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- THE THE QUESTION - PHRASTS SOLUTION
THE PALESTTNE QUESTION - PHRASTS AND SOLUTIONS _ o) o

In the Janunry 20th issue of Labor Actiosn there appeared an
analysis of the Zionist Congress by '/illie~m Gorman, which gives us -
-an opportunity to write s-me comments, niot only on this article, but
nlso on other nnd more important, oplnisns on thé Jewlsh question R
which have been expressed in +the Marxist movement during the past
year or so, : :

Comrnde Gorman finds nothing whatsoever in the deliberations
of the csongress to take serl-sly enough to snalyze, comment upon,
and Indicate what, glven the same problems, the Bolshevik solution
for the Jewish people would be. He finds it sufficient, from the
vantage polnt of ~n enlightened ilerxist, to lzugh ot the whole pr- -
cedure, solutions and problems alike, Yet he does think thnt the
speech of Zrubavel a Left-Poale Zion representative, to the effect
that "the best chance for the realization of Zionism lles in the honds
of the workers of the world, British =nd Arak included, who do not
agree with their rulers","is much closer t> the solution." Yet, he
continues,  "Zrubavel and his followers fall t5 realize thnt it is
utterly impossible to expect the Jewlsh bourgeolsie which controls
the Zionist movement to join hends with the workers of Britain and
the Arab countries, Only the Jewisgh workers themselves can do this,"
If the Jewlsh workers did thls, then we would have the solution 5
the problen, v L : ' o ﬁ .

This, of course, ls a very good conclusion - for =an article in

a newspaper, But since th s 1s advanced as a solution, i.e, 85 a
course of action, just what con it possibly mean? How do the

- Jewlsh workers go about "joining hends" with the British and Arab
workers? Should they go to the marketplace, hunt up proletarians
of British and Arab origin, ond attempt to hold hands.with them? But
obvisusly this is rildiculous, The British and Arabs would object -~
and perhaps so would the Jews, It might even have such serious con-
sequences as to lead to a permanent and irreparable rupture between .
them, which might endure even after the triumph of sod alism. No,

. In all soberness, we rmust reject this tactic, o .

PerhapsComrade Gorman will give us a clearer idea of what he has
in mind later on? 1In the lnst paragraph we find this: "They must
begin to look elsewhere - to the peoples of Egypt, India, Indo=-Chinsa,
Burma, Malay, the Philippines, Indonesia - all of whom are struggling
vallantly to free themselves from imperialls éxploitation and terror.
when the Jewish people join in this decisive struggle, 1t will sound
the final death knell of political Zionlsm, ond the beginning of
national and social liberation," ' _

oy

: a
£hl Now we have a more definite picture of what 1s in Comrede :

Gorman's mind. Only, again, theret!s thts business of jolning in

there, ‘e suspect that Comrade Gormen hos invented a secrét and
mnrketable hand-shake which will énable the Jewlish people to join

hands nost only with Arabs and Britishers, but with all kinds of
assorted peoples from all over the world, (Note: Only a while ~go

‘the trouble with Zrubavel l2y in his fallure to differentiate the
proletariat from the rest of the Jewish people. XNow the Jewish

people are good enough for Comrade Gormsan hims3-f, Maybe there's"
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something to this business of joining hnnds all ar~und after nll,
Note also: all the other peoples wvhom Comrnde Gorman mentiosns, he
supports simply by virtue of the £A0t thnt they ~re struggling agalnst
imperialism, md lays down no other canditlﬁn for his support. . For
the Jews however, thls 1s not ennugh, - They must not only struggle
agninst British imperialism (which they are doinﬁ, nd which 1s the
only serisus menning that the phr-se "join hands" can have), but they
must 2lso shoke honds with all kinds of exotlc peoples before Cbmrﬂde
Gormon will supnort them, )

