
lectivist and co-operative” (p. 148). This 
simple-minded socialist - capitalism, in 
which we all now own the means of pro- 
duction, is exemplified in this pathetic 
observation: “A  tired-looking woman 
clinging to a subway strap may not know 
it, but the bank in which she is putting 
her weekly savings may hold a mortgage 
in the office building where she mops 
floors, thus making her one of its own- 
ers. 

What the authors ignore is the ele- 
mentary axiom of Marxism that shows the 
contradiction between the social-co-opera- 
tive, interdependent character of capital- 
ist production and the private, anti-social, 
piratical character of the appropriation 
of the profits of that production. With 
this axiom, they might have better under- 
stood what they unexpectedly allude to on 
the last page: New York “has not solved 
the basic problems of existence. No- 
where are there more glaring contrasts 
between rich and poor. Life is hard for 
millions, and living and working condi- 
tions are deplorable in many respects.” 

There are many well presented histori- 
cal and contemporary facts in this book, 
but one will look in vain for anything 
even faintly approaching adequate treat- 
ment of labor, or the development of our 
public school system, or the scandalous 
reactionary ptess, or the multinational 
origin and pattern of New York’s masses. 

Organized labor is ignored. There are 
many pages about the marvels of the New 
York waterfront and the transit system, 
but nothing about the workers there. The 
garment industry is mentioned in _pass- 
ing as the city’s largest manufacturing en- 
terprise, but its workers, rich in traditions 
of unprecedented and here unmentioned 
struggles that smashed the sweatshops, 

are ines with the queer assertion ‘that 
“electric power . . . ended the sweatshops.” 
The authors’ information about labor is 
suggested by the fact that they speak of 
the Congress of International Organiza- 
tions, and their insight is measurable by 
this judgment: “Except in really Big 
Business, labor is better organized in New 
York than capital. Certainly it is more 
powerful in many ways.” 

Since the authors make much of New 
York’s having become the permanent 
home of the United Nations (hence the 
“world’s capital city’ "), one would’ ex- 
pect them to pay attention to the national 
groups. The opposite is true. One conse- 
quence is a historical distortion. For in- 
stance, the writers begin their account of 
the battles for liberty in New Amster- 
dam with the Quaker Flushing Remon- 
strance of 1657, omitting the struggle that 
Jews conducted there from 1654 to 1657. 
Or the authors will assure us that “re- 
ligious liberty” was guaranteed in the 1683 
Charter of Liberties and Privileges, when 

in face sho’ Cee. grin all ibe 
only to those “who professed faith in 
by Jesus Christ,” thus excluding the Jews. 
Unwittingly, Mr. Rodgers and Miss Ran- 
kin drive home the lesson that no ade 
quate American history can be written 
that is not fully alive to the national 
group elements, including the Jews. 

Of the future of New York, the authors 
are optimistic in a Marshall Plan fashion. 
Recognizing that New York’s “consolida- 
tion at the turn of the century was defi- 
nitely related to the emergence of the 
‘United States as a world power and was 
an important factor in the world-wide 
expansion that followed,” they expect New 
York to become the world’s capital city 
not only as the home of the United Na- 
tions but, I suspect, as the financial center 
of Wall Street’s: world empire. I believe 
my beloved city has a greater future in 
store for it—as a center of daily resistance 
to Wall Street’s control, and of the long- 
range struggle to replace that rule with 
the rule of the pegple. The world will 
love New York better that way. 

Documents 

LEFT UNITY IN ISRAEL? 

The Communist Party of Israel pro- 
posed on August 29, 1948, in a com- 
munication to the left-wing Zionist United 
Workers Party (Mapam), the formation 
of a united slate for the elections on the 
basis of a nine-point program on which 
both parties were in agreement. (This 
communication was published in JEwisH 
Lire, December 1948.)The offer was re- 
jected. Following are the reply of the 
United Workers Party and the final re- 
sponse of the Communist Party of Israel. 
This exchange provides illuminating mate- 
rial on the character of Mapam and on the 
whole question of the united front tactic. 
—Eds. 

To the Communist Party 

Tel-Aviv, Sept. 6, 1948. 

1. You write: “for years our party has 
been fighting for unity of all left labor 
forces in Palestine.” This emphasis is a 
little strange to us because: 

a. For years, your party has opposed 
immigration, the constructive work of the 
Jewish people in Palestine. This negative 
attitude could not constitute a basis for 
the unity of left-wing labor in the coun- 
try with you. 

b. Thereby, your party provided an ex- 
ample not of unity, but of splitting. 

c. On the other hand, the overwhelm- 
ing majority of the left camp in Palestine, 
organized in the Ahduth Avodah-Poale 
Zion and the Hashomer Hatzair Workers 
Party, united in theory and practice, and 
created the United Workers Party! 

