The most important arena in which Amefican Jews can do something about
”he'present situation is the upcoming World}Zionist Congress (WZC), scheduled
open’in February iin Jerusalem. The WZC will determine the future of the
powerful World Zionist Organization (WZ@) and as each party in the Knesset
frecewes twice the delegates to the WZC as they have in Israel’s Parliament, the
. Iargest delegatlon to the Congress, that of Israel, will be controlled by the Likud
"and its allles

The future of the World: Zionist Organization will therefore largely lie with
- the second’ jargest. delegation — the Americans. The only real way American
Zionists ' can, vote against Menachem Begin's take-over of the World Zionist
apparatus is to” vote for American Zionist organizations affiliated to the
’ opposrtlon in Israel.

= -1t seems to me that the organization that has taken the most principled stand
“» against the Likud is Americans for Progressive Israel/Hashomer Hatzair, affiliated

... seriously. considered despite the failings of the Labor government that Begin
replaced.

Many people active in the Jewish counter-politics/counter-culture have

"~ refused to take part in WZO activities in the past either because of the WZO's

overwhelming political bureaucracy or because they found the WZO's Jerusalem

program implausible as a minimum program for Zionists. The time for

. ideological purity on these matters is past with the danger of a Likud take-over

of -the WZO. That is, unless one wants most Israel information and shlichim in
America to'’come from Mr. Begin's camp for the next four years.

. The danger is clear and present. The first step in responding to it is to vote

against Likud and for groups such as Americans for Progressive Israel and the
Labor Zionist Alliance in the upcoming World Zionist elections.

- M.C.
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with Israel’s Mapam ‘Party. In addition the Labor Zionist Alliance should be .

' WE SKIP A SEASON, BUT NOT AN ISSUE

With this issue, RESPONSE attempts to come into
harmony with the changing of the seasons and bring forth
the magazine in- the middle of the designated season
instead of at its end or thereafter. Thus there is not now
nor will: there ever be ‘a Summer, 1977 issue of
g RESPONSE but we still maintain our numbering sequence
’_’{wrth No. 34. Subscribers need not fear — your
subscrlptrons are keyed to numbers and not to seasons.

‘concern was the Jewish problem and a solution to it that would

- ©1977 Copyright by Mitchell Cohen.tAI! rlghts ‘reserved.

BER BOROCHOV,

Towards a Portrait of a Soclallst Zlomst
For Nadia Borochov Ovsey on he'r 94th-birthday.' :

Introduction’ : __ :
Not long after he became a pohtlcal exﬂe from Czanst

1907, Ber Borochov, a young man in his mid-twenties;. attend
lecture by Vladimir lllych Lenin in Liege, Belgium. At the clo
Lenin's talk, Borochov stood up and began presenting’the case fi
Socialist Zionism. In reply the man who was to lead the' Bolshe ks
to power in 1917 laughed and told Borochov that he was‘_tr‘_y_lng t
both “here and there.” You, Lenin said, are trying to'sit on
chairs at once. The problem is, you are not even on. the two c |
you are on the empty space between them.? ‘

Borochov, the founder of Marxist Zionism, no doubt understood
the full significance of Lenin’s words. In Borochov's view, ‘IV.la
and socialists had failed to adequately come to g"rips*wnt
question of nationalism. If, according to Marx, communism w
spectre hauntlng Europe, for Borochov natuonallsm was a:s|
.haunting socialism,

The task Ber Borochov set for himself shortly after the turn
20th century was to synthesize socialism and natlonahsm. His

once socialist and nationalist. He was unwrlllng to grant “Lenil
premise that one must choose to sit either on the chalr of soola
or the chair of nationalism, but not on both. As far: as‘th“ Jey
questlon was concerned either chair in isolation seemed, nsec!
him, to say the least. For Borochov there was indeed a space( yetw
the two chairs — a space to be filled by a socnahst movem
Jewish national self-determination in Palestine.” .

This year marks Borochov’s 60th- yahrze/t and 1981 n
100th anniversary of his birth. Whlle many artrcles have be




rochov (top right) discussing philosophy with two cousins in Poltava, 1900.

‘culminating in the founding of the Jewish Labor Bund |n 1897

the life and key ideas of a man who, as a theoretician a
activist, had a profound effect on the early Sogialis

Zionist movement. It also hopes to: stlmulate an -interest
Zionist thought and history in general and Borochov in pa

°

Young “‘Borya”

the beginning of a decade of pogroms that would turn people ike
L. Pinsker and Moshe Leib Lilienblum into ZIOI‘IIStS and led
formation of Russian Zionist groups such as the Hovevei Z/on
Nineteen years earlier a German Jewish socialist named Mos ;
wrote a little noticed book entitled Rome and Jerusalem calling fc
socialist Jewish state in Palestine. Five years before Borochov
a Vilna-bom political exile named A. S. Liberman orgamzed the :
association of Jewish workers in London, the Agudat ha- SOZIa.
ha-lvrim (Hebrew Socialist -Union).> In the decades ‘after:
Jewish socialist circles began to appear in the Pale of ‘Settler

the birth of the Socialist Zionist movement at the turn :
century. The same period witnessed the steady growth of the R
revolutionary movements. Lev Davidovitch Bronstein, er ]
Leon Trotsky, was born two years before Borochov m the

of Poltava :

age of twelve or thirteen, has written that Poltava was not*a'bl
had no factories or Iarge mdustry and had. an econom base




1. residence, a figure which would do over the 11,000 mark by the
late 18905 The Poltava Jewish -cgmmunity was well organized,
progressuve and.an early center of Zidnist activities.

