December 13, 1954

i PRO AND CON: DISCUSSION

Third Round:

Israel, Zionism, and the Arab Question

‘To the Editor:

I have just read in LABOR ACTION for

QOct. 25 the translation of my letter on
Zionism and the Arab question, and the
reply by Hal Draper. This reply obliges
me to write once more (I hope it will be
‘the last) in order to state my point of
view precisely.
. First of all, I spoke in my letter of
Lebanon [in French Liban—Trans.] and
_not of Libya [in French Libye—Trans.].
_This error of the translator léd Hal Dra-
par to believe that I was referring to
Libya, evidently a mistake. [The trans-
lator apologizes profuseély, though we
add, to cover up his confusion, that it
was a question of decipering handwriting
as well as of translating.—Ed.]

For Hal Draper, the central question
is the following: Is it necessary to de-
stroy the state of Israel by armed force?
And he sees no solutjon other than that
if one is opposed to the very existence
of the state of Israel. I regret to say that
the alternatives seem to me to be false
ones. By no means do I propose a re-
veormimencement of the armed struggle be-
-tween the Arabs and Israel; I very
strongly wish that it should not happen.
.But I am for the fusion of the Arabs and

" the Jews of Palestine into a single peo-
ple, and Draper seems to be in agree-
-ment on that. How is this fusion to be
-dchieved? For that we have to rely on the
_socialist and internationalist propaganda
.on which we agree, it seems to me. But
Draper does not seem to see that.such a
fusion will' necessarily end in the destruc-
.tion of the state of Israel—which is that
of a religious group—and its replace-
ment by a state of Palestine. How can
oné suppose that the Arabs could accept
as their own a state based on Jewish
.racism? A unified state—even if it is
federated as Draper proposes, which
deems to me an inadequate solution—
could not be Israeli but. Paleéstinian. That
seems to me evident, and T do not ander-
stand how Draper can suppose that the
‘state of Israel could survive a fusion
wzth Arab Palestine.

‘question:

‘Palestine, it is

I know that LABOR ACTION condemns

‘thé anti-Arab racism in Israel; that has

never been in question. But I said that

Draper had not spoken in his reply to -

Maksoud dbout the expulsmn of the
Arabs of Palestine; and that is for me

‘the center of the pr oblem.

And Draper still does niot answer the
Doés a population removed
from all parts of the globe have the rlgh't.

'to colonize a country? If one 1ec0gmzes

the Jews’ right to establish themiselves in
inevitable that they
should take the Arabs’ lands and that
they should drive them out besides,

There is a curious contradiction in the

jposii_:i_on of Draper and LABOR ACTION.
Draper declares that he agrees with me

on the return and thé indemnification of
the expelled Arabs, the reunification of
Palestine, the right of Jews to leave
Israel if they so wish, complete equality
for all the peoples. Very well. But he
does not say a word about limitation on
Jewish immigration into Israel. Is he in
favor of letting this immigration go on?
If he is, there is a contradiction in his
ideas, for immigration necessarily pushes
.the Jews to occupy the Arabs’ lands and
to increase their territory at the latter’s
expense. The role of internationalists is,
then, to alert the Jews who want to emi-
grate to Israel, and ‘to make them under-
stand that by acting in this way they are
working against socialism.

Between - Draper’s position and -mine,
then, - there are very important .diver-
gences:

(1) The state of Israel, in my opinion,
must be replaced by a state of Palestine.
(2) Jewish immigration into Palestine

must-in my opinion still be stopped bé-

fore it is to late, that is, before it ends
‘in an armed conflict which I do not w:sh

-any more than does Draper.

Very fraternally,
J. GALLIENNE
Duamaseus, Syria, Nov. 23

'R’EPI'{.Y:' ISRAEL AND JEWISH IMMIGRATION

Comrade . Gallienne’s second
above, is welcome; it is clear that his
veiws are not quite as different from the
ISL’s as seemed to be indicated in his

original letter. One reason seems to me to ’

be that he was not familiar with the ISL
resolution and policy (on Palestine fed-
eration, for instance), as was Maksoud,
‘and as I assumed he was too. Another
redson is that in his first letter he seémed
to be soildarizing himself entirely with
the line of the Arab socialists as ex-
pounded by Comrade Maksoud in the LA
discussion. We had challenged Maksoud
on the war-against-Israel line. Gallienne
had not differentiated himself.

(1) In his present létter he discloses
that in demanding the “destruction of
the state of -Israel” he means absolutely
nothing more than the fusion of Israel
and Arab Palestine into a “state of Pal-
estine”—that he agrees with this demand
of ours which we counterpose to the
Arabs’. perspective. We assume also that
“he means a voluntary fusion.

Very good. To be sure, o use "destruc-
tion -of the state of Israel" as the term
to deugnﬂ'}e the peaceful fusion of two
peoples is a very ferocious way of talking
politically. To be sure, it is also a very
sfrange and misleading sort of ferocious
talk when there are so many people
-around in Comrade Gallienne’s part of the
world who by no means have his peaceful
intérpretation of the words.

Buf notwithstanding, there is certainly
‘no doubt that our proposal—and Gal-
llenne s—for a fusion of Jews and Arabs
4dn a united Palestine would mean the end
of Israel as the present sovereign “Jew-
‘ish state.” That is why we raised it. The
ente1 of our attack on Zionism is on the
e pt and practise of the “Jewish
tate.”
nto a “bi-national” state .precisely in or-
‘der to make possible Jewish-Arab fusion.