But of course we have tnken Comrade Gormaon too literally, He has
n> secret handelasp at all, What he renlly means 1s thnt the.Jews
should simply take up ~rms and start fighting the British., ~But nol
He h~s already tnld us thot unless they hold hands with someosne, this
would be sheer terrorism which no Marxist can support. '/ell then, he
menns thnt they should support the politicnl parties of the proletariat
all over the world, This nen ns, ~bove-cll of course, that they must
" .throw their full strength behind the Lﬂbor Partv of Britain. But
walt--thls tpo doesn't seem right, The Labor Party 1s preclsely the
one which had made it " tr-~glc -joke" to spenk of Pnlestlne 23 a
"natiosnal home", ~nd hos converted it into "an ~rmed comp on the brink
of n gigantie bloodletting" (It doesn't occur to Comrade Gormen
that o Homeland mny beconme qn armed ¢amp, or conversely, that an
armed camp may become 2 Homelond,) This too connot be his meoning,

But enaugh of this forced f"cetiousness. What Comr~de Gorman .

~  really means, if he means nanything nt nll, is thet the Jews of

Palestine should nccept the progrem of the Trotskyist Party, naturally
the Trotskyist Porty of Englond and of Palestine, Let us examine
“seriously this psssibility, Leon Trotsky stnted that it is the duty
of the revslutionary parts to raln the confidence of an oppressed '
nation. How has the REVOLUTIONARY .COMMU:'IST PARTY OF BRITAIN fulfllled
this dictum in relation to the Jews?

“Throughout the war, the British government wqged what was in
effeet 2 wnr In ollisnce with Germany against the Jews; while the
latter carried out the .rmrders, the former conducted o blocknde of
Pnlestine, the only possible source of mnss escnrpe, dgﬂinst the Jews,
" Under the circumstances, i1t might have been reasannble to expect the
RCP to ¢onduct » struggle agninst its government on this question,
Well, if not a struggle, then o protest, some token of dlsapproval,
just for the record? But if there 1s ‘'such a record, nelther we nor
gnyone else we know of has henred of it.  Can it be possible that
this is bhe sne phase of the conduct of the war by the British
gavernment with which the RCP found itself in ngreement? Let us see,

During the war, while the henrt »f the Jewish nation wns being
slarughtered, the RCP found no renson to express ltself on this
question, But immmedintely after the wqr, when British police hend-
qu-rters were blown.up in Tel Aviv, ~nd o physical strurgle developed
tetween Rritisn ixiperinlism-~nd the Jews, suddenly the RCP w-ke up,
nnd tﬂok/ ctive position on this question - ﬂgﬂinst the Jews!

“hat wasthe essense of the struggle between the Jews nnd the
British Empire? Above all, it concerned the. right of Jewlsh refugees
to migrnte to Prlestine, There was not the slightest possibility for
the Jews to come omt victorious in this fight, except through the
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mobillzation of popular opinion in their behalf, above 211 in

America and in England., As Zrnest Bevin recently sn»id,:"I could

have solved the Palestins problem In a war which woulZd have insured
peace for twenty years, except for the pressure of American Zionists"-
on the basis of securing the agreement of the Airab delegates to
continue admitting 18,000 Jews into the country In a year! On whose
side is the RCP fighting in thla extremely important battle for

popular support ?
One quotation from thelr paper, the Socialist :Appeal (Supplement
Mid-October, 1945) will suffice. "Is ther® any fruth In The claim
that these survivipg: want to go to Palestine? The answer is no,"
- (the 1talfe.s are S.A'S) "The Jews never really wanted to go to
Pale stine. ~‘They were forced to go there, because the gates of =nll
other countries were closed to them." This 1s the essence of theé role
of the RCP in the struggle, they nnd thelr Palestinlsn theoreticlsn
T. Ciiff, supply the necessniy ideologicel armunition from the Left,
with whith to combat the struggle of the Jewish nation to survive,
In thi country the SUP parrots thelir position, nnd in our p-rty tdo,
Comr~des Gates 1s of the opinion that "with world borders closed o -
.the Jews, they have turned to Palestine.,," (N.I. 8/46), In conirast
to the rest of the world, .the gates of Falestine are, of course, wide
open to the Jews - as any fool cnn plainly see,

