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A _DISCUSSION:

By HAL DRAPER

Over at the righthand column, our
valued contributor Al Findley has a let-
ter which raises a point of view, at least
_a nuance, with regard to our anti-Zion-
jsm. He wrote the letter in (by editorial
collusion) with the ajm of evoking this
comment and discussion, and so we are
carrying out our part of the bargain
here.

- Comrade Findley puts_ it that he is
raising a question of terminology
(“semanties”). He basically agrees with
the ISL views on the subject, but in ef-.

rected against only one form-of Zionism
—that form of Zionism which claims that
“all Jews must necessarily owe allegiance
to [a] Jewish state.” So he refuses to de-
seribe himself as “anti-Zionist.”

It is tempting to agree that this is
simply a “terminological” question and
let it go at that. But—

After all, in a real but useless way
almost anything can be reduced to “term-
inology.” It is perfectly possible to de-
fine socialism as merely “one form of
liberalism” by an appropriate extension
of the term liberalism. It even has been
done, especially by socialists whose own
separation from liberalism is not very
clear. It could be justified; but if Com-
rade Findley would demur; at least one
reason is this: Such a “terminological”
amalgam of socialism and liberalism
would tend to blur precisely that differ-
ence which makes them, or ought to
make them, distinct political movements
in real political life. In point of fact, it
is a “terminological” approach which has
appealed only to those socialistic ele-
ments who do want to blur the ilne be-
tween liberalism and socialism in politi-
cal life and not omly in “semanties.”

So we ought to beware of "“terminologi-
cal" approaches which blur understanding
rather than help it.

Therefore we point out first that we
are ‘using the term Zionism in the same
- way as it is used by virtually the whole
Zionist movement in real political life.
. Comrade Findley knows that—ecf. hls sec-
ond sentence

- WHO ARE ZIONISTS?

; But, he argues, there are Zionists who
" “reject the political ideas and ‘ethos’”
of the Zionist parties, yet continue to
call themselves Zionists. He points to the
existence of such people and rests.his
“terminological” case. But this is not
helpful There are all kinds of “social-
" ists,” all kinds of “liberals,” “democrats,”

and “Zionists.” It is mev:tahle that there

Zionists, as there are such categories in
every other field. Whom is Comrade Fm~
_dley pointing to?

the “American Zionists” and the “cul-
tural-Zionists.”

1) It is not true that the "American
Zionists" reject the ideas of typical Zien-
ism. Findley is thinking of something else.

The mass of “Ameriean Zionists” sim-
ply refuse to draw the personal conse-
guences of their ideas, i.e., emigration to
Israel. This is why_they have been . de-
nounced by Ben-Gurion and Zionists
" abroad. The American Zionist movement
is a secandal in the world organjzation.
'They are a case of people who proclaim
their agreement with the full program of
Zionism for others, but for themselves. it
would mean too much sacrifice. Their
case has little to do with "termmology”
“except insofar as “terms” are used.to
cdover up the smell ‘of the fleshpots: :

We have hére pathetlcally incongistent
Ziowigts, that's ‘all. ‘And this should not

“minological” question.
-INCONSISTENT ZIONISM

(2) The ‘second example is also o tase
‘of inconsistent Zionism, insofar as it bears

'some elementary questions are.asked, it
.imcdmhly breaks up into either (a) a

WEEK by WEEK . . .

the week's news, discusses the car-

reat problems of labor and soclallsm.

gives you infermation you cn‘l’ find
_anywhere. else,

LA

fect he asserts that these views are di--—

_ be mixed-up Zionists and inconsistent -

" He is pointing to two examples. His *
examples help to show the trouble with -
his. “terminological” approach. They are "

confuse us into making Zionism a ‘‘ter-.

on the question. The term “cultural-Zion-
" ism" means litile by itself; as” soon as

clear fobm=of Zionism, perhaps with a -

LABOR ACTION screens ard analyses -

e Aubls.nlynlncrf

Zionism and T ermmolog Yy

secondur\r emphusu. or (b) ‘@ notion which
cannot be Iubeled Zionism in dny sense
whatever.

If one looks to build a cultural center
for Jews (a cultural “Zion”) somewhere
in the world, that may be in New York
or Vienna or Rome or Palestine, or in
any and all Jewish communities at once;
but such aspirations have nothing what-
soever to do with Zionism in anyone's
terminology—until the question is raised
of the political and territorial context
of such a cultural “Zion.” When any
given “cultural-Zionist” answers this
_question for himself, -he must either ac-
cept or reject “the political ideas” of the
Zionist movement. Naturally, fiot all peo-
ple think such questions through for
themselves. When they do not, they some-
times use the label “cultural-Zionist” as
a label for their particular- species of
confusion. )

Why should anyone think in terms of
a single world cultural center 'of Jewry,

-unless he is already thinking in terms of

a single political-state center? Birobidjan

* was, in its own way, a type of proposal

for a Jewish cultural center (even a ter-
ritorial center of a sort), without the
Russians thereby becoming “Zionists.” A
cultural center can be established by
minority treaty rights within another
state, without anyone .looking on-the ar-
rangement as fulfilment of Zionism.
Similarly, a Jewish (or other minority)
cultural center can be established and
maintained simply by democratic tolera--
tion and support within another state. ...
None of this becomes “cultural-Zionism”
until a sufficient admixture of the real
Zionist ideology has been added: for ex-
ample, the proviso that there must be a
single cultural center and in Palestine at
that.

