Calls Charge
"The Blood Libel”

Editor:

At every Yahrzeit (anniversary) of
‘Chaim Avrlasoroff, certain writers for
the Yiddish press, who belong to the
Poale-Zion Barty, remember to men-
tion the Revisionists as his murder-
ers. It's time this accusation should
once and for all be cleared publicly.
Our opponents continue to repeat
that blood libel, for the Revisionists
have not the courage to answer them
as they really deserve. Well, here is
oneé Revisionist who wiil. Now te the
point. ;

On June 15, 1933, a shot was fired

V4 -
The article by Ed and Al Findley,
“Irgun: Threat to-Israel Democracy,”
which appeared in the December 27
issue of LABOR ACTION, has occa-
sioned wide..comment. (Copies of it
may still be ordered.) In presenting
the Findley article, which we believe
to be the best and most complete yet
written on the subject, we invited
comment, notably from official spokes-
men of the Irgnn movement, offering
to withdraw any part of the accusa-
tions that could be proved false. We
herewith publish a long letter from
one who describes himself as a “rank
and flle revisionist,” with a brief re-
ply by Ed Findley.—The Editors,

in Tel Aviv. As a result, Dr. Chaim
Arlasoroff a member of the Jewish
Agency died a few hours later. Im-
mediately. the good “Zionists” cre-
ated .a blood libel against the Revi-
sionists.

On June 18, 1933, David Ben-Gu-
rion wrote in the Heint of Warsaw
the following: “I am one of those
who wages a battle of life and cdeath
with the Communists and I know of
their -destructive pogrom efforts in
the Yishuyv. But as regards the mur-
der of Dr. Arlasoroff, I must declare
that they cannot be charged with it,
for their work is directed in the di-
rection of provoking pogroms and not
terroristic acts. Nor do I accuse the
Arabs of this murder because whe-
ever is familiar with Eretz-Yisroel
knows how impossible it would be
to disappear as easily as the raur-
derers of Dr. Arlasoroff. 1 opine,
however, that the terroristic acts.per-

petrated upon Dr. Arlasorofl are po-.

litical. Then he starts to discuss the
Revisionists. Did he have to say
more to point at a certain direction?

Here is. a statement by the Polish
Zionist Organization: The pain burns
and the heart palpitates in agitation,
grief and wrath at the bloody crimre
in Zionism. Rage is within us. With
the greatest misgivings did we fol-
low all the time the development of
the Revisionist plaguc. We saw the
flood ‘'of hate and venom disseminated
by that movement. Boldly do we de-
clare that the moral responsibility
falls upon the Revisionist movement
which has produced such a murderer.
Against such a movement, we must
all defend ourselves. Let our motto

be, “Expel the Revisionist gangs from

Jewish life.”

The president of the American Zion-
ist Organization also accused the Re-
visionists. Many other ghetto slaves
did Hkewise. All this was done before
the British even suspected anybody
at all. It took the British a month to
take the various hints of their “Zion-
ist” friends and arrest Abraham Stav-
sky, Zvi Rosenblatt and Abba Achi-
Meyer.

Achi - Meyer was cleared of the
murder immediately. If Achi-Meyer
was innocent, then so were the oth-
ers, for he was accused of being the
instiggator. Now if he didn't instigate,
then his followers could not have
comnmitted an act they were not told

to carry out. But the “justice” loving

British butchers sent Achi-Meyer to
prison for two years for a “crime”
for which he served a term once be-
fore.

Zvi-Rosenbtatt, who was supposed
to have fired the shot, was freed: Why
should any court free .a suspect .of
murder, but try his accomplice?

Stavsky was convicted by one
court, but was acquitted by a higher
court because of lack :of evidence: -

But Stavsky is .innocent, because
someone else is guilly. They. could
not have committed the same crime.
We shall attempt 10 prove the guilty
one., . . '

Ben-Gurion was correct, when he
said,- the - communists didn’t- commit
that murder.. The ‘“comrades™: are
great cowards and would not dare
murder a Jewish leader, who was
very .popular. Besides, - communists
don't believe in - individual- terror.
They practice mass terror and liqui-
dations against their opponents.

The Arabs are not guilty of this
crime either. Arlasoroff was a friend
of the Arab pcople. They are not as
stupid as some Zionist leaders.

Is it possible that Revisionists com-
nitted the murder? It would be, if it
ccurred at a different time and
against any other person. Let us say,
“haim -Weitzman. Arlasoroff was a
riend to our movement. He ‘always
vanted peace with the hated Revi-
ionists. '

Arlasoroff was murdered one
nonth before the Zionist Congress.
"herefore, it would certainly be -idi-

hardly be taken seriously.

rative evidence to be sufficient.

sonous Altalena putsch).

