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1
WHAT IS ZIONISM?

1. THE NATURE AND ROOTS OF ZIONISM

Origins of Political Zionism

The prolonged crisis in the Middle East, beginning with the
events of May 1967 and the ensuing Israeli-Arab war, has brought
the question of Zionism very sharply to the fore. It is Zionism which
underlies the policies of the Israeli government, and which moti-
vates the main body of its supporters in the United States and other
capitalist countries. Hence, to understand fully the nature of the
conflict between Israel and the Arab states, as well as the political
and social orientation of the major Jewish organizations and
spokesmen in this country, it is necessary to examine in some detail
the nature of Zionism and its role in the present-day world.

Political Zionism, whose aim is the creation and perpetuation of
a Jewish state, had its origins in the last decades of the 19th centu-
1y, animated by the upsurge of anti-Semitism in Europe which ac-
companied the rise of modern imperialism. It is quite distinct from
the older religious Zionism—the belief in an eventual return to the
Holy Land upon the coming of the Messiah.

Its chief forerunner was Moses Hess, who for a number of years
had been an associate of Karl Marx. But he later became an ardent
Jewish nationalist, and in his book Rome and Jerusalem, published
in 1862, he expounded such ideas as these: “We Jews shall always

remain strangers among the nations. . . . Each and every Jew,
Wwhether he wishes it or not, is automatically, by virtue of his birth,
bound in solidarity with his entire nation. . . . Each has the soli~

darity and responsibility for the rebirth of Israel.” But at the time
7



8 ZIONISM

ihese ideas met with little response and nothing further came of
them. The rise of political Zionism as a movement was to come
somewhat later.

The two classical presentations of the Zionist doctrine are Leo
Pinsker’s Auto-Emancipation (1882) and Theodor Herzl's The
Jewish State (1896).

Pinsker’s book grew out of the sharply intensified persecution of
the Jews in tsarist Russia in 1881, signalized by a wave of pogroms
in Kishinev and other localities and by the imposition of a mass of
discriminatory legislation, including confinement to ghettos. Shortly
afterward, in 1884, there was launched in Odessa the Chovevei
Zion (Lovers of Zion), a society dedicated to the establishment of
Jewish settlements in Palestine,

It is Herzl, however, who is considered the founder of modern
political Zionism. An assimilated Austrian Jew, he was deeply
shocked by the anti-Semitic frameup of Captain Alfred Dreyfus in
France in 1894, which he covered as a journalist, It was this which
led him to develop the doctrine of Zionism, entirely independently
of Pinsker and other predecessors, and to devote himself to its ful-
fillment.

Thus the emergence of Zionism corresponds to a new upsurge of
anti-Semitism, associated with the rise of modern imperialism and
its extreme development of racism as an ideological instrument of
oppression. It was a new type of anti-Semitism, not primarily rooted
in religious bigotry as in the past, but essentially secular and racial
in character. The historian S. M. Dubnow describes it as follows:

The last quarter of the xixth century saw a new anti-Jewish move-
ment in Europe. It went by the name of “anti-Semitism™ and resolved
itself into an attempt to revive the old Jew-baiting practices of the Mid-
dle Ages under a new disguise. The rapid progress the Jews, once
emancipated, had made in all fields of social and industrial activity had
aroused the jealous fear of those sections of Christian society which still
clung to the idea of the social inferiority of the Hebrew people. It was
declared that the Jew, being a Semite on account of his racial charac-
teristics, was not fitted to live side by side with the Aryan Christian.
(An Outline of Jewish History, Vol. 111, p. 316.)

But Zionism was not the only reaction to these developments.
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The masses of working-class Jews, especially in Russia, responded
rather by joining the revolutionary movement and coming into irrec-
oncilable conflict with Zionism.

Zionist Ideology

Political Zionism is a reactionary bourgeois-nationalist ideology
based on two fundamental fallacies: (1) that the Jews throughout
the world constitute a nation, and (2) that anti-Semitism is incur-
able and eternal.

