the days of the Czarist
Empire. In this superficial picture,
of course, the Mutfi is equivalent to
the Czar, and some individuals like
Shields have permitted themseclves
to be so far thrown off balance as
to imply a “defense” of the dead
Revisionist Jabotinsky who, you see,
was so broadminded towards the

Arabs that he was willing to- havey

coins printed.in Arabic and Hebrew,
no less! (The military forces in Ger-
many are so “fair” towards the
Germans that they allow all money
to be executed only in German).
Simultaneously with his recogni-
tion of the progressive nature of
revived Jewish nationa}ism, Trotsky
warndd of ‘the:trap, Palestine . could.
prove to be, under Zxomst leadership.
In our opinion, this trap was set
and has now been touched off. This
constitutes, in part, the Pa]estme
tragedy. Why? Because national-
lsm, like any other social force,
is neither progressive nor reaction-
ary in and of itself. Nationalism
is a force in -our world. which can
under given conditionS, be directed
toward revolutionary and democratic
goals and thus become part and
parcel of the socialist struggle. But
if nationalism is made use of by
and becomes subordinated to imper-
iallsm, or if nationalism seeks to
gain its object at'the expense of and
over the body of ‘another -people,
then it is being exploited for reac-
tionary purppses. What is the case
in Palestine today? Abstractly con-
sidered, the struggle of the Arab
masses against imperialism, as well
as ‘the struggle of the Jewish masses.
against imperialism ‘is progressive
and must be supported. But there
must he a struggle ‘against imper-
ialism, and not against one another!
The attempt of the, Zionist move-
ment and its supporters to assert
its will and achleve it ends against
and at.the expense of the Arabs
in Palestine is every bit as reaction-
ary as. the attempt on the part of
the Arab League,and its supporters
to prevent the Jews from’ winning
their national aspirations. Pales-
tine, gripped within the embrace of
world imperialism, is "the scene
today. of a fratricidal struggle which
is equally ‘reactionary and wrong on

inal Month!
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both sides because it can only benefit
imperialism, which snatches up and
utilizes, for its own ends, both Arab
and Jewish' nationalisim. »Can: the
Jews attain national statehood by -
fighting the Arabs? No. they can
only succeed in becoming the slavish
tools. and - dupes of imperialism,
American .imperiali s
stance. Can thes Arabs win their
freedom by -destroying -the:. Jews?
No, for they must then accept a
role as agents to British and, event-
ually, Russian imperialism. ;
What conditions are necessary for
a progressive nationalist ‘struggle?
It must be directed against imper-
ialism and its agents. It must be
carried on independently, in 2 politi-
cal scene of ‘any third imperialist
force. Its aims must be achievable
without the trampling under foot of
the rights and aspxratlons of any
other people. In our opinion, not a
.single one of these conditions holds
in Zionist-led. struggle in Palestine.
It surely does not hold for the Arab
side. “The Jews have ‘the right to
separation, part'ltion, say our critics.
Even when the exercise of that right,
under the conditions, means fratri-
cidal war with another oppressed
people, the calling in of foreign atms
and support to win the war, the con-
quest—at least in palb—of the' op-
posing.people, and the continued.sub-
Jjection of the country to 1mpenahsm
-—that . is, UN contfol instedd ‘of
Bntll's"h mandate? Such is’mnot the
exercise of a democratic right, but
subniission to a false policy and the
springing of a trap. Do our critics
believe that the UN partition, which
they propose 'we accept, can be

effected, put into practice, in any

other way? The events since Novem-
ber 29, with the steady capitulation
of the Jewish leadership to UN and
American imperialism, give the an-

swer. An independent struggle is.

possible in Palestmet yes, but never
one of Arab against Jew so long
as.imperialism still donjinates the
scene. This holds true alike for both
Arabs_and Jews.

EXAMPLE OF INDIA

Findley demands ‘that we. look
at India. We willingly accept his
requeSt because it illustrates our
point. The differences that is, not
the similarities which Findley' be-
lieves prove his case. In India, says
Findley with complete truth, LABOR
ACTION accented. the pampon of
that country into the Dominions of -
India and Pakistan.. Not only did we
accept. it, but long before (again,
alone in the Trotskyist movement)
we championed the ' right of the
Moslem people to self-determination,
that is, separanon But the division
of India, took place under entirely
diﬂ'w ent circumstances than the
division ' of. Palestine. (1) India’s
partition took place simultaneously
with the necessary withdrawal of
British imperialism; in fact, the two
were intimately bound up—with-
drawal of imperialism to the position
of indirect rule made possible parti-
tion—that is, (2) an agreement, an
understanding between the two rival
political leaderships of the Hindu

. and Moslem communities. Is this the

case in Palestine? -Is imperialism
withdrawing from the scene, as in
India? Pray, do not tell us the
British mandate is ending—yes, to
be" replaced by the UN “mandate”,
controlled by America. Has there
been an agreement reached between
the two communities, or is the
partition purely something proposed
by the external, foreign agency (UN)
and accepted by only one of the
communities concerned? If the pro-
posed division. of - Palestine was
similar to that which occured -

India last year, we woutd have
accepted it. It is  the differences that
preclude such- a - course. Swuppose
Britain had proposed an Indian divi-
sion unacceptable tp the Hindus, but
accepted by the Moslem League. And
that then the Moslems, armed and
supplied by the British imperialism,
had gone to war to effect this parti-

~tion? This, which fortunately did

not occur, would be closer to the
picture at present represented by
‘Palestine.