As for the federated form: Gallienne
iis beside the point when he comments
‘that a federation would be “inadequate. »
It is our proposal not because it is an
‘end in itself but because we are convinced
that it is the only practicable initial formr
for such a fus:on Gallienne should re-
member that, we’ are talking about two
peuple who rlght now are closer to going
to war again than they are fusmg volun-
Aarily.,Iir a Palestine which is reunited
fed' -ally, one:section. would of course

il Tsrael)” qmte probabl '

letter,

We are for transforming Israel

repel Gallienne too violently. In any case,
it is another reason against talking in
terms that sound like “destroying Israel,”
and leétting it go at that.

Our own thinking has been, most oft-
en, in the framework of asking this ques-
tion: What would be a revolu%ionory so-
‘cialist program for an anti- Zionlst move-
ment within Israel? Perhaps Gallienne has
‘dévotéd more attention to dnother impor-
tant question: A revolutionary socialist
pregram for the Arab world. The two can-
not be identical, of course, but they must
not be conirudlehry. They must be com-
patible ot the worst; complementary, &t
the best.

(2) Now in the course of this thinking,
-we have paid a great deal of attention to
attacks on, and demands about, the Is-
raeli erimes against the Arab refugees
and expellees. For the second tim€ Com-
rade 'Gallienne complains that I did not
mention this in my reply to Maksoud,
and for the second time I am forced to
reply that it had nothing to do with our
differences with Maksoud. Comrade Gal:
lienne makes ‘no connection with any-
thing; he just notes, It isn’t very helpful.

(3) “And Draper still does not answer
the question: Does a population removed
from all parts of the globe have the right
to colonize a country?’—Such obviously
loaded questions are ‘also the reverse of
helpful.

No one ‘has
countiy.”

What Gallienne intends:is a queqtlon
about the right of immigration, which I
discussed at length in the polemic with
Maksoud. It is Comrade Gallienne's way
of making an argument: in this case, hé
is asserting in effect, immigration is
identical with colonization. Al immigra-
ton of Jews, or only Zionist-type mass
immigration? He does not say.

Is it possible to develop a socialist pol-
icy which will reconcile the right of
Jews ‘to immigrate to countries of their
choice (includinhg Palestine), with the
fight against the Zionist aim of carving
a Jewish state out of the Arab world?
Well, this is exactly what we tried to do;
exactly what I tried to explain in the
discugsion against Maksoud; exactly
what is set forth even more cogent]y in
our resolution.

“the right to colonize z

But all Gallienne does is simplistically

fe idgnﬂfy any unmgrufion with eolomza-

_But if at war's-end there was a spe-
cial problem of an upréoted people in

_Europe who, were being strangled to

death before the eyes of the world (a
problem which, I am afraid, plays no

'role in Gallienne’s considerations) and

the need for a socialist policy which could

-take account of their plight as well as of

the real crimes of the Zionists against
the Arab people, then what about today?
Obviously this special ‘problem has dim-
inished substantlally and no longer calls
for action in the same way.

- Then what about the problem which,
Gallienne says, I omitted -—namely, “lim-
itation on Jewish immigration into Is-

-rael.” That is easy, but further on, Gal-

lienne refers ‘to “stopping” Jewish im-

‘migration; and in his first letter he de-

manded “the end of the Jewish immigra-
tion into Palestine.” !
The question arises: Is Gallienne real-

-ly talking only about a “limitation” on

Jewish immigratioh; or is he demanding
a ban on Jewish immigration (the latter

-being a not unpopular slogan in his part

of the world) ?
The fact is that the Israeli Zionist gov—

_ernment has itself, these days, adopted a
-policy - of limited immigration, against
.extreme-Zionist demands for unlimited

mass immigration. But that is tactical

-for them. Zionist immigration policy is
.ultimately directed to expansionist and

anti-Arab ends in its very bases. Gal-

- Henne would have been perfectly eorrect

if he had limited himself to this point..
It follows, in- my view, that a socialist
anti-Zionist policy in Israel would certain-

‘ly concern itself with the limitation [not
-stoppage) of Jewish immigration. What
‘would be the socialist criteria as against

the fundamentally expansionist aims of
Zionism? | suggest these:

(1) Priority for resettling *the Arab
refugees and expellées over against any

-and all Jewish immigration.

(2) The fixing of a quota for immi-
gration on the basis of the economic and
social absorptive power and needs of the
country; not on the basis of the Zionist
-aim.

(3) Whether a gwen hxgher or. lower

‘Ammigration rate would help the produc-

tivity of the country, or depress its living
standards and burden its resources, is to
be determined by -competent economic
technicians.

(4) If a federated Palestine is to be
possible, it will undoubtedly hdve to be
based on prier agreement on immigra-

-tion ‘quotas, through peaceful negotia-

tions and a will.to come to agreement.
Such agreement with the Arabs would be
impossible or unstable as long as Zionist
policy and ideology rules Israel.

These are some thoughts on criteria
for limitation of immigration. I should
like to think that here too Comrade Gal-
lienne means the same thing we do when
he himself uses the word “limitation.”

By the way,’ I note that the “curious
contradiction” in our position turns out
to exist in an answer I do not give to
the above-mentioned uncléar question.

Hal DRAPER
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