“Poltava had yet another distinctign — the Czarist regime used it as
w‘”'.an exile for revolutionaries.® Thus with Zionists and revolutionaries
- living' in “his hometown, the background was set for the ‘‘intense

i splrltual and public life’’ Ber Borochov was to lead.

“Both of his’ parents were maskilim (modern|st|c Jews influenced
by the" Haskalah or "“Enlightenment”). Moshe Aharon Borochov,
,whose ‘parents died when he was quite young, had gone to the
renowned Volozhin Yeshiva but had nonetheless managed to study
“ - German, algebra and other secular subjects. He returned to Poltava at
‘age 21, was rejected for military service and shortly thereafter
" married his cousin, Chaya Rachel, who was influenced by Rousseau’s

theories of child-rearing.”

Moshe Aharon was an active member and later secretary of Poltava
Hoveve/ Zion which often met in the Borochov home. He was a
noted ‘Hebraist and teacher. In fact Borya, as he was known to his

- family, was born in Volotonoshi and not Poltava because his father

‘had gone 'to the smaller town in an unsuccessful attempt to start a

‘Jewish school there.

Among those to whom Moshe Aharon Borochov taught the
Hebrew language were the Blaustein family’s children, one of whom,
Rachel, was to become one of the most famous Hebrew poets in
Palestlne 8 As a teacher licensed by the government, Borya’s father
was hardly suspect of harboring radicals or illegal literature — which
he and his wife did nonetheless. Young Borya thus had easy access to
- an array of ”subversnve materials.

- . The oldest of eight children, Ber Borochov was a restless, spirited

-and insatiably curious youth. He enjoyed singing, swimming and the
theater. Readlng was one of his favorite pastimes. The youngster’s
lnterest in-travel stories led him to an attempt to build a flying
irship” after reading Jules Verne's The Clipper of the Clouds.
Yiddish at home. When they discovered that Yiddish accents resulted
oblems for students at the gymnasium, they began to speak
Russian, Borya’s Russian accent was to become flawless.® He was
able to read Russian at age three. His sister Nadia, who was two and a

half years his junior and wuth whom he was ve y.close

~ the bird, put it under his shirt and ran to school where he mf

For the first two or three years of his life Borya’s parents spoke ‘

their mother read to themr regularly at bedti
four-year-old Borya marched to his father’s :bookcas
going through his father’s books, which were . fol b|
children in their early years.'°® Borochov ‘was t

gymnasnum he was fluent in h|s knowledge of hter
economlcs mathematlcs phllosophy and several Iangu es

place. The young boy, who was taking a short cut throught wn
the way to cheder, decided that he had to “liberate at leas
bird.” The vendor informed him that the least expensive: birc
seven kopeks, much more than a youngster of his age-woul
have. Borya ran home but his mother was not there. He too
money anyway and told Nadia, ““Tell mama | took salven kop ka
needed it very badly, I'll explain when | get home.” He purc

his classmates that after class ‘a bird would. be
Unfortunately the rabbi found out and announced ’
liberate a bird? You steal money from your mother7 You _
to cheder and upset the whole class? Here, go Ilberate theb
rabbi promptly threw the bird out the wmdow A few da
Borya came to Nadia with plans to publlsh a magazme f ded te
to the liberation of birds.! !

Although Borya's political act|V|t|es didn‘t. really begln
was 19, he must have developed a social consciousness
teens. His father made a point of telling his chlldren of th
sngnlflcance of each of the Jewish holidays.'? ‘Borya
Palestme wnth his friend Shlmshelewtz and twnce at.age




and had held his hand over a candle to prove that»,
torture without betraying his friends.

By the time Borochov was 17 or 18 he was: deepl
studies in philosophy.. He taught phllosophy to _hi
lectured on topics as diverse.as lbsen, ‘Nietzsche, Strrne
Ben Zvi recounts that there was a saying in Poltava “lf y
Kant and Schopenhauer from the central. Ilbrary, t 1
Borochov and his chevra (comrades) are deallng now
philosophy.”**

In 1900 Borya Borochov graduated from the Polt va ‘gymnasi
The gymnasia’s director characterized him as™*’Quiet, modes
talk much ... deals with nonsense.’'® Because of lanti-sem
Borya was refused a gold medal at school. Soon' after grad
Borochov moved to Ekaterinoslav (now Dnepropetrovsk)
there that he would first make his mark as a pohtlca “leac
activist. ‘ ' SR

From Social Democrat to Socialist Z|on|st :
Ekaterinoslav had an active Social Democratic movemen
put out an illegal paper, luzhni Rabotchi (the “Southern. Wo,,

and had close ties wrth some of the country s Ieadlng revol

propagandlst
As he became more concerned with the natlonal quest '

became involved in Zionist affairs as well, he would soon .|nd hir S
confronted by the ““space between two chairs.” Shmarya Le n;wi
would debate Borochov on Socialist Zionism in Ekatermosla. an
later became a renowned Zionist Ieader descrlbed th young Socia
Democrat in his memoirs: ‘

He came to the city about the same time as myself havrng ju ‘t

completed.a course in the gymnasium .of Poltava. But"

educated far beyond- his years. He had an excellent: groundin

general philosophy, had advanced far'in the h|gher mathematl

had studied with good results Marx1an economics. He was

addition, a man — or should | say -boy = of unusual :j

honesty. He carried on vigorous Zionist activity amon thi

under tt;e direction of Ussrshkm But his. Marxrsm gav!

o Photo of Borochov which he sent to h|s sister Nadia, 1903,




1achem Mendel Ussishkin was the leading Russian Zionist of the

e and was living in- Ekaterinoslav. He would take Borochov under
his‘wing-although, like Levin, he disagfeed with his socialism.