. &m I reading too mudh 1n§o *his quoﬁntion? Then'let us see
more fully what the position of the British Trotskyist party is on
Palestine, (From thz same issue of the S.4.): '

"Ever since the Zlonist colonization in Palestine started, the
Arab masses trled to resist by one menns or another, this invasion
of their land. BEvery four or five years, the 4rnb masses led, or
. more correctly, misled, by the most renctionary eclements nmong the
Effendls, would rise ngainst the unweicome invaders, only to be
‘betrayed agnin md agaln by the snme lenders, The Ar-b landowners,
like the feudolists In all other feudnl or semi-feudal countries,
nre the stongest supporters of Imperi-~lism, and once the masses get
involved in 2 struggle, these snme "leaders" quickly bring the
struggle to °n cnd and come to terms with British imperinlism,

"But this is only half of their betraynl. it the very same time
that the nmen whom they rallied to the strusgle perish in battle...
the so-called lenders moké profltable business by sclling thelr land
to the Zionists: Ag n result of which, hundreds more peasnnts ' nre

expelled from the 1and.," :

Could n~nything bc more clenr? The Arab masses rise against the
invaders-th~t is, not rgninst the Znglish, but ngalnst the Jews~
but thelr le~ders betroy them by bringing the struggle to ~n end,
What then does *he RUT require of a loyal ~nd honest Arab le~dershin?
Quite obviously, =n honest le:dership, one acceptable to the British
. Fourth Internntionalists, wo ld not call the struggle off until -

until what? - until every Jew in Palestine is sither killed or

driven from the lond. No? Is thers some other riecaning, too subtle
and rccondite for me to grasp in the sentences I have just quoted?
If a0, someoirc nlensc show me what it is.

But this is onlyx L)i.lé"hﬁlf of theﬁetrnyf:l. The /l'abs who s ell _
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thelr 1and to the Jews nrec ~lso traltors - for "hundmls ~oPe pénsants
- ore rcxpelled from the 1~2nd", Iin this wry, In hls excellent article
on the Stnlinist record on the Jewish gy uestion, Li 2/3/47, Comr-dec
41, Tindlay pointed out thnt the "number of pensants londless as a
result of Jewlsh settlement" nmounted to no more than 600, In the
opiaion of our fellow historical mnterinlists of Englnnd, the signif=-
lcance of 600 l-ncdless ircbs oukbwelghs the fact that the rermnant.

of o whole nntion, through Leroic efforts, h~s Leen given n fighting
chnance *o survive, Incidentally, note how cleverly the RCP leaders
both creante the impression of va2st numbers of 'rnbs being driven off
the l1and ("hundreds more will be expelled") ~nd yet at the some time
stey within the confines of litercl truth, After nll, dldn't they
spe~k only of hundreds? Aren't the Jewlsh mnagsses lucky to have such
clever chrmplons In Englnnd? : -

- Since then, this party has not chonged its positilon, Its Pales-
tininn theoreticinn, T. CLIff, writes artlcles which cen only be
termed as gl-onderous to the vews, Iike the RCP lenders, he nlso 1is
very clever, ~nd does not write ‘anything which is literally untrue,
In every articlec he mentions n cert in /Arab market which is plicketed
by some dewish boys; he implies that the rmnagnitude of the Jewish
problem in Falestine 1s simply on o por with thet of the Jews in
Egypt; in estlinnting the number of proletnriaas in the Middle ZEsst,
this lMarxist excludes the v¢cows from his figures becorusc, you sce,
they n~re not proletarlinns, btut Zlioaists, ctec, .

