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the help of the forces of neighbouring states, above
all Turkey and Israel. The support of the Soviet
Union and progressive world opinion for Syria frust-
rated the aggression that was in the making.
After the anti-imperialist revolution in Iraq Israel
gave unqualified backing to the landing in July 1958
l of American troops in Lebanon and of British troops
in Jordan. What is more, the Israeli government was
willing to assist the imperialists in suppressing the
popular uprising in Lebanon.

As a result of Ben-Gurion’s secret trip to Ankara
in August 1958, Israel concluded an “unwritten alli-
ance’”’ with the then reactionary government of
Turkey, with the Shah of Iran and with the Emperor
of Ethiopia; it was a pro-imperialist, anti-Soviet,
anti-communist alliance. In September 1970, the
United States and Israel again planned a large-scale
aggression against Syria, this time using mainly the
Israeli armed forces. But this time too the American
imperialists and Israeli Zionists did not risk unleash-
Ing a war against Damascus.

World imperialism, and US imperialism in par-
ticular, 1s promoting ever wider multilateral ties be-
tween Israel and the Republic of South Africa. Under
the patronage of the United States and NATO, the
racist regimes of South Africa and Israel virtually
established a *“triple axis™ in the mid-1970s by bring-
ing into their alliance the bloody regime of the Shah
of Iran. The Iranian revolution and the national
iberation struggle of the peoples of Africa and the
Arab East buried the “‘triple axis.” The Tel Aviv-
Pretoria alliance, however, even today presents a
grave danger to the Arab and African nations, espe-
cially as Israel possesses an atomic bomb arsenal.

Although Israel is not an official member of
NATO, 1t 1s virtually tied with it in many ways. Way
back in the late 1960s a centre was set up at the
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Israel’s Labour Party, Prime Minister Shimon Peres,

said several years ago when he was Minister of
Defence: “In exchange for friendship with the USA,

Israel 1s forced to pay politically ... The truth is that

in the relationship with the USA one loses indepen-
dence...”’!

An Anti-Communist and Anti-Soviet Brigade

The Zionists proclaimed their profound animosity
towards socialism as soon as they came on to the
political scene. They met the Great October Socialist
Revolution of 1917 with extreme hostility. They took
an active part m the attack of the joint forces of
counter-revolution and intervention against the
young Soviet state and its Communist Party.

Failing to gain social support from the mass of the
Jewish people, in Soviet Russia Zionism became
completely bankrupt ideologically and politically. In
these conditions the Zionists, like other enemies of
the Revolution, gambled on subversive activities
against the world’s first socialist state. One of the
Zionist leaders, D. Pasmanik, who was a follower of
Wrangel during the Civil War in Russia and after-
wards became a White emigre, wrote with malice in
1924: “We must do our utmost to set up a unified anti-
Bolshevik front that has one single aim—to overthrow
the Bolsheviks.”” Already in the 1920s the Zionists and
their allies advanced the slanderous slogan of “defend-
ing the Jews against Soviet anti-Semitism.”

Anti-communism and anti-Sovietism, like chauvin-
1sm and racism, are characteristic not only of Right-
wing Zionism (its fascist and pro-fascist wing), but of

I Ma’ariv, February 16, 1976.
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seemingly different, but basically similar racist theses,
the Zionists and anti-Semites nourish and complement
each other. They have formed virtually a common
front against the objective, progressive process of
natural, voluntary assimilation, against mixed mar-
riages and against the interpenetration of cultures:
they advocate the “purity of the race and blood,” i.e.
they uphold the traditions and atmosphere of a new
kind of ghetto, especially in spiritual matters.

Zionism and contemporary anti-Semitism have the
same class roots and premises: they are the result of
the same antagonistic capitalist social relations. Anti-
Semitic governments, statesmen, and politicians in
the capitalist countries have always sought and con-
tinue to seek contacts and collaboration with the
Zionist leaders because they have identical class inter-
ests and a common hatred for socialism. In the past
the overwhelming majority of Zionist leaders have
often cooperated and coptinue to cooperate with
inveterate anti-Semites.