Borochov’s period in the Social | Democratic Party was to be

ort-lived. In his “Reminiscences the 10th Anniversary of the

-Poale Zion in Russia 1906-1916" Borochov recalled that while in the

‘party he gave some lectures to an education club of “intelligent

"+ _young proletarians” in Ekaterinoslav on Socialist Zionism.! 7 One of

Question and the Socialist Jew@sh” ‘St‘ate.”- Not
the century Syrkin, then i2n1 Berlin, 'h¢|Ped_fou?
ization called Heirut.* "~ ‘ S
org::;fmd‘this time Borochov began work!ng_,fqr 'th :
Organization. He lectured and goqperated_w|th-1|fjs§|'§2§
would later describe as “a man of sftge.l‘ a.nc'j |£gn. i
enough, by 1905 he was one of U;snshk]s_s.: ‘lieute
Vladimir Jabotinsky, the future leader of. right wing

- his friends was a young Social Democrat named Pazniakov who had
, "';f,rec-entvly» been expelled from a Christian theological seminary as an
-~ atheist. "“Both of us were only lads of nineteen” Borochoy later

Zionism.23 Ussishkin must have been appl"ec.i_‘ati{ve' 0|
radical friend and dismissed complaints thafc hg hgd pub !
Borochov's essays.2? Indeed, Borochov's flrst'pubhshed. or

""wrote' in the New York newspaper, Die Wahrheit (March 13, 1916)
' but'we kiew Marx’s Capital by heart.”
- Borochov's interest in the national question and Zionism led to his
“expulsion from the Russian Social Democratic Party in 1901. He
wrote in Die Wahrheit,

I don’t remember what made me change my ideas. It must have been
after a chance joint meeting of Jewish and Christian workers that the
truth of Socialist Zionism dawned on me. The committee (of the
Social Democratic Party - M.C.) then decided that | had a bad
~ influence on workers — I was teaching them to think for themselves.

I was accordingly expelled from the Russian Social Democratic
Party.!8

He adds,
What can an expélled Russian Social-Democrat do when he becomes

a Zionist “unbeliever”’? | joined a large educational club of Jewish
“'students and made them the first.Poale Zionists in Russia.!®

- The group was kmown as the Zionist Socialist Workers Union and
v ""‘fﬁ;Boi‘ochoy worked in it with a friend named Shimon Dubin. Although
. it is.impossible to know what effect Borochov had on the Social
..;De'mocrats,.the"Ekaterinoslav committee was to later publish a
brochure attacking Zionism at the time of the Kishinev pogroms.2°
.- The claim that the Ekaterinoslav Socialist Zionists were the first in
Russia is not completely accurate. In 1897 a group called "Poale
Zion”" (Workers of Zion) had emerged in Minsk. But Borochov's
vgr.oup- was one of the earliest and other Poale Zion groups began
appearing' in Vilna, Warsa'v, Odessa, Vitebsk and other places. Dr.
achman. Syrkin (1868-1924), born in Mohilev, began formulating a
ialist Zionist position in 1898 with his article “The Jewish

the Nature of the Jewish Intellect” (1903), was gjri'g‘i Hly-a.
iven in Ussishkin’s home. o Lol
’ July 1902 found Borochov back in Po!tava whgrg
involved in self-defense activities espemglly afte.r. o
pogrom. Ben Zvi has written that the pogr,om‘_wa.s a _great_gv!o;,
him and deepened his Zionist commitm_ents. His sister Nad-la lef
the United States to study medicine mK1_9h0.2-andlntl‘ljil-;e‘s;foiég
i insi fter Kishinev. ly of 190
family followed at her insistence ar y of. 190
Ba(?:o:hov was arrested for the first time on ch_arges stemtr?l_lng‘ f;(i)
his Ekaterinoslav activities in 1900 ,With'Pazmak-ov. Une:_T ies,‘to,
evidence against him, the police released him ‘afterwa_m‘omb "

i

At this .time an important debate was raging mwt}:?df
movement centering on an offe.r by the Brm_s_h t(; Fhe'(,‘,'o | "Ug
Organization to establish a Jevx_nsh h'or'nelgnd‘|n}‘A;]_|:'.|cegf "The Ugar
Plan”). Many General and Socialist Zlon.!sts (s_ucI a_s  Zmd
“territorialists’”” and argued that the. Jewlsh prob em ‘;\ru
by territorial autonomy in any terrntqry - ‘n__c>t ‘nquevrbé,v by:
Ussishkin was violently opposed to thlsiposnt;‘on? oh‘
"“Zion Zionist” vehemently denouncing ;hose_ who
Palestine as central to the Jewish national movemen

article “To the Question: Zion or: .'vlk"er-rlt.‘ory_ ':‘;ir-ﬁgﬁ
Territorialists as '‘negative,” “cold_—spl.rlt.ed - arlrn;:‘ .uUp n
Borochov continued to attack -terr,lt_or_lellllsm,unt: t 'i'Bag
was buried at the 1905 7th World Zionist an_gz-felsls i e
attended as a delegate from Politava.,»He‘offlcia Zyej_ ,
Zion in November of 1905, a year that was as momer

as it was for Borochov.




ginnings of “Borochovism” ‘
Borochov did not play a promineht role at the Basle Congress.
Afterwards, together with the womanihe had recently married, Liuba
“Meltzer, he met with a number of Pdale Zion activists in Zurich. He
was- quiet at this meeting as well, a arently not yet sure where he
:stood on several issues. ’