2. You write: “In spite of our great 
efforts to achieve cooperation and a united 
front between our two parties on the 
aforementioned basis . . . your party has 
up tothe present refused to set up such, a 
front.” This, too, does not conform with 
reality. 

a. Our party did not refuse, but sug- 
gested cooperation through regular liaison 
for coordination between the representa- 
tives of the two parties in an effort to 
achieve cooperation in various spheres 
such as the State Council, the League for 
USSR, etc. 

b. For us the “United Workers Front” 
under our conditions and in conformity 
with the practice of the whole left-wi 
labor camp is a more general term. Sach 
a front would not exclude the Palestine 
Labor Party (Mapai) either. We fight & 
such a workers’ front as vital for the w 

_ers of Palestine. Nor do we absolve 
wing labor from agreement on such @ 
front despite its rejection of this front. ~ 



- concentration in Palestine as the solution 
~ to the Jewish problem. To our regret, we 
have not as yet received a basic reply 
_ from you on this issue on which there is 
agreement today among the whole work- 
ing class in Palestine and the masses of 
our people in the whole Diaspora. Your 

_ comrades preferred—before this discussion 
was summed up—prior discussion on some 

_ practical questions. We agreed to this. ... 

4. Among the fundamental points 
raised by you, you omit to mention one 

_ which has occupied a place of consider- 
able importance in our discussions—the 

_ attitude towards the activities of the Ha- 
 lutz (workers’ training) movement and 
towards the rights of the Zionist organiza- 

_ tion in the Diaspora. This point is basic 
for any cooperation with us, and calls for 
a clear answer and practical consequences. 

5. You write: “the absence of a united 
progressive workers’ front has already had 
Most serious consequences.” And you 
mention the cases of Abdullah, the Arab 
r tic forces, taxes and Jewish fas- 
cism. These are most serious matters—but 
you should not ignore some simple facts: 

a. The fight on these important issues ° 
is being conducted mainly by three in- 
stitutions: the Zionist Organization, the 
state of Israel, and the Histadruth. The 

_ @ionist Organization . . . is boycotted by 
_ you up to this day. Since you are not rep- 
resented in the Zionist Organization, you 

_ @fe not in a position to support, for in- 
Stance, our move against Abdullah in the 
Zionist Executive Council. 
b. In the State Council we have five 

| delegates and you have one. Notwithstand- 
img the striking difference in the balance 
»0f forces, we appreciate our parallel policy 
with, you respecting all important ques- 
fions pointed out in your letter. 
‘c. In the institutions of the Histadruth, 

in’ which our representation amounts to 
\ more than 40 per cent, you are represented 

im the Histadruth Council) by one mem- 
f in an advisory capacity. In this case, 
9, joint or separate action with you does 
make much difference in practice. 
Certainly we do not make coopera- 
within the labor movement condi- 
lon no value and weight. 
WEVEr, S remarks in your letter are 

hat out of proportion to the nu- 
balance of forces within the work- 
s and left-wing labor in Palestine. 

same time, we approve of the 

‘continuation of our negntiations, and hope 
the negotiations will have constructive 
results. . . . 

6. As regards the question of elections 
to the Constituent Assembly of Israel, we 
shall discuss your appeal when our party 
discusses the question of these elections 
and we shall inform you of the results of 
our discussions. 

With comradely greetings, 

Unitrep Workers Party oF PALESTINE 

Central Secretariat: L. Levite; J. Riftin. 

To the United Workers Party 

Tel-Aviv, Nov. 7, 1948 

From your letter of September 6th and 
from the discussion between the represen- 
tatives of our parties which followed, we 
understand that you continue to oppose 
the setting up of a united front of the 
United Workers Party and the Communist 
Party of Israel and that you have no inten- 
tion of putting up a joint list with us for 
the elections to the Constituent Assembly 
of Israel. 