Far from having ever really fought against anti-
Semitism, Zionism, as a matter of fact, has been and
1s its ally. The declarations by Theodor Herzl,
Vladimir Jabotinsky and some other “fathers’” of
Zionism on the need to use anti-Semitism to realize
their Zionist aims and plans are widely known. A
prominent Zionist leader of the past, Arthur Ruppin,
said in his turn that “‘anti-Semitism is the strongest
agitator for Zionism.”! The late Nahum Goldmann,
the Honorary President of the World Jewish Congress
and formerly the President of the World Jewish
Organisation and of the World Jewish Congress,
warned that the current decline of anti-Semitism
“might constitute a new danger to Jewish survival,”

tA. Ruppin, Die Juden der Gegenmvart, 1920, Jidischer Verlag,
Berlin, p. 246.
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the way for the advent to power of the ultra-Right
Likud bloc. |

If MAPAI-MALI 1s somewhere on the extreme right
flank 1n the Socialist International, then MAPAM 1s
probably the most Right-wing of all Left socialist
parties. Zionism has made them like that. The same 1s
true of the international associations of these
parties—the World Labour Zionist Movement! and
the World Union of United Workers Parties
(MAPAM-PO’ALE ZION-HASHOMER HATSAIR).2

The early elections to the Knesset held in 1977
showed that a considerable section of the electorate,
dissatisfied with the policies of MAI and MAARAH,
fell prey to the demagogy of even more reactionary
parties. The electorate voted for these Right-wing
parties in protest against the ruinous course of the
previous Cabinets. Likud and its allies adroitly used
the numerous failures and mistakes of the social-
Zionist leadership to their own advantage. They
managed to make a sizable part of the electorate
believe that they would offer a better thought-out
and positive government course that would improve
the country’s international position and the life of the
people. As a result, the ultra-nationalistic, pro-fascist
Likud bloc won the largest number of votes, and 1ts
leader Menachem Begin became head of the most
reactionary government in the history of Israel. In
1981 the Labour Party lost the parliamentary elec-
tions once again.

Though 1t found itself in the parliamentary oppo-
sition, MAI gave active support to the Begin and
Shamir Cabinets on almost all issues, and especially
on foreign policy matters. Sometimes MAI leaders

L This association, set up in 1907 and reorganised in 1932,
today has branches in 22 capitalist countries.

2 This union (set up in 1954) today unites parties akin to
MAPAM in 17 capitalist countries.
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citizens enables the ruling circles more freely to
indulge in all manner of lawlessness and despotism.

The ultra-reactionary laws from the times of
Ottoman domination in Palestine and the emergency
decrees of the British authorities remain in force
(partly or fully) in Israel today, even though the
Knesset in 1948 decided to annul them. The repres-
stve British colonial laws serve as the legal basis for
Israeli courts to pass rigorous sentences and for
severe political censorship. '

Israeh legislation on citizenship (the Law of the
Return of 1950, the Citizenship Law of 1952, etc.)
contradicts the elementary rules of democracy since it
is based on the racist concept of a “Jewish state.”
Noam Chomsky, the well-known American scholar
of Jewish origin and Nobel Prize winner, wrote on
this 1ssue: “If a state is Jewish in certain respects, then
In these respects it is not democratic.”!

Even the very first Isracli governments set up a
subtle system of methods and means to hamper the
activities of the Communist Party in every possible
way, to try to isolate it from the Left-wing forces, to
intimidate and discourage members of all progressive
organisations. The Shin Beth (Israel’s Internal
Security Service) and the police department handling
special cases maintain systematic surveillance of cit-
izens whom the authorities regard as “political sus-
pects.” A close and permanent watch is kept on

oppositional organisations and on many civil
servants.

Under a government decision, Shin Beth is empow-
ered to tap the telephones of citizens. It was once
disclosed that hidden microphones and other eaves-
dropping equipment were installed in the flats of not

21 Norman F. Dacey, “Democracy” in Isrgel, Southbury, 1976,
p. 23.

60






judge to sentence the accused to 20 years’ imprison-
ment even 1n the absence of evidence, provided he is
convinced that the accused “intended to commit an
act against state security.”

To complement earlier undemocratic laws, the
Likud government adopted a number of new, even
more reactionary ones (the laws on “combatting
terrorism,” on ‘‘organisations,” on ‘“‘protection of
private life,” on the “settlement of labour conflicts,”
on “‘compulsory labour during a state of emergency,”
on the “inviolability of the person,” an amendment
to the Citizenship Law that can deprive any person of
citizenship who, in the opinion of the Ministry of
Internal Affairs, 1s “not loyal enough to the state,”
etc.).