Rather than returning directly to Russia, Ber and Liuba stopped
,fplr_:a~wh‘i in Berlin. A great lover of books, wherever Borochov
travelled. he could be found in the libraries doing research on
countless subjects. Among those with him in Berlin was Rachel
.Yahait (later Rache! Yanait Ben Zvi, wife of Yitzchak Ben Zvi).
. Rachel later recalled one of her discussions with Borochov, this time
. on feminism: ‘

v Bo‘rocho-v felt ‘there were no limits to what women could yet

accomplish in intellectual and artistic fields. | used to go with him to
- the library every day, and one day, among other things, he talked of
_the problems of women. He was doing research on the subject and

had gathered three hundred notes on the position of Jewish women
from Biblical times to the present.2®

It 'was also in 1905 that Borochov wrote one of his most
~.important essays — ““The National Question and the Class Struggle.”
This _ thirty-five page analysis laid the foundations of Borochovism
. and developed a Marxist critique of the problem of nationalism.
. Borochov’s starting point was a further development of Marx’s
- concept of the “relations of production.” According to Marx every
... socio-economic system is based on a “reiations of production,” the
r'elaﬁc_)_'n:ship between the productive system and the producers within
© it .Division of labor leads to the formation of classes. The ruling
- “class, &ﬂways' much smaller in numbers than the mass of laborers who
* actually do the productive work, owns the means of production and
_profits off the.work of the laborers.
" There are ‘not, only relations of production, argued Borochov,
there are also conditions of production that vary in different places:
They are geographic, anthropological and historic. The historic
‘conditions include both those generated within a given social entity
and those imposed by the neighboring social groups.””? 7 On this basis
chov claimed  that there were two basic forms of social
pings: classes, and socio-economic organisms such as nations. As
sses develop within. the framework of the relations of production,

nations develop within the frameworyk.‘of.;co:nqh
The ‘feeling of kinship, creatfed as a resth of. t e
historic past and rooted in the ct‘)mmo_n.(‘:on,dltloﬂnleI
called nationalism.”?® Thus, f‘The nathf]a|_str;lrlﬁg' aése
the material possessions of soc1.a|_o_‘rg:‘am‘smsT : “gt','o"
body lie in its control of the co_ndl‘t{o:‘ns <'3,f pro _510,» o
goes on to analyze the role Qf natnonall.s:m 'mﬁ teter e I
soeiéty coming to the crucial conclustop_‘ta,gta ‘|ac
working class, plays the dual role of serving ash nf;)c)r ;
serving as a base for the class stryggle. Ashsu t ,,‘,a o o
nationality, nationalism, the assertlo.n of rights to 2l phenom !
common visioned historic pzfls;[t, 'l:i'o::s progressi e pheno ,
arxist no . IR
COntfarV_:\O :)nr?;r?tpc?)?:glirsil\gns‘must be drawn fropw th‘i‘s;al‘l‘-to
sun-:mzr;/ gf Boroch'ov's seminal essay tm najcioriahgm, F_lsst;[gérrn i
does not deal with the Jewish questio.r;ihere btl;:;?::r:l?;p"v;
a broader Marxist formulatif)n th_at wi c‘oun_tionary vsec_o e
socialist dogma that all na‘uonahsms.are reactic -‘Hi‘.s o
lays the groundwork for Marxls'f Zlonl-‘sm.‘
Z;ph;/sis on the importance of tg‘rrltgr\f‘;ndp;[;[io(r:%;?l(‘)f 410
production will lead him to argue (in his “Qur P 190!

y 3 H b\ i e
that the Jews are an abnormal and oppressed nationality — e

I

have no land of their own and their conditions of p_r‘oAd‘uc ol

inori i ile countries.
i nority status in hostile count 5
dependent on their ml \; s in hos . -

The Russian revolution of 1905 shook the foundation 0

L . o
autocracy to its roots. In the midst of it there \/_vere.:pogro

the Jews. Borochov quickly decided t;:: ret}::rnﬂg 'Egszlae 5
i it to Dr. Arthur. Hantke ot .the .t
went with Rachel Yanait Arthur. Hant the
Zionist organization and infor;ned him thagt?grfh\gel;:;wof
: ! 30 He returned to the land
ded: “Money and arms.”” " _ _ ‘to the d
\r/]v(?ih some pistols and threw, himself mto .‘Zlomstt .and sel

work. ) ' AP
Ussishkin sent him on a speaking and Qrgfamz;qng :glsr to
Jews throughout the Pale. {Some repirt;glapf:_ ‘tz:)t 5;(
[ into contact'with the anti-Zionis’
time Borochov came in acty ‘ i

Bund. Despite his profound d|s,agreeme|"1t WIth 'E(hfor
nationalism he main_tained‘a good deal of 're‘spe?c‘ fo

2



7 sl efense gnd the protection of the rights of Jewish workers. His
inal_view of the Bund is best expressed in his own-words: “Th
Jewish ‘.Iabor," movement will ere¢t in honor of the. re. ;
c_co_mpllshmgnts of the Bund a greatjmemorial — in Jerusalem 9'3ela)t
"!_t was not long after this that Botochov set his mind to a .m

. lm-portan‘t task‘—‘,'th_e formation of a united Socialist Zionist party OSt

 Poale Zion
:"lde-[lel; »a:(tf;ée ?ight gf Fl'urién 5666 (1906)" wrote Yitzchak Ben Zvi
--detegates  Trom Poale Zion groups from all the reqj '
le rom - _ A gions of v
‘ CRt{sgla, from thhuanla, from the Ukraine, from Poland. and taf'\s;
":vlmh‘ea, §s§embleq at Poltava in the Ukraine. . .. At this ccl)nference
--all "the existing Il‘ttle groups were fused into one party. It was a