In our appeal to you last August we 
pointed out that the consolidation of the 
forces of fascism and reaction for the elec- 
tions calls for a united progressive workers’ 
front. . . . We suggested that this front 
be based on a nine-point political program, 
including the basic problems and the for- 
eign and home policy of our state, the 
problems of the toiling masses, Jewish- 
Arab relations, immigration and coloniza- 
tion, the struggle against the dangers of 
American imperialist penetration and’ the 
safeguarding of peace. , 

As early as our first meeting in the 
beginning of September, you informed us 
explicitly that you consider the platform 
suggested by us acceptable in principle, 
and that this might serve as a basis of 
operation between us. However, in addi- 
tion to this platform, you asked for a dis- 
cussion of basic ideological questions. 

We told you then that we are not op 
posed to ideological discussions. However, 
the setting up of a united front based on 
an agreed political program does not nec- 
essarily include a common ideology of the 
two cooperating parties. A united front 
is not an organic fusion of two workers’ 
parties, which requires identical ideologi- 
cal foundations, but a front of joint de- 
fence and attack, which calls for an agreed 
minimal program adequate to the inter- 
ests of the working class and the masses 
in the period involved, 

You make the setting up of a united 
front conditional on our ing Zionist 
ideology. We on opr patt did not demand 

from you as a condition that you should 
accept the Marxist ideology on the national 
question. Every sound thinking individual 
will understand that it is neither logical 
nor practical to demand such conditions, 
which in advance doom to failure any 
attempt at progressive cooperation within 
the working class. You cannot point to a 
single example in the history of the world 
labor movement when cooperation has 
been started this way. We believe in the 
future organic unity of the working class 
in this country. However, it is obvious 
that this unity will only be possible on 
the basis of the victorious theory of Marx- 
ism-Leninism. . . . 

You frustrate all attempts of united 
action by emphasizing points of friction 
between us, and not of common interest, 
and by raising questions from the past. 
We proposed a united front from the view- 
point of significant needs of the present 
and immediate future and not from the 
point of view of “bygone memories.” We 
did not, for instance, remind you that 
for long years, and even up to the last 
moment, you supported the British Man- 
date in Palestine, opposed the struggle for 
independence of Palestine, etc., because we 
want cooperation with you. 
A progressive workers’ party is being 

tested by its deeds in days of trial—and 
these are days of trial. The very fact that, 
as against our proposal of a united front 
with you, you stress the need for a front 
with Mapai, raises doubts as to your un- 
derstanding of this front and its needs. 

The question is not how broad and 
long the front is to be, but its quality and 
political foundation. From your own criti- 
cism of Mapai it is evident that no com- 
mon basis exists today for a front with 
it under its present leadership, which fol- 
lows the foreign and home policy of the 
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bourgeoisie. . . . It is only a united front 
of the United Workers Party and the 
Communist Party of Israel which can 
effect ideological changes within Mapai 
and create conditions for a united front 
with it in the future. 

Your reply reminds us of relations that 
existed within the League for Friendship 
with USSR. When we called upon the 
Hashomer Hatzair to carry out certain ac- 
tions to save the League from stagnation, 
they made their agreement conditional 
upon the consent of Ahduth Avodah- 
Poale Zion. The latte: would agree, if 
Mapai would,~and so on. No, comrades! 
This is too open a maneuver. Your reply 
to a united front with us, which is pos- 
sible and necessary, is a front which 
makes the inclusion of Mapai unreal to 
day. This approach is not serious and in- 
comprehensible. 

We accuse you of insincerity and hyp- 
ocrisy relative to the tasks which today 
face a progressive workers’ party—progres- 
sive in its deeds, not only in its proclama- 
tions. We accuse you of double book- 
keeping, one in Israel and another in the 
countries of people’s democracy. 

It is known that’ your party stands in 
a united front with the communists in 
the new democracies in central and local 
authoritive institutions in Poland, Ru- 
mania and other countries. In those coun- 
tries you did not make the united front 
conditional on their acceptance of the 
Zionist ideology or on the national ques- 
tion. It is known that in those countries 
you are numerically insignificant as com- 
pared with the communists. However, 
the sincere approach of the communists 
with respect to the democratic front ren- 
ders this cooperation possible. Do not 
these rules apply to the state of Israel 
as well? Do you think you can solve the 
problem by your acquiescence to “contact 
and coordination” with us in such fields 
as the State Council, the Jsrael-USSR 
League, etc., instead of practical coopera- 
tion in the political arena?! It seems that 
you were ready to pay lip service to the 
cause of the united workers’ front and to 
“do your duty” before the outside world 
by your “contact” with the C.P.I. Maybe 
it suits you to play the democratic game 
for the benefit of Warsaw, Bucharest, 
Sofia and cther countries, and to fulfil a 
typical social- democratic function in 
Israel, on the main front in which the 
progressive and non-progressive character 
of a workers’ party is reflected. . 