That the Jews on a world scale, lacking a common territory, lan-
guage, cultural and economic life, do not constitute a nation in any
generally recognized (let alone Marxist) sense of the term hardly
needs to be demonstrated. Zionism, however, looks upon the Jews
as a nation only in a biological sense: that they are presumed to be
the literal descendants of the Jews of ancient times; and in a spiritu-
al sense: that they possess a common background (as some put it,
thfa “same historic memory”), a common religion and, arising from
this, the elements of a common culture. Indeed, Zionism sees the
Jews as set apart by mystical bonds which non-Jews are incapable
of understanding or sharing. Jacob Neusner, Professor of Religious
Studies at Brown University, expresses it in these words:

The inwardness of Zionism—its piety and spirituality—is not to b
comprehended by the world, only by the Jew, l:1'301', likeythe Judaism i?
transformed and transcended, to the world it was worldly and political
stifinecked and stubborn . . . but to the Jew it was something Dther:
not to be comprehended by the gentile. (“Zionism and the ‘Jewish
Problem,’ ” Midstream, November 1969.)

Closely connected with such ideas of innate distinctness is the
concept of the Jews as a “chosen people,” destined to play a unique
role in history, and thereby set apart from all other peoples.

In short, Zionism asserts the existence of an unbridgeable gulf
bi?tween Jew and non-Jew. In its own way it upholds the racist doc-
trine of the anti-Semites that Jews are inherently different from
;Jhther peoples and hence incapable of becoming integrated with

em,

Directly related to this is the thesis that anti-Semitism is inherent
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in non-Jews and hence ineradicable. Pinsker regarded anti-Semi-
tism as biological in nature. He wrote:

Judeophobia is a variety of demonopathy with the distinction that it
is not peculiar to particular races, but is common to the whole of
mankind. . . . As a psychic aberration it is hereditary, and as a disease
transmitted for two thousand years it is incurable. (Auto-Emancipation,

p.9.)

Herzl, it is true, viewed the roots of anti-Semitism as social rath-
er than biological. But he saw it as being none the less inevitable,
since he regarded the social relationships between Jews and gentiles
as essentially unchangeable. It was the Jews themselves, he main-
tained, who carried the seeds of anti-Semitism with them wherever
they went. This idea was echoed 50 years later by Chaim Weiz-
mann, then head of the World Zionist Organization, who said:

I believe the one fundamental cause of anti-Semitism . . . is that
the Jew exists. We seem to carry anti-Semitism in our knapsacks wher-
ever we go. The growth and intensity of anti-Semitism is proportional
to the number of Jews or to the density of Jews in a given country.
(The Jewish Case Before the Anglo-American Committee on Palestine,

p.-7)

Herzl wrote: “Above all I recognized the emptiness and futility
of efforts to ‘combat’ anti-Semitism.” (The Diaries of Theodor
Herzl, p. 6.) He concluded, therefore, that the solution of the Jew-
ish question lies not in fighting to end anti-Semitism and to achieve
full equality for the Jewish people in all countries where they live,
but in separating Jew from non-Jew—in establishing a Jewish state
in which the Jewish nation, scattered in exile for some 2,000 years,
could be reunited.

To Herzl and many of his followers the location of such a Jewish
state was immaterial. Herzl regarded Palestine and Argentina as
equally acceptable. And he fought for the acceptance of a British
offer of territory in Uganda. But to others of his followers, chiefly
those from Eastern Europe, a Jewish state could only mean Pales-
tine. Weizmann writes in his autobiography:

Kishinev [the frightful pogrom of 1903—H. L.] had only intensified
in the Jews of Russia the ineradicable longing for a Jewish home in Pal-
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estine—in Palestine and not elsewhere. Elsewhere meant for them only
a continuation of the old historic rounds of refuge. They wanted Pales-
tine because that meant restoration in every sense. (Trial and Error, p.
92.)

For David Ben-Gurion the basis of the Jewish state in Palestine
is “the Messianic vision of the redemption of the Jewish people and
all mankind.” This is “the soul of prophetic Jewry, in all its forms
and metamorphoses until this day, and it is the secret of the open
and hidden devotion of world Jewry to the State of Israel.” (Ad-
dress to the 25th World Zionist Congress, December 28, 1960.)

Thus political Zionism becomes joined with the older religious
Zionism with its “Messianic vision” of the return to the “promised
land” of the Old Testament. But it was not an ancient longing to re-
turn to Zion that gave the impulse to political Zionism; this idea
had long existed only as an ossified religious ritual. “Next year in
Jerusalem” was uttered yearly by innumerable Jews who had not
the faintest expectation—or desire—of returning to Jerusalem at
any time. That impulse was provided rather by the rise of modern
anti-Semitism of which we have already spoken, originally in the
late 19th century and later, in its most hideous form, in the days of
Hitlerism.