.. decisive step at a decisive moment. ... It led to ideological

: 'c?résol_u_da.tiqn. ‘an_d the creation of an organization and political body
o Tocnall‘st ?aPnlsts. Borochov was its ideological center 32
: on‘ meenty-nén;:en ?nd one woman (Rachel Yanait) metin a bakery
‘ tne outskirts of Poltava for an histori i
the ‘ ¢ conference, which
consolidated all the pro-Palestini ' "
, sol ] - ian (as opposed to Territoriali
- 0] - - s
iSoc;qalfst Zionists into one unified party, the Poale Zion. They stayeg
er\lethtelj;?:er: for sevzin days and nights fearful of police raids (which
L ) -came, resulting in shifts of location). B
o , ame, i . Borochov wrote ten
“ i :/::rz Ia’:ﬂte_ru. that To this day seven pounds of dynamite lie buried in
~the. c;u yard of the békery. .. "3 prepared by the Committee in
:‘case-o a pogrom or uprising in the future.
.édr:;tzp?ak Ben Zyl,rthen using his party name of “Avner,” told his
_Was;;ieesb:ibout_h;s two month visit to Palestine in 1904. Ben Zvi
‘was’ Ihe oniy conference participant
.Iand. of frmay p . p who had actually been to the
_ ﬁ:r:(;:hov ‘tql‘d the gatheripg that he was a ““prognostic Palestinian’’
mass‘fs; d on ‘hl.s understanding of Jewish realities he believed that a
w '-lmr:zjlgrat‘lon of the Jews.to Palestine was an historic necessity
‘fo.rmwlou (E:cc‘;fr through a “’stychic process.”?* His key ideas were
rmulated in “Our Platform,” which he wrote for the newly unifi
oale Zion. . ‘ Y unitied
11 N PR f ) .
. The Jewn§h problem migrates with the Jews’” declared Borochov
ias = “rattlr’\g some of.the basic ideas of “Nationalism and the
- -rpggle and analyzing anti-semitism. But emigration from one
pora country to the next will not solve the Jewish problem.

Jewish emancipation can enly be achieved by
Jewish “conditions of production” in a Jewis|
Palestine. This would establish a Jewish working'cl
“chained Prometheus,’” exploited both as a prolet
the economies of the diaspora and subject to op
nationality and as a proletariat. . oo
Our immediate aim, said Borochov'in ““Our Platform,’
the establishment of a normaliied Jewish riation.on its ov
maximum program is socialism. In ‘the diaspord the Jews m
autonomy, but this is not enough. It fails to deal wi
problem, Jewish extraterritoriality. A homeland-in Pal
only answer. Furthermore, there was in progess,zBorochbv laimed
necessary pattern of immigration leading the Jews there. Ulti
The country into which the Jews will immigrate will not be high
industrial nor . predominantly agricUI‘turaI, ) ‘but';f rather:
semi-agricultural. Jews alone will migrate there, separated from th
general stream of immigration. The country will have no attpaction
for immigrants from other nations. ... The land of spontaneously
concentrated Jewish immigration will be Palestine.>* Co

In short, Borochov believed that the tragedies of JeWish fl_if ‘
diaspora could be eliminated only with Jewish‘nétidnal_ liberati
Palestine. The fundamental maladies, in his view, ‘were the-lac
territory and the marginality of Jews in the economies of
countries. (He would later develop this argument further with ca
statistical work in his “The Economic Development of the Je
People.””) For Borochov these factors were  the “‘empty’ sp:
"between two chairs.”’ o

A complete description of Borochov’s trenchant anialy
take more space than | have here. Let it suffice to say that
served as a basis for socialist Zionism since his da‘y.'y ¢ Thish
the case in spite of his prediction of a “stychic -process” 0 necessal
Jewish immigration .into Palestine having been proven wrong b
subsequent events. Borochov's “stychic process’’ ref-lecteg_ e
deterministic Marxism of the Russia of his day — a dete
himself would later give up. It is his analysis of the
diaspora life that has remained most influential. =

Borochov had reached a turning point in his life. He
would be totally absorbed in Socialist Zionist work. Heh
to carry out his efforts in Russia. His plans, howeve

abruptly cut short. Co DR




Prison and Exile ; ‘ ‘
On the same evening in June 1906]that Czar Nichotas Il disbanded
“the ,Durm,a'i (the quasi-parliament established as a result of the 1905
‘revolution) Ber Borochov was arrestgd. The police had found arms in
“-Ben 2vi's house, Ben Zvi’s father was arrested, then his brother, his
- sister and finally Borochov. Ben Zvi escaped after shaving his head
‘and boarding a train with a false beard, stooped like an old man. On
“the train he overheard passengers discussing newspaper reports of an
- arms cache in Poltava and heard his own name mentioned.? 7
" .Borochov was in jail for several months. He spent his time writing
- (mostly "on ethics) and conducting a “People’s University.” As a
* result of his lectures to his fellow prisoners several Ukrainian
- nationalist groups' later referred to themselves as ‘‘Borochovists.”
. Fearing ‘that he might end up in Siberia, Borochov's friends,
*._including Rachel Yanait, arranged his freedom. He stayed in Russia
“fo'r' a period under a pseudonym and then left for what was to be a
. ten year exile.
- The next few years was a time of travel, party work and constant
research for Borochov. He was in England, France, Holland, Belgium
(where ‘he argued with Lenin and studied the Belgian national
‘question) and Switzerland.
. In 1907 Borochov began writing in Yiddish. He felt that it was an
| imperative for him to write in the language of the eastern European
- Jewish masses. His love affair with the Yiddish language stayed with
.- him the rest of his life resulting in two pioneering works on Yiddish
philqlpgy which he ‘published in 1913 — “The Tasks of Yiddish
Philology” and “The Library of the Yiddish Philologist.” He
“ corresponded regularly about his work on Yiddish with the
- well-known critic S. Niger.

