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Thus, a Zionist party can finance a large daily paper, pay wages to 
many party officials, and keep a whole political organization running 
although the rank and file hardly pay membership fees or their newspaper- 
subscriptions.

This peculiar circumstance enables political parties to exist long after 
the social forces that brought them into existence ceased to exist.

♦ ♦ *

The Zionist left originated in Czarist Russia (mostly Poland) in the 
closing decades of the nineteenth century and the early twentieth.

The Russian Jews participated actively in all anti-Czarist parties. In 
the SR [Social Revolutionary], Menshevik, Bolshevik, and others. Martov 
and Dan, Radek and Zinoviev, Trotsky and Rosa Luxemburg, are only a 
few of the revolutionaries of Jewish origin who participated in the re
volutions of 1905, February 1917 and October 1917. (These revolutionaries 
were, of course, anti-Zionists.)

The percentage of Jews among the revolutionaries was always greater 
than their percentage in the population. This was the result of a few 
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strongly opposed). Politically they diverted many people from participat
ing in revolutionary politics by their «emigrate to Palestine* policy. When 
the founder of political Zionism, T. Herzl, met the Czarist foreign mini
ster Plehve (a notorious anti-Semite), he mentioned explicitly the last 
point in order to persuade him to grant permission for mass emigration 
of Jews from Russia.

The primary division in Israeli politics is between the Zionists and 
non or anti-Zionists.

The division into right and left is of secondary importance (both sub
jectively and objectively).

The division inside the Zionist left is a family affair. Once, there was 
a considerable gap between the Social Democrats (Mapai) and those who 
considered themselves revolutionaries (Mapam), but in the last decade 
it narrowed so much, and the whole political spectrum of the left shifted 
so much to the right tha t ideological and political feuds gave way to a 
squabble for economic benefits.

MAPAI [«the Palestine Workers party*] has, for the last three de
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munally, decisions on policy, development, investment, election of chair
man, secretary, treasurer, etc., are made by the general meeting of all 
members.

These elements of «Free Socialism* fascinated many intellectuals and 
socialists in the West, and are much advertised by Mapam all over the 
world.

A closer scrutiny reveals some flaws:
(1) The Kibbuts is usually a one-party affair, people voting Com

munist were expelled from Kibbutsim of Hashomer Hatsair and those vot
ing Mapam — from Kibbutsim run by Mapai, etc. There is little political 
tolerance in the Kibbuts.

(2) The Kibbuts is pa,rt of a whole ideological setup. Namely: «From 
the Commune — to Communism*; or — let us fill the country with Kib
butsim [Communes] and eventually the majority of the population and 
economy will be of the Kibbuts type; i.e., a peaceful transition to Com
munism. Reality proved this to be a fallacy. All Kibbutsim are in debt to 
the government, private banks and firms. Without constant subsidies 
from Zionist institutions they would have been unable to exist. Fuel, 
cash, fertilizers, wajter, electricity, and machinery .have to be bought from 
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came to Palestine, they discovered th a t most of the earlier Jewish settlers 

(noticeably in the colonies established by Baron Edmund de Rothschild 

before the founding of the Zionist organization) employed Arab labour. 

How was it possible to transform the Jews into peasants and workers 

when Jewish landowners and capitalists preferred to employ Arab labour? 

they asked. As an answer they launched the Kibbutsim movement and 

(somewhat later) the Histadrut. Moreover, they started a nationalist cam

paign against all Jews employing Arab labour: «As Zionists you ought 

to create a Jewish working class in Palestine, and not to employ Arabs,® 

they cried. All through the twenties and thirties their main slogan was, 

«Jewish labour only,® and they terrorized both Jewish employer and Arab 

worker.
The main instrument in this campaign was the Histadrut. I t was not 

established for organizing the Jewish working class but for creating i t 

Arab workers were not accepted as members as a m atter of principle; the 

Histadrut was «for Jews only,* as its name (in Hebrew) clearly said. I t 

did not aim to defend the class interests of the Jewish workers either 

but called on them to make sacrifices, work harder, earn less, for the 

sake of establishing and (nowadays) strengthening the Jewish state. 
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The question of whether the Histadrut can be transformed from 
within and become a revolutionary tool, or at least a normal trade union, 
or whether it must be overthrown like any other institution of the exist
ing Zionist state apparatus before any essential change can occur in Israel, 
has been a perplexing problem for revolutionary-minded Israelis.

The Israeli Communist party (rather «the two factions of the CP,» 
as it split in 1965) vehemently rejects any suggestion of a struggle 
against the Histadrut as an institution. The CP considers the Histadrut 
purely as a trade union (though perhaps a «reactionary» one). They re
fuse to recognize its essentially Zionist character (they consider any 
struggle against Zionism as irrelevant,* «outdated,» «unnecessary,» etc). 
They even oppose any campaign for establishing a national health insu
rance system (which Ben-Gurion, as premier, tried to organize in order to 
transfer some power from the Histadrut to the government), because 
they consider this as transferring an asset from the working class (i.e., 
the Histadrut) to the bourgeoisie (i.e., the government).

*♦
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little sympathy for their internationalist, anti-imperialist policies, they 
directed their efforts towards recruiting Arab members and influencing 
Arab society.

Not only had they little knolwedge of Arab language, history, uni
queness, customs, etc., but under the impact of Zionism the Palestinians 
became more nationalistic and fell under the influence of reactionary re
ligious leadership.

In the Arab community too there was little chance of spreading in
ternationalist, socialist, revolutionary ideology. Faced with the reality of 
two hostile, nationalistic communities combating each other by mass mo
vements (general strikes, rebellion, armed underground movements, etc.) 
which the CP could not ignore, it was forced to shape a policy towards 
two conflicting nationalist movements. In 1936 it supported the Arab re
bellion ; in 1948 the establishing of Israel. On both occasions it split.

The last split occurred in 1965, again on the issue of policy towards 
Arab nationalist and Israel. One faction considers it as its duty to cri
ticize the policies of Arab nationalist leaders towards Israel. They object 
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