In your efforts to find as many pretexts 
as possible to justify your divisive atti- 
tude, you simply arrive at absurdities, For 
instance, you ask us to “view favorably” 
the rights of the Zionist movements abroad 
—in other words, you wish us to fight. 
together with you for the rights of fas- 

cists within the Zionist movement (Re- 
«visionists and “Heruth” (Freedom) peo- 
ple of the Irgun Zvai Leumi), for the 
rights of the Brodetzkys and Goldmans of 
the Bevin gang, for the rights of the Sil- 
vers and Neumanns and. the representa- 
tives of the bourgeoisie and reaction in 
America, who belong to the Republican 
and Democratic Parties, for Dewey and 
Truman, for the rights of the clergy and 
of all those who belong to the imperialist 
and anti-democratic “Western” camp. 
And these people, as is known, constitute 
the overwhelming majority in the Zionist 
movement. 

You still hold the mistaken and harmful 
view that the Jewish people is split into 
two camps: Zionists and non-Zionists. 
This brings you into “brotherly proxim- 
ity” with Jewish reaction within the same 
organization, and to the rejection of rela- 
tions and actual cooperation with the 
forces of progress in Israel. 

The truth is that the Jewish people, like 
all other peoples, are divided into two 
camps: the camp of pro-imperialist reac- 
tion, which in all countries is related to 
the warmongers and enemies of USSR 
and the peoples’ democracies, on the one 
hand, and the camp of peace-loving prog- 
ress, which is related to the progressive 
labor movement, the friends of USSR and 
the peoples’ democracies, on the other. 
And it is known that the main and ruling 
forces in the Zionist Organization sup- 
port those imperialistic forces who work 
to bring disaster upon Israel, reduce its 
boundaries and infringe upop its inde- 
pendence and sovereignty. The progres- 
sive forces among the Jewish people—and 
the communists first of all—are leading 
an obstinate and consistent struggle, to- 
gether with the USSR and the countries 
of people’s democracy, for the defense of 

_ spect to the relation of forces among our 
people? Does not the general national 
welfare demand the setting up ofa front’ 
of our two parties for the fateful political 
struggles? 

The independence and sovereignty of 
Israel, its frontiers and natural resources; 
the democratic liberties of its citizens and 
the vital interests of its working class are 
threatened. Anglo-American . imperialism 
and its satellites; the big Jewish bour- 
geoisie and its fascist wing Heruth 
(founded by the Irgun); and Clericalism 
and its satellites among the working class 
attack us in order to liquidate the achieve- 
ments of democracy and its victories in 
this part of the world. 

The answer must be: a progressive 
workers’ front. The day has come for 
testing your anti-fascist and democratic 
proclamations, your proclamations in fa- 
vor of the progressive unity of the work- 
ing class and your sympathies with: the 
anti-imperialist camp in the world. You 
should realize clearly: your refusal to 
set up a united front and a joint list with 
the Communist Party of Israel in the elec- 
tions to the Constituent Assembly will 
fully serve the interests of the forces of 
fascism and reaction in our state. We ask 
you to reconsider this question in view of 
the clouds that are gathering in the skies 
of our country. You should put aside any 
narrow party quarrels in order that we 
may carry out the great tasks in the policy 
of our state which are demanded today of 
the forces of peace, democracy and social 
progress. 

With fraternal greetings, 

CommunlisT Party oF IsRAEL © 

S. Mikunis, Gen. Sec. M. Vilner, See. 

etterws Trom Abroad a / 

WHAT REALLY GOES ON 
IN RUMANIA? 

The letter below from a member of the 
Jewish Democratic Committee of Rumania 
is a reply to the calumnies and hysterical 
attacks in this country against the new 
people's government of’ Rumania and its 
Jewish community for alleged “anti-Zion- 
ist” actions there. Mr. Eisinger here tells 
what is really happening. The attempt of 

the Jewish press in our country to confuse” 
the issue of Zionism and the eye 
Israel is scandalous in view of the ae 
of the Rumanian government toward * 
Jewish state. Rumania was one of the first” 
to grant de jure recognition to Israel 
only recently gave a hearty welcome 
the Israeli ambassador. Hysteria of ¢ 
sections of the Jewish press about Jet 
schools in Rumania is shown to be gro 
less by the recent news that Ru: 
a network of 69 elementary and 3 
schools with over 1,000 teachers. Al 