In Brief Reply:

The “revclations” and “proofs” presented in this communication
are not new. When the Brith Biryenim-Irgun activists, Zvi Rosen-
blatt and Abraham Stavsky, were positively identified as the mur-
derers.by the slain labor leader’s  wife, their defense and the Revi-
sionist press engaged in a slanderous ecampaign to impugn her credi-
bility. One can see from the above vituperative letter how meager is
the factual evidence on which these slanders were based. Snide com-
ments about alleged family quarrels and.common-law marriage can

Yes, the Court of Criminal Assizes freed Abba Achimeir, the in-
stigator of the assassination. Although he had conducted a lynch
campaign in the press against Arlassaroff in the days leading up to
the latter’s. assassination and was the ideological leader of the terror-
ist Brith Biryonim whose members were implicated, Achimeir himself
was not identified.as one of the actual participants.

Zvi Rosenblatt, the other Brith Biryonim-Irgun activist impli-
cated, was definitely identified as one of .the killers but the corrobora-
tive evidence required by Palestinian law.was unavailable. In the case
of Abraham Stavsky ,the Court of Criminal Assizes felt the corrobo- |

No, Stavsky was not acquitted by the Criminal Court of Appeals
because the court felt him to be innocent, but due to a Palestinian legal
technicality. Here is how the chief justice of that court, in announcing
the reversal of the lower court’s decision, put it:

“To sum up, I can see no reason whatever for criticizing the Court
of Assizes in accepting Mrs. Arlassaroff’s evidence, and if this case were
being heard i England or in most Beitish depewpdencies, that would
be the end of the appeal and the conviction wou
the Legislaturc of Palestine has seen fit by Section 5 of the Law of
Evidence, Amendment Ordinance 1924, to provide that no judgment
shall be given in a criminal easec, on the evidence of a single witness
unless such evidence is admitted by the aceused person or is corrobo-
rated by some.other material witness, which, in the opinion of the
court, is sufficient to establish the truth of it.” (Emphasis mine.)

We cannot retry the case in LABOR ACTION, but this much
stands out. Both the entire Palestinian Jewish labor movement and
the ceriminal courts accepted the fact of Abraham Stavsky’s direct
participation in the murder of one of the main leaders of the Jewish
trade union movement in Palestine., We can hardly accept the fan-
tastic charge .of collusion between the trade union movement and the
British police merely on Revisionist say-so.

i  What interests us is the fact that poth the instigators and actual
murderers played and continue to play a leading role in Beigin’s Free-
dom Movement (Heiruth) (except for Stavsky, who was recently
killed while fichting against Israeli government troops in the trea-

have. to stand. But

Ed FINDLEY

otic for Revisionists to commit any
deed that would discredit our move-
ment in the eyes of Zienist voters.
On :the contrary, it would have been
in the interest of the opposing party
to commit that crime and then blame
their opponents just as Hitler burned
the Reichstag and blamed the Reds.
Didn't the Histadruth have a slogan,
“Doa’'t vote for, murderers to the
Zionist Congress”? Could it be they
created the possibility for such slo-
gans?

But let us examine some of the
evidence. Arlasoroff and his “wife”
returned to Eretz-Yisroel from Eu-
rope on a Friday. He had promised
his mother to spend the Sabbath with
her. But he was murdered in Tel-Aviv
while his old mother lived in Jerusa-
lem. Who was interested enough to
change his mind and not be with his
mother on the Sabbath? We must re-
member Arlasoroff was a very faith-
ful :son.

At the time he was shot he and his
“wife" were walking near the Arab
cemetery at the end of the city. Why
did . they walk in such a deserted
place? Therec are many beautiful
parks in Tel-Aviv. Whose suggestion
wag it to walk at thaf seetion?

“Madame” Arlasoroff testified that
she .asked her husband to-turn back.
Why could it not be just the oppo-
site? It was not his idea to go there
in the first place. He wanted to be
in Jerusalem with his mother.

“Mrs.” Arlasoroff was in the pos-
session of a revolver that fatal night.
Foriwhat purpose did she carry that

weapon? It couldn't be to protect her
husband? It would be more. logical
had it been the opposite.

How come the ‘“Madame” didn't
faint when her “husband” was shot?
She must be some “woman.” Another
woman could not have been so calm.

She also testified that Stavsky (how
she remembered so well) held a
searchlight against her face. Then
how could she have seen? We know
that a searchlight blinds you.

The bullet taken from Arlasorofl's
body matched the *Madame's” revol-
ver, but the weapon was not produced
at the ‘trial. Why? Surely it wasn't
for Stavsky's benefit. The British po-
lice had that weapon “disappear.”

According to the “Madame’'s” tes-
timony, the murderer was facing them
directly. But, Arlasoroff was shot in
the side. Who was standing beside
him?

But, the “Madame” was not beside
her husband when he died. Why? Was
she afraid to face him? Still, Arla-
soroff tried to shield his unfaithful
“wife"” by sdying before his death, a
Jew didn’t shoot me. No, it was a
“Jewess.”

There were two witnesses who saw
and heard the “Madame” walking on
her hotel balcony saying, what shall
I tell the 'police? Innocent people are
not worriad ‘in such cases. Those two
witnesses were not given the chance
to testify. The reason is obvious.