Zionism as an Organized Movement

Political Zionism is not only an ideology; it is also an organized
world movement. The World Zionist Organization, launched
through Herzl's initiative, held its First Congress in 1897. That
Congress stated: “The aim of Zionism is to create for the Jewish
people a home in Eretz Israel secured by public law.” The 23rd
Congress, held after the establishment of the State of Israel, revised
this aim as follows: “The task of Zionism is the consolidation of the
State of Israel, the ingathering of the exiles in Eretz Israel and the
fostering of the unity of the Jewish people.” Clearly, Israel is
looked upon as the homeland of all Jews, to which the “world Jew-
ish nation” scattered in exile is to be returned.

Zionism regards Jews as aliens in the lands in which they live. It
seeks to withdraw them from the struggles for democracy and prog-
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ress in their own countries as being of no consequence to them as
Jews. It strives to build a wall between Jewish and non-Jewish
workers, maintaining that the only real bond of Jewish workers is
that with other Jews, including Jewish capitalists. It rejects social-
jsm as an answer to anti-Semitism and is bitterly hostile to the so-
cialist countries, insisting that anti-Semitism, being incurable, is no
less rife in these than in the capitalist countries.

_~ It stands at the very opposite pole from the ideology of working-

class internationalism, which calls for the unity of workers of all
countries against their common class enemy, world monopoly capi-
talism, and on this basis for a common struggle against all forms of
national and racial oppression as being divisive and destructive of
the interests of workers everywhere, In its extreme nationalism and
separatism, in its capitulation to anti-Semitism, in its efforts to di-
vide Jewish workers from other workers, Zionism serves the interests
of the exploiters and oppressors of all workers and all peoples.

2. ZIONISM AND ISRAEL

How the State of Israel Was Born

The State of Israel had its origins in the UN resolution of No-
vember 29, 1947 which partitioned Palestine into two states, one
Jewish and one Arab,

It was not, as is maintained in some quarters, a creation of Brit-
ain. To be sure, British imperialism encouraged Jewish settlement
in Palestine through the Balfour Declaration of 1917. But it did so
only to pit Jews and Arabs against one another in order to perpetu-
ate British rule under the League of Nations Mandate. In the later
years of the Mandate the British severely restricted Jewish immi-
gration into Palestine, and at no time did they support the forma-
tion of an independent Jewish state.

The British ruling circles, though they had surrendered the Man-
date in 1947 on the grounds that internal conflict made it impossi-
ble to exercise it, opposed the partition of Palestine, Their UN rep-
resentatives abstained from voting on the partition resolution and

WHAT IS ZIONISM? 13

on all related questions, and they announced that Britain would do
nothing to implement the resolution if either the Jews or the Arabs
objected to it. What they hoped was that because of Jewish-Arab
antagonisms partition would fail and that in the ensuing chaos the
UN would find no alternative other than continuation of British
rule in one form or another.

Furthermore, it was British imperialism which instigated the
Arab states to attack the new-born State of Israel in 1948. These
Arab states were at that time governed by puppet rulers subservient
to Britain and their armed forces were commanded by British
officers taking orders from London. The war fought by Israel in
1948 was in fact a war against British imperialism. “The objective
of this military action by British imperialism,” writes Bert Ramel-
son, “was to frustrate the implementing of the UN resolution, to
hang on to the whole of Palestine, and by parcelling it out among
Arab stooge rulers, to retain indirectly what Britain previously held
directly as the mandatory power.” (The Middle East, pp. 13-14.)

Nor did the Truman Administration in this country display any
great enthusiasm for partition. On the contrary, motivated largely
by pressures emanating from the oil interests, it maneuvered to
modify or to circumvent the partition proposals.

The main initiative leading to the UN action came from the Sovi-
et Union, supported by the other socialist countries. In a speech on
May 14, 1947 Soviet UN representative Andrei Gromyko called for
“the creation of a single Arab-Jewish state with equal rights for
Jews and Arabs . . . as the solution most deserving attention, of
this complicated problem.” But should this prove unrealizable be-
cause of sharpened Jewish-Arab hostility, “then it would be neces-
sary to consider an alternative solution which . . . consists of the
division of Israel into two states—one, Jewish, and one, Arab.”