Borochov spent time in 1913 at the British Museum researching a
' massive History -of the Yiddish Language and Literature which was
..never published. Liuba Borochov notes that while in London a friend -
_remarked that it would take a regiment to tear him away from his
‘work.>® His History, along with other manuscripts, was to disappear
“after his return to Russia in 1917. The Kerensky regime allowed his
tuirn but insisted that his works go through the censor. By the time
orochov died, shortly after the Bolsheviks took power, the fate of
: ,papersfbecame ‘@ mystery. Liuba recounts that a good friend,

“where he found some of it in the garbag

Chazanovitch, tried to find his meticulous!
retrieved part of it after bribing the ‘jz.ggcor at

After helping found the World (?o‘nfe.de_rat‘ion}q P__Q
Hague (1907) Borochov led the ‘f-lght.‘m‘ the;So_p _Il‘s_
for Poale Zion representation and an mdt.ep‘(.endent»
the International the following year. His ac‘_iyersad-nes‘ S
Bund and it was not until the close of _Woylci YVar t th -
was accorded full rights in the International.’ _».,?,oro:?l
Ieft.—Wing of his own party and opposeq Poale Z_IOVn affilia ol
World Zionist Organization as a form of class cgllabo.raf;_ rj:.w
bourgeois Zionists. His voice was cc?nstant|y heardy;) =
party issues. In Vienna Borochov ed‘lted Dfas Freie: .s-? u =
organ, wrote articles for“nevysptahp;ers;t \I/'js ;:fésq. SR

I joyed spending time in cits SRR
Eu[r? p19(\';;]‘5;:’ ;r;Jn yZVi :nd Rachel visited‘ hir.n t_her‘e‘.' Ra_pc‘.?‘qlhrggp:’ |
that he was doing research on the economic sntuat]on Io I‘eg Jew
masses, gathering depressing results. He was als‘o d;chJ’[ragh_ea 5
slow growth of Poale Zion. Borochov was .most eager to h ncés”
his two comrades had to say about their recent‘.e?(’.pe_ryue-
Pa’eStl—'lZi'wallowed every word about Eretz llsrael, and when V\'/e:tm.di e

of our hope to have him with us as editor of our futurg ]o na, is

eves litup.?

Borochov later sent a letter to them expressing hls readme:-sn'igéc
‘in a few months. This was to be one pf the many, |t|on
Borochov's plans to go to Palestine falled‘to cqme to ;: h,ié e
exact reasons are not clear but may have had to dhg \(/jv _ ofely
finances and his preoccupation with party work |,n»:t gh.!a: 9
journal Rachel and Ben Zvi mentioned was Aghdut wi ljc P
with an editorial board including the two 91‘ '-them an .
Grin, who later changed his name to Ben Gurion. .~ *
Borochov remained in Vienna for the ne‘xt few s
exception of sojourns for either research“or parFy purp_ossi’ .._‘atib A
days of the summer of 1914 were ‘t‘o »present a E\_ev;i:é,,dl . ]
June 28 of that fateful year Archduke F_ran»clsf !
assassinated in Sarajevo and by Augu.st _Europe yvas e:ij .
First World War. Austria was at war w_1th Russ:a‘an er B

was a Russian citizen.




ven before Russia and Austria were officially at war Borochov
“had been arrested and released.*® A$ a Russian citizen he apparently
iad the choice of leaving Austria gr staying and being interned.*#
Plans to go to Palestine, Switzerlandand America fell through for the
, ‘time being. With almost no money he decided to go to Italy in
. August ;and continue party work there. (The Poale Zion office in
. Viennaclosed with the advent of the war.)
By now the epitome of the wandering Jew, Borochov must have
 “beéen haunted by his own words from “Our Platform’ that “The
" - Jéwish problem migrates with the Jews.”” He stayed at first in Milan
' and, as usual, spent time in the libraries doing research on Jewish
literature. According to a letter to American chaverim, he hunted
- books in Rome at the Vatican and in Parma where he found old
" works that had not been studied.
“In that same letter Borochov asked his friends to assist him in
- finding work in America where he soon planned to go. Because of his
- "health, he explained, he could not do factory work. He could,
e however read English although he was not yet proficient in writing
and speaking it. He hoped to use his fluency in such languages as
Yiddish, Russian, German and Italian for translation and
correspondence work.* $

Borochov had apparently planned to go to America much earlier
that year, even before the war broke out. In a letter to Hirsh
: -Ehrenrelch in the U.S. in February 1914 he announced his intention
to cross the ocean before the end of the year. He also told
Ehrenrelch that he hoped first to visit Palestine. His finances were to
.make this impossible.4 ¢
In November he planned to go via Genoa to the United States. He
~wrote to his chaverim in New York to inform them that he was
delayed The. managers of the ship he was to sail on, the Regina
d’ltalia, would not sell tickets to nationals of countries at war. When
the policy was finally changed Borochov found himself the victim of
ew circumstances. The ““John Bulls” (the English) had seized some
Italian shlps at Gibraltar, including the Regina d “Italia, on suspicion
j smuggllng Before he was finally able to travel, Borochov spent

any ‘more fruitful hours researching ltalian JeW|sh literature in the
Genoa hbrarles 417