Military censorship by the information service of
military intelligence (Aman) has virtually continued
in Israel since 1948. The entire issue of a newspaper
Oor magazine i1s subject to censorship, and not just
reports on military matters. In 1957 and 1958 the
ruling circles issued a number of legislative and
administrative measures drastically limiting freedom
of speech. The Law on State Security stipulates up to
15-year imprisonment for divulging “‘secret inform-
ation.” In 1957, with the sanction of the parliamen-
tary commuission for foreign affairs and defence, the
government extended the force of this law to practi-
cally all aspects of the activities of the mass media.
Freedom of the press i1s seriously threatened by the
1965 law on ‘“‘curbing slander,” which grimly warns
journalists against making allegedly ‘‘unverified
reports.”

There 1s a systematic violation of the relatively
progressive laws adopted as a result of the Israeli
working people’s struggle—laws concerning labour
relations (equal pay for equal work, regulation of the
length of thc working day and the establishment of
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work of the Knesset itself. Thus, both as regards the
executive powers vested in the Cabinet and as regards
the powers belonging to the legislative body, the
supreme direction of national affairs is, to all intents
and purposes, in the hands of the Cabinet.”! The
West German magazine Der Spiegel remarked 1n
October 1973 that in Israel “parliament can hardly
say anything.”

The Knesset 1s unable to control the government’s
activities i such important areas as foreign policy
and matters of security, military spending and the
imcome items of the budget. Since the days of Ben-
Gurion, the government has enjoyed pract1cally com-
plete freedom in financial policy.

The main questions of state policy are decided in
Israel by a small group within the government with-
out consulting the parliament. For example, the
decision on dehliveries of Israeli arms to the Federal
Republic of Germany was adopted in 1959 without
having been debated in the Knesset and without its
consent. The Israeli public learned about the de-
liveries not from their government, but from an
article in Der Spiegel. In 1960 several Knesset dep-
uties asked the Minister of Finance what sources
[srael, with its enormous foreign debt, used to grant
loans to several African states, especially since the
budget made no provision for such expenditures.
Although Israeli statesmen are known to be experts
in demagogy, this time the Minister of Finance pre-
ferred to give no answer; no verbal tricks could
conceal Israel’s neocolonialist act—it had been sub-
sidising a number of African states with funds ob-
tained from Western monopolies for the purpose of

1 Public Administration i Israel and Abroad, 1960, Isracl
Institute of Public Administration, Jerusalem, 1961, p. &.
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after Israel’s 1967 aggression. In the summer of 1969
the then Prime Minister Golda Meir, Minister of
Finance Ze’ev Sharef, Histadrut General Secretary
Aharon Becker, Minister without Portfolio Pinhas
Sapir (who 1s also General Secretary of MAI), and
Minister of Defence Moshe Dayan reported back, in
the true sense of the word, to the British multimil-
lionaire Sir Marcus Sieff, the French Banker Baron
Edmond de Rothschild, the president of a powerful
American concern B. Carter, and to other magnates of
finance capital. On behalf of the Israeli government
“Socialist” Z. Sharef announced, among other things,
that foreign investors who put their money into the
“development™ of the occupied Arab areas would be
granted all privileges. The capitalists need supply only
from 20 to 30 per cent of the total sum of investments,
and the remainder 1s provided by the Israeli treasury;
the government guarantees a ten-percent profit on
capital invested from the very first year of commission-
ing the project.

The conference of Jewish millionaires from dif-
ferent countries who met in Jerusalem in April 1968
demanded that the government “keep the coopera-
tive sector of the Israeli economy on a starvation
ration.” The social-Zionist Cabinet at once ob-
ediently declared its willingness to liquidate the
state’s share 1n a number of enterprises in order to
give even greater encouragement to the investment of
foreign private capital in the Israeli economy. The
selling off to capitalists of government and Histadrut
shares 1n various companies proceeded at top speed.