With remariknbly penctrating insight, the RCP infirms its
readers (todayl) th-t "the Britlsh deliberntely imported Jews into
Palestine tor this reason-rlone: as a2 br-ke in-%he struggle of the
Arnb mnsses for independence." They nare, consequently, not only
opposed to the ndmlssion of 100,C00 Jews into PAlestine, but they
~attack ths British government for having permitted ns mony Jews to
enter the country os.it did: " The effect of the limited immigration
which Britlsh imperinlism has alloved hns been to sidetrnack the
antl-lvperinlist struggle of the Arab mnsses, "nd turn it into ~nti-
Semitlc chrnnela. )S.4. #ug. 46¥% is though there ls osny countpy
inth~ world to which any nntlion~lity could nigr-te in ~ny great
“number, without on upsurge of natiosnnlistic feeling) (n o muéh
smaller scnle, the difficultics of the Polish soldiers in Scotlnand
might be cited.) They ralsed the slogan of "open the gates of all
countries (except Prlestine - L.S.,) to the oppressed dews", which
they knd not rnised during the wnr, nand which no one t-kes seriously
now, but which does have the purpose ond effect of shoking the
determinntion of the Jews nnd thelr suprorters by instilling doubts
s to the justice of their strugde to enter Palestine, the only.
country where o struggle for their survival ns 2 nation is possible.

On the whole one ¢an say that %his party's le~ders ngree with
-the opinisn of VW, Brooks (who has essentinlly thelr position) thnt
"the .irnb world is nwnkening. It is only ~ qucstlon of time whenno
powerful moverient for national liber~tion nnd unification will set
in," .nd since no equnlly powerful movernent of Jdewish refugees can
.be envisnged, they understrnd, quibte as well ns Braoks, theot it
.behooves then "to tnke sides far the rnbs." (H.I, 11/46) (ns =n
1aide 1t Is Interesting, though h~rdly surprising, to note that this
some Comrnde Prosks 1s of the opinion that "Zisnlsm , =s all varleties
of Jewleh natiin~lism, 1s baced -n 2 raclnlist icsology ~nd is at
least ns 214 wa, and, b¥ no menne ou » hirhel “ovel lian, Hitlewts"
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and that "this’ ideolog, pornentes a1l stratn of the Je'q, unfortunnte
ly including the working classes..." 4is n natter of cw L. sity, it
is intcresting t» speculatc ns to what wohuld hﬂve happen.d 2f
Comrnde Brooks had expresscd the spinion that "all varietles" of say,
Polish or Itnllan natlonallsn were "racialist", and "by no'menns of
a higher level thon Hitler's"? Would he have been booted out .2 the
rmoventent? I do not of course, dare to even wonder what would have .
happened if he hnd suggested thrt Germuan nationalism "of all varlietles'
" was on no higher a plane than Hitler'!s, But sinze it 1s only Jews ‘
"sf nll strata" whom he has insulted, of course 1t 1s underst-ndable
thnt the NI editorial board should see no resson why he should not be
invited -to review books dealing with Jewish subject matters for the
theoreticnl orgm of aur pﬂrty-where of course, he has repeated the
some highly objective opinions absut Jewish nationallisn, -

. (However, I w1sh to make it cleqr that the RCP has no cﬁnnection
with thls particular opinian of V. Braoks.)

Trotsky once said: "The deslre of a ruling nation to. maintain
‘the status quo frequently dressecs up ns o superisrity to natlonnllsn,
just ns the desire of o victorious n~tion t5 hong »n to its booty,
easlly takes the form of pacifism, Thus lacDon~ld in the fr~ce of
Ghandi feels as though.he were oan internntionnlist, Thus t50 the
gravitation of the »ustrlﬂng taiqrd Gerninny sppenrs to Polncnre nn
offense agnlnshoFrench pccxfism. Brooks, 1n hls desire t» be on
the side of the more powerful, Airab netion, (but above all, in his
desire not to be nssocioted to5 closely with the threntened nnd
strotegically hopelss Jewish minority in his own country), inveighs
"biltterly ngdinst dewish'choauvinlsm! and "raclisn", And unfortunntely
1t 15 neceas~ry to say, T. Cliff ond the British Trotskylte- party
In the face of the rermmnnt of the Jewish nastlon fighting with 1ts
lnst breth %o survive, ~dopt =a 1ofty M"internationnlist" attitude .

towapd it all

“vlden*lv this too 1s not the party Comrnde Gorman hnd in ﬂind
when he spoke nbout joining hnands as o sslution,