Among the reasons given by Gromyko for his proposals was the
need to find a haven for the many Jewish refugees who had been
left stranded (thanks mainly to the refusal of the capitalist states to
admit them). But he also presented a more cogent reason, namely,
that there already existed a significant Jewish community in Pales-
tine. He said:

- . . We must bear in mind the incontestable fact that the population
of Palestine consists of two peoples, Arabs and Jews. Each of these has
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its historical roots in Palestine. That country has become the native
land of both these peoples, and both of them occupy an important
place in the country economically and culturally. Neither history nor
the conditions which have arisen in Palestine now can justify any uni-
lateral solution of the Palestine problem, either in favor of the creation
of an independent Arab state, ignoring the lawful rights of the Jewish
people, or in favor of the creation of a Jewish state, ignoring the lawful
rights of the Arab population. . . . A just settlement can be found only
if account is taken in sufficient degree of the lawful interests of both
peoples.

In 1946 there were in Palestine some 608,000 Jews, nearly one-
third of the total population of 1,973,000. These constituted a sub-
stantial and distinct Jewish community. To be sure, they were in the
main recent immigrants who had come during the war. The bulk of
them came, however, not as Zionist usurpers of Arab land but rath-
er, in the face of enormous difficulties, as refugees from the horrors
of Nazism, most of whom had literally nowhere else to go.

The Soviet Union has always been strongly opposed to the Zion-
ist concept of a Jewish state. But that was not the issue here, Under
the circumstances that prevailed in 1947, it would have been just as
wrong to agree to complete Arab domination as to accede to the Zi-
onist demand to make all of Palestine a Jewish homeland. The
course proposed by the Soviet Union was therefore the only realis-
tic and just one available.

Had the Jews and Arabs formed a common front against British
imperialism at the end of World War II, the natural outcome of
their victory in such a struggle would have been some form of bina-
tional state. In fact, it was such a possibility that the Soviet propos-
als envisaged. But this was not to be, and there remained in the end
only the alternative of partition.

The basis for the coming into being of the State of Israel was not
created by Zionism. Until the advent of Hitlerism with its mon-
strous crimes against the Jews, comparatively few Jews were in-
duced by the Zionists to migrate to Palestine (in 1931 the Jewish
population was about 175,000, a little more than one-fourth of the
1946 figure). It was the wave of immigration of refugees during
and immediately after the war that first created a substantial Jewish
community, and the new wave of immigration from Eastern Europe
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after 1948, stemming from the horrors of Hitlerism, that swelled
the size of this community, doubling its numbers within a few years,
But it was the Zionists who retained control and who fashioned the
state according to their own design.

The validity of Israel’s existence as a state derives from the UN
partition resolution. However, the state envisioned by that resolu-
tion is not that conceived of and established by Zionism.

For Jews Exclusively

The Jewish state envisioned by Zionism was to be exclusively
Jewish, for only in such a state, according to Zionist doctrine,
would it be possible to escape anti-Semitism. That Palestine was
also populated by Arabs was either ignored or regarded as an in-
convenience to be removed or at best tolerated.

Herzl spoke of settlement in Palestine in terms of “a people with-
out a land to a land without a people.” For him the Palestinian Arabs
simply did not exist as a people. And this attitude has continued
to prevail up to the present time.

It was manifested in pronounced form by David Ben-Gurion, of
whom the Israeli writer Aubrey Hodes says:

Ben-Gurion had little time for the Arabs. . . . He despised the Arab
way of life and warned publicly against the danger that Israel would be-
come another Levantine country “like Saudi Arabia or Iraq.” . . . Itis
significant that during his thirteen years as Prime Minister of Israel he
did not pay a single official visit to the city of Nazareth, the largest
Arab center in Israel. (Dialogue With Ishmael, p. 67.)

Michael Bar-Zohar, Ben-Gurion’s biographer, gives the following
picture of the latter’s views at the time of the 1948 war:

Ben-Gurion remained skeptical about any possibility of coexistence
with the Arabs. The fewer there were living within the frontiers of the
new Jewish state, the better he would like it. . . . (While this might be
called racialism, the whole Zionist movement actually was based on the
principle of a purely Jewish community in Palestine. When the various
Zionist institutions appealed to the Arabs not to leave the Jewish state
but to become an integral part of it, they were being hypocritical to
some extent.) (Ben-Gurion, p. 103.)
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Indeed, many were not thus hypocritical; they made no bones
about wanting the Arabs out. The idea that Arabs do not really
count as people remains widely prevalent in Israel today, as noted
by another Israeli writer, Amos Oz, in these words:

In time, Naomi Shemer [in her hit song “Jerusalem of Gold”] was
to express this state of mind by describing Bast Jerusalem in terms of:
“__the market place is empty/ And none goes down to the Dead Sea/
By way of Jericho”—meaning, of course: The market place is empty of
Jews and no Jew goes down to the Dead Sea by way of Jericho. A re-
markable revelation of a remarkably characteristic way of thinking.
(“Meaning of Homeland,” New Outlook, December 1967.)