[srael’s highly influential Judaic clergy not only
participate very actively in propagating racist views
and dogmas, but have also left the mark of religious
obscurantism and anti-democratism on some bran-
ches of legislation, on legal procedure, and on the
activities of the Knesset and of many state agencies.
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marry “full-blooded Jews.”” By 1976 the Ministry of
Religious Affairs, with the assistance of the Ministry
of the Interior, had prepared 144 “black lists” con-
taining the names of 10,000 Jews deprived of the
right to marry. “Pity the Israeli Jew who discovers
that his grandmother, great-grandmother or great-
great-grandmother was not Jewish or was converted
to Judaism by the wrong kind of rabbi,” writes the
American author Norman F. Dacey. “This break in
the female line makes him officially non-Jewish,
automatically nullifies his marriage in Israel, puts his
children’s names in the ‘Black Book’...”!

How reminiscent this 1s of the infamous Nurem-
berg laws of Hitler Germany!

In February 1970, in spite of protests from those
with progressive views and sharp criticism on the part
ol some deputies, above all the Communists, the
Knesset adopted a law according to which an Israeli
citizen 1s considered to be of Jewish nationality on
racial and clerical-religious grounds. The law, which is
reminiscent of the Nazis’ ““racial passports” with their
racist principle of ““blood purity,” stipulates that only
a person who is born of a Jewish mother or who has
been converted to Judaism can be considered a Jew.
Hence [sraeli legislation proclaims the racist principle
of dividing citizens into those enjoying full rights and
those not possessing full rights, into “pure” and
“impure’”’ Jews. “It 1s one of the bitterest 1ronies of
fate,” says Judge Haim Cohn of the Supreme Court of
Israel, “‘that the same biological and racist approach
which was propagated by the Nazis and characterized
infamous Nuremberg laws should... become the basis
for the official determination or rejection of Jewishness
in the state of Israel.””2

' Norman F. Dacey, “Democracy’ in Israel, pp. 21-22.
2 The Times, July 25, 1963,
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population (aged between 18 and 45) are in the army,
Il per cent are in the police force and in the intelli-
gence service, and 15 per cent are employed in war
industry enterprises. The French Le Monde diploma-
tiqgue has noted that in Israel “the army’s influence is
decisive 1n the life of every individual as well as in the
national economy.”

Israel’s army consumes 35 per cent of the gross
national product, more than 50 per cent of the state
budget,! half of all scientific research, and half of the
country’s imports. This is another “world record.”
Retired generals and top officers occupy many key
posts in the government, in the state apparatus, in the
leadership of Zionist parties, in observation councils,
in the management of private, state-owned and
“trade-union” firms, etc. Militarism, the cult of the
army and violence pervade all areas of the Israeli
state and society today.

The state terrorism practised by the Isracli Zionists
and the “New Order” established by the Zionists in
occupled Arab territories are akin to the ‘“New
Order” that the Nazis sought to impose on the
peoples they had enslaved. The atrocities perpetrated
by the Israeli military on Lebanese soil, or earlier in
the Gaza Strip, for example, are comparable only to
the atrocities committed by the Nazis in occupied
territories.

In past years only the Communists used to warn
against the growing threat of the increase in fascism
In Israel; lately even some Zionist leaders have pub-
licly spoken about this. For example, the former
editor-in-chief of the Histadrut newspaper Davar,
Iehuda Gotthelf, wrote in 1979: “The bacilli of

¥ = i T T L ——

' Taking into account interest payments on foreign loans, the
lion’s share of which goes to military spending, the military
cxpenditure in 1984 amounted to over 70 per cent of the state
budget.
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hesitate to use this expression. This is the real fas-
cism; ...”

Already 1n the mid-1920s a fascist wing was formed
within the Zionist camp; this was the so-called
Revisionist Party headed by Vladimir Jabotinsky.
Tl'oday Israel has its own fascist party called Teckiya, a
pro-fascist party Herut and its youth organisation
Beitar, the Kach group headed by the fascist rabbi Meir
Kahane, the Gush Emunim—a religious-fascist or-
ganisation, the so-called Movement for Great Israel
(which emerged on an inter-party basis), and many
other ultra-Right-wing groups.