One more possibility remﬂins, ~3 to what he me~nt, He meant
‘that the Jews of Polestine should re-d the m~jority resoslution of the
WP, c~s interpreted by silbert Gates, who has becoie the pnrty spokes-
man on the Jewish question, nnd apply to to the Pea lestininn situation,
Let us exnmine thls last remnining possibllity,

There is no.camparision between the positi-n of the RCP of
Britnin nnd that of the WP on the Palestine questlion, The resolution
of the WP, despite its nany errors, does not confuse siwple nanbi-
Jewish prejudice with internationalism, Its intenti~ns are good, but
unfartunqtelv cowpleuelv incap~ble »f offering the Jews ~ sslutiosn
to their problems, The following ~re some of the resolutions more
basic ﬂiut kes:

e

Fiv,t, its categoricnl rejection of the riiht of sclf determin~
atisn for the Jews:" It is not o problem of uouﬂv, of self-determina-
tion of Jexs =against .rab rule OP‘Vlce'VePSQ, but of Palestinian
self-dcternination agninst British rule." .n n~nalagous position
would have been if in 1917 the opolsheviks had decided to deny the
. right of self-determinntion to the Ukranions, o grent many of them
- whom lived in Poland, on the busis thak it was "not a problem of self-
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determlnation of Ukrani~ns ng-inst Polls rule srwice versa, but of
Foland's self-determination ~gninst Russian rule," W-uld a single
Ukranisn have been won wer to the Bolshevilk side in such n case?.

Second, (~nc this 1s b-sic {5 the resalutisn) there 1s the ldea
that 1t will be on the basis of 2 Jolnt econonlc struggle ngainst
explaltation that the unity of the two notlanolities will be secured:
"he proletarinan class struggle ngalnst ~conomic exploitatiosn urites
all toilers =nd serves as the bridge a2cross all re~ctisnary nati-nal-
~1st barriers," Rub our eyes ns we may, the sentence st11l remnins,
e have 0o space to explain the anti-Leninist character of this very
importont, fundament-l mistake, ‘e will only say th-t had the
Bolshevlks decided that this,the Joint strikes let us 8y of Russisn.-
and Finnish workers -for some econsnic advanteges, rothéw-than theé slog
of natlinsnnl self-dcternination, wes She type of ~ctivity by which
unlty of the nationnlitles of Russia would be ‘achived, there wsuld
never hove been » successful Russlon revolutisn, /nd we cnn say qulte
categorically that 1if we. depend 'primarily upon Joint economic nction
by Jewish ~nd /irnb workers to unite the two peoples, there will never
be Jewish- irab unity in Palestine, o -

There is als> the Inevit-ple repetition >f Trotsky'!s opiniom
that the attexpt to achicve n Jewish stote under crplteollisn "is €5
p2se a renctionary Utopia", | Let us ~sk, courades, why 3?2 Is it
the contention of the Majorlty th-~t the struggle to nchive independ-
ent politicnrl statehond under capitalism by ~ny oppressed nntisn
is o renctisnary utonpla, o2r 1is thls Jdictum rescrved onlr for the Jews?
If the former, then 1t 1s simpls one =are fuadarent~l ~nd voary f-lse -

- revisisn of Lenin's. ¢concepts on the nati-nnl question, which 1t 1s

the duty of the NC to explnin, If the latter, then agnin we rmust :
ask, what is the reasoning behind 1t? Is it due to the exceptinnnlly
wenk strateglc positisn of the Jewlsh notlon? But if thére 1s anly
this pracitcal reason, then 1t 1s ~ur menifest duty t» strengthen
this positi-n, rather thon t- repent unrenssned phrases ab-ut
"reactionnry utopias" which only weaken 1it, '

In his défense >f tho ¥njority(s denial ~f the right of self-" -
deterninntion to the Jews, Ccurade Gntes hns emerged in the complete~
1y unexpected rolea 5f » great explorer of ‘the twentieth century: He
has discovered, nll by himself, the exlstence of = P~lestine nation
(hitherto we had slway thiught thet Palestine wns not = nation, but a -
country, In which lived tw> mrtions: the Jews nnd the irebs), Just to
nnke sure that no one nnkes o miatelre ng to what kind of a nntion
it ls, Comrnce Gotes sars; ",..The fact 1s thot Pelostine is am -
4rab natlon," It is upon the inventisn of this fantnstlc md non-
exlstent nation that the whnle defense f the mnjarity position is
based, How else could n denlel of the fundsrentnl right ~f self=-
cetermination be justified? '