In keeping with the Zionist concept, the establishment of Jewish
settlements was from the outset based on displacement of Arabs by
Jews. Uri Avnery, member of the Knesset and editor of the Israeli
weekly Ha'olam Hazeh, writes in his book Israel Without Zionists of
Hebrew Labor, Hebrew Land and Hebrew Defense as the three
main themes of Zionism. He says:

. . . Hebrew Labor meant, necessarily, no Arab Labor. The “redemp-
tion of the land” often meant, necessarily, “redeeming” it from the
Arab fellahin who happened to be living on it. A Jewish plantation
owner who employed Arabs in his orange grove was a traitor to the
cause, a despicable reactionary who not only deprived a Jewish worker
of work, but even more important, deprived the country of a Jewish
worker. His grove had to be picketed, the Arabs had to be evicted by
force. . . . This was the battle of Hebrew Labor, which continued for
two generations, and relapses of which still trouble present-day Israel
from time to time. . . .

The struggle for the redemption of the land became, at times, as vio-
lent. The land was bought, often at exorbitant prices, with good money
raised mostly by poor Jews abroad. In many cases, the Arab who sold it
did not live on the land, but was a rich effendi whiling away his life in
the casinos of Beirut or the French Riviera. He had no particular care
for the fate of the poor fellahin tenants who made their meager living
there. These were simply evicted when the land was redeemed by the
Jewish National Fund to set up a kibbutz. If some of them later at-
tacked the kibbutz, it only showed that an efficient system of armed de-
fense was imperative. Thus the Histadrut became the sponsor and the
patron of the Haganah, the underground army based on the kibbutzim,
which became the forerunner of today’s Israel Defense Army (p. 85).
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There were some, notable among them the father of “spiritual
Zionism,” Ahad Ha’am, who spoke out strongly against such an ap-
proach to the Arabs, regarding it as a serious blunder. But this was
no “mistake”; the fact is that such a racist attitude toward Arabs is
inherent in Zionism.

Israeli Arabs: Second-Class Citizens

In accord with the Zionist concept, Israel has been established as
a state in which any Jew anywhere in the world may claim citizen-
ship and enjoy special ethnic and religious privileges, Until recently
such citizenship had to be claimed by migrating to Israel, but now
even this is not necessary. An amendment to the Israeli citizenship
law, passed in May 1971, permits any Jew who “expresses a desire
to settle in Israel” to become a citizen without budging one inch.*

On the other hand, Arabs whose ancestors have lived there for
countless generations are merely tolerated as aliens, reduced to sec-
ond-class citizenship and treated as a “fifth column” whose sympa-
thies lie with Israel’s enemies.

From the beginning, Israeli Arabs have been subjected to the
emergency military regulations imposed by the British in 1945 on
both Jews and Arabs in Palestine. With the founding of the State of
Israel these regulations ceased to be applied to Jews but continued
to be imposed on Arabs. Until very recently, Arabs were required
to obtain military passes to travel from one part of the country to
another. And under these regulations areas of land were closed off
for “security” reasons and their inhabitants were forbidden to enter
them. Through this device nearly half the land belonging to Israeli
Arabs has been taken from them and turned over to kibbutzim.
Many have been converted into “internal refugees,” living in shacks
In nearby villages and seeking work as agricultural laborers. Others
have found their way into the cities and into already overcrowded

* The chief motivation behind the amendment is the current drive to bring
Soviet Jews to Israel, of which we shall have more to say later. By permitting
Jews: living in the Soviet Union to be granted Israeli citizenship, it becomes
pDSSlb!e, at 135}5§ for propaganda purposes, to charge that “Israeli citizens”
are being prohibited by the Soviet government from going to their homeland.
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slum ghettos, where they are often forced to live in condemned
houses which have more than once collapsed, killing or seriously in-
juring their inhabitants.

According to official statistics, annual earnings of non-Jewish
families in 1967 were less than 64 per cent of those of Jewish fami-
lies, and this with 1.6 earners per family compared to 1.3 in Jewish
families. (One looks in vain in the official statistics for data on Israe-
li Arabs as such.)

Only half of the Arab workers are members of Histradrut (the
trade union organization) as against three-fourths of the Jewish
workers. Only one-third are members of the Health Insurance Fund
(Kupat Cholim) as against 72 per cent of Jewish workers. More-
over, the Fund has few clinics in Arab villages, so that the Arab
members receive much poorer service than the Jewish.