L%

. * * *

On his arrival in the Unlted States Borocho
Poale Zion work and Socialist Zuonlst orgamzmg Ir
to North America he attended major Poale Zion'ic
Rochester (December 1914), Cleveland (August 1915
(October 1916). After ‘the Cleveland convention he
elghteen cities on behalf of the Poale Zion.: ‘He' re
artlcles and did edltorlal work for a number of Ylddlsh p ‘bl

Borochov s period in America was not his happlest.'
his wife and young daughter Shoshana (born in 1912)

In 1915 he vocrferously attacked the party ‘
collaboration with the bourgeois Zionists, ' continued to_oppo
participation in the World Zionist Congress, refused to pay
“shekel” or support the Jewish National- Fund. Although he-wo
later modify these positions, the immediate ‘consequence:

suspenSIon He eventually returned and placed hlmself under.pa

discipline.* ®

As the condition of European Jewry worsened as a result of,“
war, Borochoy called for a total mobilization of world Jewry' fd
the drastic situation across the ocean. He was also oneof th
Jewish leaders to support the creation of the Jewish Legi
played an important role in the agitation for democratlc worl
American Jewish congresses to confront the war situation, pr
Jewish demands for the peace afterwards, assert Jewish .1
rights and generally reorganize Jewish life. The Poale Zlon
act as a spearhead of the entire Congress movement at the soci
and at the general level of Jewish politics.”*® .In th battle _Boroc
fought both the Bundist dominated Jewish Socrahst Fede ‘at
the ‘“Jewish establishment.” He also attacked ‘the  unde 10
domination of Jewish life by the phllanthroples and ) ganrz
such as the American Jewish Committee. ol
Meanwhile it appears that Borochovs IVIarxusm
reorientation away from his more ‘mechanlcal vreyvs o




! Ieadlng Jews ' to Palestme nd became more supportive of
_the constructlvrst socialism of the{Palestine labor movement (as
opposed “to an emphasis on class sfruggle). He became even more
impatient with those espousing uncrftical Marxist dogmas. No doubt
~.the failures of the Socialist International and its ensuing collapse in

‘World War |-had something to do with this. On March 20, 1915 he
wrote in..Die Wahrheit:

-I can imagine Marx arising from his grave. Upon seeing his present
, disciples, he motions them away and utters, I — God forbid — | am
.no Marxist.”

Marx ‘was undoubtedly the greatest thinker of the nineteenth
: century None has better analyzed the complex problems of our
social organization. But because Marx is dead and because new
problems have arisen, we must think independently and arrive at our
v own solutions.>? 4
" Indeed, Karl Marx himself had once written.in frustration "’Je ne suis
* pas Marxiste."”
The belief that Marxrsts had to think independently was already
implicit in Borochov’s earlier attempts to reach a Marxist analysis of
. the national question. In 1916 he prepared a series of articles entitled
“The Economic Development of the Jewish People.” With careful
use of tables and statistics Borochov concluded that ‘‘the
. concentration of Jewish labor in any occupation varies directly with
= = the remoteness of that occupation from nature.””s! Thus once again
- .the logic of his Zionism became evident — in a Jewish homeland with
Jewish workers in all branches of the economy the Jews would be
normalized, de-marginalized and have a strategic base for the struggle
- for'socialism. “The landlessness of the Jewish people is the source of
... its tragedy and malady" he wrote.5 2

Because his world-view synthesized both socialism and Zionism,
‘Borochov’s nationalism - was never narrow. Since 1906 he was a
cconsistent advocate. of Socialist Zionist support for broader socialist
causes. In 1916 he supported the congressional candidacy of socialist
Morris Hillquit against a Tammany Hall Democrat named Rosenblatt
(who tried to run as a Zionist). Borochov, in an article entitled
’“Socrahsm and Tammany Hall”" in Dije Wahrheit, attacked
senblatt’s Zionism as a debasement of ideals.5 3
The author of Nationalism and the Class Struggle” was also a
ocal opponent of the First World War. Yet he was quick to

had gone to war: “If ‘socialists may become |0ydl to the
Majesty can also become a Marxist.””** In December 191
against U.S. entry into the war and denounced militaris

Militarism aims  at letting loose man'’s mstlncts and’ ens
. humanity; Socialism aims at creating a humanity which wi

its instincts. Militarism aims to convert nations mto armres m ‘

soldiers; Socialism aims to free men and nations.’ .

After the Czar’s overthrow and the ‘actual entry of the
war in 1917, Borochov shifted his position and claimed that t
should be concluded “for the future of humanity. 56 Th br
Borochov very close to Nachman Syrkin who supported ‘he alli
war program. »

Russia and Death : - SR

The events in Russia and the appeals of hIS comrades broug
Borochov to the conclusion that he had to return to the tand “of
blrth In February 1917 the world of Czar Nicholas Il came cras_
‘down around the “little father” of the Russian - people. As a Jey
socialist and a former guest of the Czar’s prisons, Borochov could
only greet the revolution with satisfaction. Despité hIS enthu3|asm
still declared that ““The two most important problems of ourtim
the social oppression of the working class and the
oppression of weak nationalities shall despite the present
‘remain unsettled.”"®”’

On his way back to Russia Borochov stopped in Stockholm
help prepare a Poale Zion statement for the ‘Holland-Scandina
Socialist Conference. .The statement was a mixture of socra ST
Zionism with a little bit of Wilsonian- soundrng ldeallsm xed’
attacked the imperialist powers respon5|ble for’ th?'
carnage, greeted the Russian revolution and the forv atron of
League of Nations, demanded full equality for Jews in all
and national autonomy for the Jewish- people. in PaIestrne
would return briefly to Sweden to see his son Davrd born on
1.