' Finally, Findley demiands that we
concretize the meaning of the . origi-

. nal editorial, and clarify some of its

statements. Let me briefly. elaborate.
The slogan “Cease. Fird” is. clear
enough. It means that both sides are
to end the fratricidal stuife and.to
seek, by all possible means, to arrlve

‘at a satisfactory and. peaceful solu~

tion. As an agitational slogan, this is
directed equally against both leader-

in this .in-

shxps and_all organizations ngw dos;
ing their best to- enflafe the | sltua-'
tion; its positive goal is to ar ouse'pop-
ular support among both Jewish ‘and.,
Arab workers who have all to losq
by contintiation of the wax-to the
tent that they:shall force their lead-
ership. to half. What, other  slogan
could be. used by a révolutionary vans
.guard among the Jewish and A:rabr
workers today? ‘None of 'our crmcs
proposés any, except: thelds _w}'Ao
shouts for “war,” (No nation has. vign
independence without vxolence, he in-
forms us, fargetting that this vxolenge
must be directed against a real enerhy
and oppressor) g
AFTER CEASE FIRE |
But we do not stop with this slogﬂpv
Once firing has ceased, the ‘ba.s)c
problem still remains, although 1, yml
be well ‘on its. way to solutloq be-
cause it will signify a popular. will S00)
arrive at a solution. Isit not obvious
that it- is intervening xmperlahsm
(the remaining British and the anx-
ious Amerjcan . mterventxomsts) who
are :stimulating tihe ﬁrmgz What
next? The’ answer suggested in the
editorial no doubt needs elabo‘-auon
which we propose to offer. Comyade’
“Findley does not deméand blueprmts,
but at least “hints” of what is mt‘.‘antl
by: “assurances and «concessions”; 401‘:
both sides. Here are some that’ ,spr‘mg
readxly to mind. <eﬁ?

“A solemq declaration by X0
Arab ard Jewish-politieal 1eaaetshins
that henceforth the problem.of Paws-
tine is-no longer_m the hands of im=
perialism (UN, etc.), but is the exclu-
sive concern of the two peoples iR~
volved. A.‘declaration’ of: Palestmé's
independence: from the world of r;"xa-
perialist intervention.

(2) The 'complete renunmatxon by
the Zionist’ movement of its &1
make a Jéwish state olit.of the whqﬁ;
of . Palestinq, and its recogmtmn, of”
all the democratlc Tights angd. frqe-
doms that;belong to the Arabs as weu
as "the Jews. This means the open
abandonment of the long-held - Zxonlst
polmcal goal.

(3) Simultaneous with the rel;lqvel
of Imperialism’s hand, an nﬂempfélo
solve by mutual agreement l!lc pro-
blem of the Inner relationg: b
the two peoples jnhabiting- fhe €
try. Does this signify parimnn? m-
portant and baslc @s this issue Is.
it is not the gueshon. as our&cvrmel
believe: W& Joppose” partilion;. wa
oppose uncondmona]ly a UN .portle
tion. which can’ only be enforced In
the regctionary manner we have' de-
scribed. But'We' recoghire fhat' pnrﬁ~
tion may be. even probably cany’

a step towards a solution. The, ‘e t-
orial definitely stated this. e ws *hd
status quo of partition can be con-
ceived of as a possible, transifion’ to
a solution . . .. This will: depend
upon ‘the conditions ond ‘eirc m-
stances under which a pcrhfloq*‘ls
arranged, carrled out, agreed. upon
etc. LABOR ACTION is ubsolniely not
against a pcrﬂfion solution of Pales
stine as a “'lesser “evil" o cimﬂnued
and exponded vsarfare befweeﬁ Arab
and Jew which, to us, is the "qmnfcsl
possible of all evils." But this pprﬂ-
$ion cannot be a YN imposed parti.
tion, backed by combined Jewish.
imperialist bqyoneh.‘ Is this not :leqr?

It will be_ said: But clearly neifhéx
the - Arab League nor- the Zionigt
leadership will ‘accept” such aﬂproq
gram. Granted. We are ‘as awa“rg( 8s.
the next that such a program’ for. ;ec-
onciliation.” and common strugg\,e
against common enemies mtist be J.m-
posed upon both leaderships; By thelr.
own peoples under socialist leader:
ship. But is not the first step tow,}‘d
the implementing of such® a program
the arming of a few socxahst Arabs
and a few socialist Jews with a' ¢op-
rect 1deolggieal; political and, soetal
-understanding .of what. is needed" 4
This has been and will remain’ the
modest "aim of LABOR ' ACTION¢
predicated upon it§ rejection of" bpth
blind Zionist chauvinism' and’" the
equally blind denunciation of pro-
gressive nationalism by the orthodouz
Trotskyist parties. “Down with pa | rﬁ.-l
tion,” say- the Cannonites (SWP), but

dare fot tgke the nex{ stép of. ¢ UpE
porting the Arabs who are engd ed
in fighting partition.. “Support: parﬁé

tion,” say our critics, most of .whom ‘"
fear'to face the need for its’ enforce-
ment (with Shields’ exception). We'
reject both ideas, “Cease fire; Joiq m—«
gether through mutual <concessions
and assurances, cast out 1mpenahsm
and “settle -your. .own problems, by:
your own partifion; if needs:be! .7
HENRY JUDD:
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