So Findley’s examples are not exam-
ples—not for his “terminological” point.

ZIONISM & CHAUVINISM

Now there are a couple of useful ter-
minological distinctions that can and
should be made, as long as the question
has been raised. For example, there is
the useful term “Jewish territorialism”
as distinet from Zionism.

The Marxist (anti-Zionist) point of
view does not automatically exclude all
conceptions of some kind of territorial
center for Jews. For example, the con-
cept of a Birobidjan may be good or bad,
and we are not interested at the moment
in the Stalinist execution of it, but cer-
tainly our- point of view does not auto-
matically rule such a project out. It can
fairly be considered a form of socialist
. Jewish territorialism in a broad sense, as
distinet from Ziomism. So also Trotsky
had -interesting ideas on the possibility,
under socialism, -of some kind of new ter-

. ritorial center for those Jews who wished
-to.found- 2 new life in such a way. All of
.thissis: outside the Zionist framework.

~But if one insists that such a terri-
torial ‘center’ must. be in Palestine; or if
one insists that such a territorial center

~must be the homeland of all Jews in the

world (Ingathering of the Exiles); or
even if .one insists on calling and making

such a territory a “Jewish state” in the

Israeli sense—then, we must conclude, a
different set of political ideas is involved

-and this latter is the political ideology of
. Zionism,

“ A setond “terminological” point is im-

-plicit in ‘the ISL resolution on the sub-

ject, as Comrade Findley knows.” Our

"resolution does not reject “Jewish nation-

alism” per se. It looks on Zionism as &

.reactiongry form of Jewish nationalism

(Jewish chauvinism). *

None: of this probably has much to do
with the
cialists . (Maksoud). The latter’s empha-
:sis -is -on’ opposition to Isrmel, it ‘would
seem.

Lastly: the- ISL resolutxon, it is true,
“leaves -open the theoretical question of
whether..the Jews: are a nation, people,

ete.”” It would -be wrong to pass resolu-.
-tions on mooted points of theory; reso-

lutions are limited to settling political
questions. - Instead .our resolution points
out that the. specific Jewish community
in Palestine-acted as a national people.
I would, add: that this -already indicates
a correct- approach. It does not speak of
“the Jews” but of a given and existing

. Jewish community- in a given territory

and .society. Ii my reply to Maksoud I
wrote that I doubt whether it is at all
meaningful to- talk about “the Jews"” in
any other way. Outside of the tribal
mysticism . of -the Zionists, I cannot see
anyone looking on the Yemenite Jews as
being. a part of the same (separate) na-
tlonal people as “the Jemsh commumty

anti-Zionism” of the Arab so-

’ ;
To the Editor:

With reference to- the exchange of views in LABOR ACTION on thé posmon of
the Arab socialists; alléw me to point out a difference between the anti-Zionism of
Draper and the anti-Zionism expressed by Maksoud.

Draper’s anti-Zionism is opposition to the political ideology and program of

the Zionist parties, including such ideas as the following:

that all Jews must

necessarily owe allegiance to the Jewish state; that the Jews must inevitably and
for all time be alien and hated by their nerghhors, ete.

Maksoud’s anti-Zionism is that any idea of a Jewish terrltorlal center is reac-
tionary, and he_opposes categorically any idea that the Jews may be a nation or a

people.

Draper (or the ISL); as far as I understand, leaves open the theoretical ques-
tion of whether the Jews are a nation, people, ete. He is in favor of allowing Jews
the right of self-determination, and mcludes in that, the right to choose-a territorial

basis for their self- determmatlon

For my part Draper is. wrong insofar as he identifies Zionism ‘per se with the
above ideas. Many Zionists accept the idea of a territorial center in Israel and
reject the political ideas and “ethos” that Draper and I object to. This is true
especially of American Zionists and “cultural Zionists.” My disagreement with
characterizing ourselves as anti-Zionist is therefore one really of semantics. Neither
of our points of view has any connection with Maksoud’s kind of anti-Zionism.