Corirnde Gates assures us thot if ~n independent Arab state were
estblished, the Jews nced nnt fear n repetition of their fate At the
honis of the Gernons, the Pales, ctc. fThe f~ct, ho tells us, thet
thie relatisnship of the populstion 1s "~s tws ta ane nd not 1€0 to
me (Germmy),., in Ltself crentes a better possibility for harmaoni-
ous ¢ohabitetion of the pevples..." This is another of Conr~de Gntes!
orisin~l dizcoveries. (ue le~ve nside the frot -thet if the Jews hed
fo2llowed fateg!t ndvice, they would never have achieved thisg PYo-
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portion of the populntisn whether in Pnlestine or asnywhere else in
the first place.) The reat of us hove sbserved the exact opposite:
by ~nd large, uader copitniism the greater the praoportion »f the
ninority to the dominant population, the grenter 1s the fricti»n ~nd
bitterness between then, (Unless f course, the zminority srgnanizes
itseclf into n powerful millitont orgeonizatiosn in defense of its
rights, In this case, ~cts ns 2 natlonjbut this 1s in fundamentel
conflict with Cowmirnde Gntes'! pragran for the Jews.)

-nd last -~nysne rencin unconvinced, Comrnde Gates nssures us ¢
th-t it 1s only due to» the attitude of re~ctionary Zionism that
there 1s any antagonlsm namng the .rab nnsses against the Jews, and
that "the Jews could appear bafore them cs liber~tars if they adoptes
s correct policy free of irpeérialist overtones."
: Viclous, childish chatter] The Jews hnve alwnys fought in the
ward of liberctisn of the varl-uvs Europern countires; in Polend ~
especlally they hnve been conspicious in these wars, both ngainst
the Russians, ~nd, in the last war, agalnst the Germons, Yet some-
how the res=—lt has never been thot they came to be looked upon as
"liberators" or even nas co-fighters for liberty, but rrther they
have always been rewcorded with n new and ever nore intense wave of
anti-senitism among the people., Has Comrade Go*es thought about
the menning »f this fnct? .nti-scmlitism hos ~risen where the Jews
were led by socinllists Bungd (in Pol-nd), Zlionists (in Palestine)
and where they have had no lendership nt all, (Germnany), In the pnst
there there has not been 2 Buropenn nntl-semitism nnmong the /irabs
for two reasons: one, the coaprratively undeveloped state of arnb
nationnlisn; ond two, the relative strength of the Jews., But 1if
Polestine 1s set up as an independent Ar~b state (ns Svria and
Lebcnon have teen) 1t can be predicted with nathematical certalnty -
thot the first result wouvld be the srganization of an nnti-semitic
campoign which, as In Europe, would end in the destruction of the
Jews, ‘

The re~son for this is thnt in decndent capitnlist society the
state iIs héld together t2 2 lorge cdegree with 1deolnglcnl cement, the
most irmportant element of which is natlonalism, It 1s for this
reaso>n that notional minorities, n2 mntter how "good" thelr behavior
come to be tolerated less ~nd less, Thls is the bnsic cause of
nodern arnti-semitism. 7This, incldent~lly, 1ls-alss the reasson for
the pressure for aossinilation exerted by nll countries, nd also £
externinntion, which is simply nn extension of the policy of
assinil~tion by other neans, '

Comr~de Gates stntes th~t the trouble with the Jews lies in .
their "rejecting a policy of genulne eguality in resrect to the .radb
populntion” =nd he tells us ~lso thot the reactisnsry position of
the Jews 1s shown precisely in thelr rciecting n constituent n~ssemily,
bnsed on universal suffrnge -nd najority rule.