In the 1930s the leader of the pseudo-socialist wing
inside the Zionist camp, D. Ben-Gurion, often dis-
cussed things with V. Jabotinsky and criticised the
plans and methods the latter proposed. In those days
MAPAI members often referred to the Revisionists
as fascists. But when he came to power, Ben-Gurion
implemented virtually the entire programme of the
Revisionists. Members of the extremist Zionist ter-
rorist organisations Irgun Zvai Leumi (ETZEL) and
Lohame Herut Israel (LEHI), and of the Stern Gang
were included 1n the personnel of the Israeli army and
intelligence service. Irgun’s leader from 1943,
M. Begin, became Minister of the “government of
national unity” before the 1967 war, and in 1977
headed the Israeli Cabinet. When in the summer of
1983 Begin resigned because of a nervous breakdown
caused mainly by the complete failure of Israeli plans
in Lebanon, he was succeeded by another profes-
sional ultra-Right terrorist—Yitzhak Shamir.

Shamir war the right-hand man of Abraham Stern,
and 1in 1941 together with him signed a letter! sent to
Nazi Germany’s Embassy in Ankara. The letter said:

' The letter failed to be delivered because it was intercepted by
British counter-intclligence.
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abstained in the vote on them. But this did not
prevent Begin from making him Minister of Foreign
Affairs mm 1979. In the ‘“government of national
unity” formed in 1984 this super-hawk has been
holding the posts of Deputy Prime Minister and of
Minister of Foreign Affairs, and is getting ready to
change places with Shimon Peres and to head the
Cabmet.

It would be a mistake, however, to equate Zionism
with fascism. This would be wrong not only because
among the rank-and-file members of many Zionist
parties and organisations there are quite a few op-
ponents of fascism, but also because a number of
Zionist parties, despite their reactionary positions,
cannot be classified as fascist.



Conclusion

The feverish attempts of the Zionists to bring
together in the ““land of the fathers™ as many Jews as
possible from various countries and to bring the
Jewish population of the whole world under their
influence are failing. The overwhelming majority of
Jews have no intention of emigrating to Israel. What
is more, according to various sources, from 1,500 to
2.000 Jews have been leaving Israel every month over
the last few vears. The number of emigrants has
lately been equal to, or even greater than, the number
of immigrants. One-third of those leaving are natives
of Israel. Among them there are many young people
who do not want to live in the ‘‘barracks state,” to die
or be crippled in the numerous wars being unleashed
in the Middle East by the imperialists and Zionists.

The French researchers into Middle East prob-
lems, A. Gresh and D. Vidal, emphasise that this
exodus ““is a symbol of the crisis shaking the ‘Jewish
state” and, on a more general plane, Zionism.™’!

1 A. Gresh and D. Vidal, Prochc-Orient.: une guerre de ccnt ans,
Messidor, Paris, 1984.

715



The Zionists alleged that with the establishment of
a “Jewish state” the life of Jews in other capitalist
countries would become easier, and that anti-
Semitism would disappear. But the policy of Israel’s
ruling circles and of international Zionism towards
the Palestinian and other Arab peoples (for example,
the policy of “dual loyalty” propagated and practised
by the Zionists) have led to the opposite results.

Despite the frenzied opposition of the Zionists, the
natural process of the voluntary assimilation of Jews
continues throughout the world. Thus, in capitalist
countries where the Zionists and rabbis (with the
virtual support of the anti-Semites) are doing their
utmost to inculcate ideas of Zionism and national-
cultural separatism in the mass of the Jewish popu-
lation, mixed marriages amount to 45-50 per cent of
the total. In the United States today more than half
of the Jews who get married choose as their spouses
persons of non-Jewish origin; in the Federal Republic
of Germany the percentage of mixed marriages is
reaching 60.

Another indicator of the crisis of Zionism is the
fact that progressive and revolutionary ideas are
spreading among the Jewish population in Western
Europe and America, especially among the youth.

Criticism of the policy of Israel’s ruling circles is
increasingly heard today even in those political circles
(for instance, in the Socialist International) and in
those Western countries (for instance, in the EEC
countries) that formerly gave full backing to Tel
Avitv. World-wide condemnation of the Israeli
government’s course 1S acquiring more and more
varied and severe forms.

The overwhelming majority of Jews in all countries
reject Zionism, its dogmas and concepts, and espe-
clally its theses about a “world people” and “dual
loyalty.” Zionist ideology is being opposed not only
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policy of the ruling circles of Israel, and also against
anti-Semuitism, which has struck deep roots in many
capitalist countries, constitutes an important com-
ponent of the world-wide struggle waged by the

progressive, democratic and socialist forces against
imperialism and its allies.
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