Al FINDLEY
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e SCIENCE

We Go Slumming in the Astrological Underworld

By CARL DARTON

When we meet an engineer or scientist
who says he is a “socialist,” we naturally
get interested. We want to discuss with
him; broach some ideas, ete. So we did in
a recent case, We knew the person in
question habitually showed a certain dis-
regard for concrete and immediate social
issues, so we tried to tackle a question of
more general interest. Before we could
say abracadabra, we found ourselves con-

fronted with the following question:

“Do you believe in a vast Cosmic
Ocean which surrounds us all, a sort of
Soul of the Universe from which we re-
ceive our very thoughts, our ideas, our
incentives for action?”

Before we could recover balance, the
intended victim thrust into our hands
two issues of a magazine named Horo-
scope.

He insisted on calling attention par-
ticularly to an article entitled “Astrology
in the World Today,” by one Sidney
Omarr. The subtitle read: ““An Interview
with Dr. Gustaf Stromberg and Aldots
Huxley.”

Unaccustomed as we are to the esoteric
terms and unusual style of the astrological
underworld of pseudo-science, we did
‘manage to arrive with some difficulty at a
fair understanding of the author's thesis.
Author Omarr is seeking some sort of en-
dorsement from modern science for as-

trology. He is trying to show that he has:

got it, in these interviews. with Huxley
and Stromberg. .

SWEEPING CLAIMS

It is naturally-impossible”Here to Tist ~

all the examples of sweeping claims and
faulty conclusions whlch pe'pper the ar-
ticle.

We should remember that Huxley is
not representative of ~modern science
even though he—

(a) is an “author whe i one of the
most distinguished - literary figures . of
our times.”

(b) “belongs to a famous sc:entlﬁc
family.”

(¢) “is noted for hls promcatme use
of scientific and philosophi¢-ideas in such
novels as Pomt Counteyr. Point-and wae
New World.

(d) is “one of the rare minds of ‘our
time.”

(e) is quoted ‘as saymg t.hat “We had
‘better admit then that there will prob-

ably never be a compleﬁely adequate scl— 4. B

‘enice of man.”

The same' is true of Stfbmberg, whe,
the ‘article claims, is *“a simple ‘man . in
the best sense of the word. He is efithusi-
astic, perceptive, and sympathetic to the
problems faced by astrology in & gener-
ally hostile scientific wo:ld 2 ,S;rombaz:g
was trained, and for years wis an as-
tronomer, at the Carnegie Institute’s
Mount Wilson. Observatory. More recent-
ly he has been analyzing “data on cér-
tain ‘living ‘fields’ which seem to ‘have
their roots in a non-physical:world,”a
world beyond the: realm of space smd

“time.”
One’ can only agree with Oalurr that fhe-

doctor is "unlike most astronomeérs.”

In all fairness to Huxley and Strom-
berg, it must be reported ‘that they did
not actually endorse astrology. Omarr
tries hard to make the identification with
remarks such as: “Like students of as-

. trology, Huxley has been concerned with

man hunself and the'world i whic}‘_x"_hé

tainty and

mantle of science. -

two famous “scientists” thought about
astrology, the best he could get from
Huxley was: “It is a strange subject..

The reason most scientists are inclined

to" veer away from astrology is that it
falls in the philosophical realm.”

That last remark of Huxley’s would
be nearer correct if it said - “mystic
realm.” While it may be true that most

‘scientists do not concern themselves di-

rectly with philosophical questions, this

is an entirely different attitude from

that toward pseudo-scientific quackery
like astrology.

SCIENTIFIC BACKING?

Certain scientific observations and
theories were dragged in by the Horo-

scope article to support the validity of

astrology.

e Item: Terrestrial magnetic stofms co-
incide with certain positions of the plan-
ets. These storms affect our physical en-
vironment and thus our lives. Therefore,
it has now been ‘“proved” by science that
astrology is correct in one of its’ main

claims that the position of the planets-

directly affects individual lives. . . .

e Item: Dr. Shapley of the Harvard Ob-
servatory has declared that there are 100
million planets which may be “life
theaters.” Omarr concludes.that this is
a rebuff to those scientists who are “only
too ready to shut their minds to any in-
ﬂuences, let alone life, from other plan-
ets.”

. Item The menstrual period of women .

has much in common with the lunar
eycle, being . approx.lmately the same
length. This tremendous discovery then
becomes a justification for the study. of
astrology.

" Among the various. qnuek devices for
fortune-telling, astrology seems-to be pre-

eminent in.its appeal to otherwise edu- -

cated and Iniellige_nt people.. Perhaps its

reputed vogque in the Hollywood and en- :
tertainment -world is exaggerated; but.
surely it Is- greater- thaw the general level ©

of intelligence:- among- lts vkﬂn: wouid -

make plausible.

The background:-of- this fact is un- -

doubtedly compesed: of feelings-of uncer-
insecurity,
acute than ‘elsewhere, but just. as-un-

perhaps. ‘more -

doubtedly, one factor responsible-is.as- -

trology’s effort to cover itself: mth the
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