In Russia Borochov served as a delegate to the
Nationalities Congress where he called for a So alls
Republic. In September he made an |mportant speec';




srael'in Our Program and Tactics'’ the Russuan Congress of Poale
Zion. The speech was recorded in the minutes of the meeting. In it
, Borochov showed himself faithful fto his Socialist Zionism while
-displaying a modified practical appfoach that shocked some of the
.. .comrades whom he had not seen in ten years.
Borochov criticized his earlier concept of a “stychic’ " process and
: expressed sympathles for the Jewish National Fund while reasserting
the need for independent Socialist Zionist work in Palestine based on
.~ the Palestine Worker’s Fund established by Poale Zion in 1909. He
~announced that whereas Poale Zlon s previous programs had simply
‘used the ‘term “Jewish nation,” a more emotional terminology
“should now be used: “Now we can and must proclaim ‘Eretz Yisrael
— a Jewish homel”
' Finally Ber Borochov eloquently repeated his classic analogy on
the plight of the Jewish proletariat:

In short we must initiate a Socialist program of activities in
Palestine. The Jewish worker, like the rock-bound Prometheus, will

‘. free himself from the vultures that torture him and will snatch the
heavenly fires for-himself and for the Jewish people.>®

Three months later, on December 17, 1917, Ber Borochov was
" dead, apparently of pneumonia, in Kiev. The man whom Shlomo
‘Kaplansky, a fellow Poale Zionist, later called ““the Prince of our
- intellectual world during the formative period of Socialist Zionism"’
. was thirty-six years old.

Aftermath ,
o Among the words inscribed on Ber Borochov’s tombstone in Kiev
 ';"7." were the following:
c Jewush Scientific Socialism
- Jewish Socialist Culture
A Jewish Socialist Society in Palestine
- — This is Borochovism
In’ 1963 through the personal intervention of the then President of
srael Yitzchak Ben Zvi, Ber Borochov’s remains were transferred to
Israel Besides the immediate family (who had settled in Palestine in
the 1920s), a list of luminaries attended his second funeral including
vid ‘Ben Gurion, Zalman Shazar, Golda Meir and Yitzchak
benknn Borochov. was reburied in a small cemetery by Lake
eret; near the graves of Moses Hess, Nachman Syrkin, Berl

Ber Borochov, circa 1908.




om Borochov’s father in Poltava,

Today, sixty years after' Ber Bdrochov’s death, the future of
Socialist Zionism rests as much on Ja reassertion of his vision and
ideas as in a reorientation to new fealities. Borochov would have
“been among . the first to demand an honest, constant and careful
- recognition “of changing conditions. His own development, as a
- political leader and as a Socialist Zionist theoretician equaled by few,
eXempliﬁes the life of a person unafraid of the future, willing to
" change when necessary, yet always committed to his principles.
“He never lived to see his dreams fulfilled. He would have
- considered the creation of the state of Israel in 1948 an event of
‘ vl‘*évc)l_utionary importance. But he would have considered it only a
" first step.' Ber Borochov's life was dedicated to freeing a chained
Prometheus so that what Lenin claimed was an empty space between
~two chairs would be filled. by a new and solid foundation for Jewish
life, a Socialist Israel.
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Sparks of Independence
L (Translated from Ha’Aretz Sup’p/erh’engi o
April 22, 1977 by Judith Diesendruck)

Accumulations  ° S
The Americans have Fort Knox where they_store their treas‘ur‘:
gold, the French have the Louvre, the abode of art, anq Iisragﬁ‘ tha
doesn’t have much money or much art — hasa tre‘asqre of:.‘bqoz‘k. ol
the ideology and thoughts of the first hundred years_of‘Zl‘.or‘usm
namely: words, words to the extent tha; they are an |hterna ol
treasure. . v
Since we do not have parades any more on Independgnce Day, it
good to make a personal pilgrimage to th.e ”Ere'fz; Y|sraeI‘H|st.’oryb
Department” at one of the research libraries. |t‘lS'hi?IT.d‘..‘th 'b'e,!l‘ e
what an overwhelming amount of space is ta-kel_'yup“ by_me_mo
correspondence, collections of speeches, preductnon(s 'qnld‘.or‘a ?
anthologies of articles, essays, diaries, -albums, -Iett:er.s‘,_pamphy et
journals, quarterlies, the proceedings and var.ll‘ou_s_ o“jt:f.ler,_p nte
matter that documented all that happened in th|§ tiny- piece 0
during such a short period of time. Tens' of thousands f vol
billions of words, thousands of points of view a_r_\c_j stat ! Fnts
out and are still pouring out in an’ever-;jncrea_slng_;“te .po all ab
what’s happening in this tiny area. A c‘olossalv_v'erbl age is pu ‘
on the shelves, just as on the wall of a cave. How many. eQP‘_?
what a variety of people), strived energetically to expres €\
clarify a point, to describe the face, piace and 'atmosph»t.are‘re,‘g
the realization of the Zionist dream in Ere'tz__Yl'sra_e'I. “ "
Put out your hand (as you leaf through rap_ldly) au:mq yo W
Brenner howling like a jackal on a _rn‘oonlit‘v n_nght!; Gorglon old
weak is looking out a window in Tel Ay.iv in the 20s
absorption and construction; a Bible ‘quiz. :and:the sinkin
“Dakar”: the battle of the languages and .the -dedicz