Now as for the motive. Dr. Arla-
soroff was never legally married to
the '1‘Madarpe." They lived, as many
other Marxists, a free love. They had
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many quarrels in the last few years
of his life. Such things happen every
day. In the United States the ‘‘Ma-
dame” would have been convicted to
the electric chair. This was a civil
case. i

But, the British with the help of
the Jewish Agency saw a chance to
discredit their mutual opponents and
created the blood-libel. It's strange
while Stavsky and Rosenblatt were
allowed to remain in Eretz-Yisroel,
the British sent the ‘“Madame” out
of the country. Why? Because every-
one in Eretz-Yisroel knows that Arla-
soroff was murdered by his unfaith-
ful “wife.”

We asked, is it possible that Revi-
sionists or any other patriotic Jewisi
group would assassinate one whom
they considered a traitor. Our answer
is “it’s possible” but not in this case.
Arlasoroff was not a traitor. Suppose
a certain Zionist group did execute
a Jewish renegade. So what? The
penallty for treason is death among
all nations. Why should the Jewish
people be an exception?

As a matter of fact, the first to
carry out an act of assassination were
members of the Poale-Zion. In 1933,
a leader of the Agudath Yisroel was
shot, for being an informer for the
British. His name was Jacob De Haan.
One of those participants is still liv-
ing in Eretz-Yisroel. Her name is
Mara Shocket, who was herself an
informer for the Russian police
against revolutionists. We do not de-
nounce this deed, but merely state a
fact. So, why condemn others, who
were only accused of doing the same?
We must also remember the crime of
De-Haan was not greater than those
committed by Chaim Weitzman "and
he is still among the living. Our cha-
verim (comrades) refrained firom tak-
ing Jewish lives, unless it could not
be helped any more. Such cases did
arise.

Why did the Revisionists return to
the Zionist Organization, when mem-
bers of that body still consider us as
the murderers of Arlasoroff. People
with self-respect should act other-
wise. We should demand a Jewish (we
don’t recognize the British) court of
Justice and once ‘and for all clear
Rosenblatt, Stavsky and Achi-Meyer,
through them the ! Revisionist move-
ment.

Elihahan BEN-A MI

Praises Findleys'
Analysis of Irgun
Editor:

Your long and exhaustive article,
“Irgun: Threat to Istael Government,”
in the issue of December 27, certainly
deserves the thanks of cvery right-.
minded Zionist and every sincere
friend of the young state of Israel
You may expect that some of your
statements will be refuted by repre-
sentatives of the Heiruth movement
or writers friendly to. it, but the un-
deniable fact remains that this move-
ment. exists. mainly as an opposition
1o Israel’'s workers’, organization, His-
tadruth. This movement, indeed the
old Revisionist Party under a‘'new
name, is ready to earry over its tac-
tics and underground fight against
our enemies, the British, into the
open field against the Histadruth,
thus preparing the ground for civil

L4 M.
ARTICLE ON IRGUN:

Copies of the December 27 issue of
LABOR ACTION which carried Ed
and Al Findley’s thotough documen-
tation on the charge that Irgun is a
threat to Israeli democracy are still
available. It is the best work .on:the
subject. Order from LA, 4 Court Sq.,
Long Island City.1, N. Y.. '
b

All readcrs of LABOR ACTIGN are
tures and soclals sponsored by local bri
informntion of WORKERS PARTY actl
te WORKERS PARTY, 4 Qourt Symarc, ]

AKRON: Writd to Box 221.

BALTIMORE: Internatienal Fellow-

- #hip . Houge, 21 Wesdf Preston St.,
2nd floor. Public forums every sec-
‘ond Friday of each month. Discus-
sion group on remaining Friday
evenings. - -

BUFFALO: 639 Main St, 2nd floor.
Office hours, 11 a,m.-2 p.m, Monday
through IFriday. Open meetings
Sunday evenings. Discussion’ grouds
Thursday evenings. ar

CHICAGO: 800 West North Ave. Tel.:
MIChigan, 9003. Office. hours: Wed-
nesdays aftér 4:00 pim. Medtings:
Every. Wednesday ,at 8:30 p.m.

CLEVELAND: WP Branch meets Sun-
,days, 8:00° p.m., ine the ' Croatian
Home Association( 6314 8t. Crair
Ave. Write to Bernard Douglas, Box
1130, . Cleveland3, Ohio.

DIEEI'ROIT: 9016 12th St.
IFridays, 8815 p.m.

LOS ANGELES: 3314 So. Grand, Los
Angeles 7. Tel.: Richinond 7-3¢30 (i
no answer, phone AX 2-9067). Office
hoars. 2 to 6 p.m. dally.’

NEWARK: 248 Market St., Newark 2.

,Open_house Friday evenings.

NEW YORK CITY:

CITY CENTER: 114 West 14th St., 3ra
fOoor.. Open iévery day frém 10 a.m.
to 7 p.m. Wednesday and Thursday
until 10:30 p.m. Tel,: WAtkins
4-4222, .

CENTRAL BRANCH: Wednresday, $:18

.poi, at the City Center, 114 ‘Weat
14th St., 3rd floor. | e
CHELSEA BRANCH: ' Thursday, 8:16

Meetings