4hnt con one do when confronted with such statenents by n lender
of the Party? Throw up one's hands in despnir? Doesn 't Comrnde
Gates, :nd everyone else wore than two venrs in the Harxist rove -
Qent know that every ninority nntionnlity thrsugh-ut the world renche
In precisely this way? So, for example, Leon Trotsky, in spenking
uf thoe Pebrunry revolation, duted," The pragleamekhion 2f egunl rights

1532



e

mennt nothing to the Finns especinlly, for they did nnt deslire
equality with the Russisns, but independence of Russia, It gnove
nothing to the Ukr~ninns for their rights h~d been equal befsre,
they “hoving been forcibly procleined t» be Russian" (History of
the Russion Rev3lut13n, Vol 3, p 39) "They ¢id not desire equelity,
‘Isn't this cle~r enosugh? ..nd soaehow the Balsheviks, instead of
praclaining that the tr-uble with the Finns w~s thot, bosing then' -
selves »n thelr superlor culture, +hev didn't want equality with |
the rest of the popul~tlion of Russia, mnde this the cornerstone

of their policy on the nationel questiun - the proclanmation of the
right of self-deternination for ench people.

"So .algo f2r the slogen of a constituent assembly., In specking
of the osppressed nation~litlies of Russin, Trotsky notes that
"references to a future constituent asserbly osnly irritated ther,"
¥hy so? Becrnuse these peasples understood thﬂt this nssembly would
only contlnue "t5 defend the tradition »>f Russific~tion", Clear
' enough" Is it any wonder tihen that references to the cofistituent
nssembly only irritate the Jews now, mmd would only ilrritate the
Arabs in the future, if the Jews should succeed in getting a
mnjority of the population? (The slogan of n constltuent assembdly
‘hns a place in Palestine, but only if linked ~nd subordinnted to
the slognrn 5f the right of self-determinstion for the 4Lrabs and
‘the Jews.)

- I connot hers set forth =y own ideas on ~ Leninist positinn
for Palestine, But it 1s necessory to mentlinon the twn basis
principles which.Lenln devel:ped on the nati-nnl question: one,
~tiere can be no unity cetwe°n netio-nelitles withrut equoltity Two,

there c¢an be ns talk of equnlity without the right of self-detér-
minntion, including the right of separatiosn, (Compare this with
Gate's opinion thnt "Equql‘tv lies precisely in the fact that the
najority can exercise its nnjority,)

Abstrnctly, 1t would be correcct for o  Balshevik party to
~chanplion the right of the Jews to n sepnrnte existence, but nt the
sane tilne alsa t2 urge their unity with the .Arobs (even under a
setupr >f mnjority rule, if the two nations agree to this), Jctunlly
ﬁowever, there 1s no gmestisn that in this historical siltuatinon the
Jews would choose to form a stote of thelr own. Under soclaliam,
1t would be the duty of the stronger natisn, the Arbs, to win the
- confidence of the Jews, so as to nake then willing to give up
their own state ~nd become 2 port of an Lrrob-Jewish Federation,

Is there no plnce then, whatsoever, for n policy of inter-
national "jolning handés" in the struggle for Jewlsh frecdom? In
view of the fcregoing, surprisingly enough, there is, Its plnce
1s here: we must urge the worker s of nli countrles, especlally
those »f Englond, to "joln honds" by demonstr-tions, etc., wit“ ‘
the Jews 1s support »f the struggle that they are nctunlly con t-
ing, agninst British irperi-lisn. This In itself 1s our simple
duty ns soaclalists nnd rev2luti-nists., Such n policy would dso
pernit us to begin to galn the confidence of the Jewlsh nnasses ,
anong whorn the idens of snclallism troditi-nnlly have o far m-ore
pawelful root than among those of any other nntion in the world,"

t would nlso permit us t2 begin t» repl-ce the heralc, but short~
sighted ~nd chnruvinistic youths who =re nt present lending the
Jewlsh resistance wn1n<;t Britoin, -nd ennble us to conduct it in
such n way (inuicqteﬁ nbove) as £ permit the nchivement of o unitr
Arab and Jewish stiuggle agalnst British imperialism, g
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