In institutions of higher learning Arabs are only 1.5 per cent of
the student body, though they are 12 per cent of the population.
And from certain fields of study they are excluded altogether as
“security risks.”

Arab farmers are discriminated against with regard to credits, ir-
rigation, mechanization and other forms of government assistance.
Most Arab villages lack labor councils or labor exchanges through
which unemployed workers can seek work under union conditions,
while these Histadrut institutions are the rule in Jewish communi-
ties.

No Arabs have occupied top level positions in government and
the number in middle ranks has been insignificant. Only in 1971
was an Arab appointed, for the first time, to a minor cabinet post.

Tllustrative of the whole pattern of discrimination is the city of
Nazareth. Lower Nazareth, the old city dating back to Biblical
times, has a population of some 30,000, all Arab. Upper Nazareth,
located on the surrounding hills, with 22,000 residents, consists
mostly of Jewish settlers. Lower Nazareth has almost no industry
and many of its workers are forced to seck employment in other ci-
ties. On the other hand, Upper Nazareth boasts a Dodge assembly
plant, a large textile mill and a number of other modern factories.
In these factories few Arabs are employed, and these largely as jan-
itors. Upper Nazareth also boasts a beautiful Histadrut vacation re-
sort—for Jews only. The only Arabs there at the time I visited it in
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1970 were two who were employed in the kitchen. Nor are Arabs
able to rent apartments in the new apartment houses of Upper Naz-
areth.

I also encountered the “internal refugees” in Nazareth. On the
outskirts of the city I came across a collection of galvanized iron
shacks. These, I learned, were inhabited by the former population of
the nearby village of Ma’lul, from which they had been expelled by
the Israeli authorities not long after the 1948 war. I learned also that
nearly one-third of the Arab residents of Nazareth are refugees
from nearby villages. And these in turn are only part of a much
larger body of such “internal refugees”—Arabs deprived of their
homes and lands because they may have been temporarily absent
from them during or immediately after the war, or for reasons of
“security.”

This situation was recently brought dramatically to a head by
the former Arab residents of the towns of Biram and Iqrit, from
which they had been expelled in 1948 on “security” grounds. At the
time, they were told they would be permitted to return after a few
weeks, but the promise was never honored and most of the property
was turned over to Jewish settlements and kibbutzim—as abandoned
property!

When, in early 1972, the military bars were lifted in the area,
these expelled villagers, who had been living as refugees within
Israel all these years, sought to return to what remained of their
lands. They were refused and were beaten up by border guard
policemen when they tried to enter them. The affair stirred up
intense public feeling and led to unprecedented mass demonstrations
in support of the villagers. But the Meir government was adamant,
“Security” came first, the rights of Israeli Arabs second.

In all aspects of life, Israeli Arabs suffer severe discrimination
and are treated like outsiders in their own country. And those who
;lave been made refugees are not permitted to return to their home-
and.

During the 1948 war some 750,000 Arabs either fled in panic or
were driven from their homes, to become refugees living in
wretched settlements of tents and shacks in the surrounding Arab
countries, mainly in Jordan. As a result, cities and towns once
wholly populated by Arabs are now either entirely Jewish or have
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small Arab minorities. Thus the formerly all-Arab city of Jaffa now
has only 6,000 Arabs and formerly all-Arab towns like Beersheba
and Ashkelon have none. The Israeli rulers seized more than half
the territory allotted to the Palestinian Arab state in the UN parti-
tion resolution of 1947, and they proceeded to take over the prop-
erty abandoned by the Arabs who had fled. Don Peretz writes in his
book Israel and the Palestine Arabs:

Abandoned property was one of the greatest contributions toward
making Israel a viable state. . . . Of the 370 Jewish settlements estab-
lished between 1948 and the beginning of 1953, 350 were on absentee
property. . . . In 1954 more than one-third of Israel’s Jewish popula-
tion lived on absentee property and nearly a third of the new immi-
grants (250,000 people) settled in urban areas abandoned by
Arabs. . . . Ten thousand shops, businesses and stores were left in
Jewish hands. At the end of the Mandate, citrus holdings in the area of
Israel totalled about 240,000 dunams, of which half were Arab-owned.
Most of the Arab groves were taken over by the Israeli Custodian of
Absentee Property (pp. 143, 165).

And despite a repeatedly reaffirmed UN resolution calling for either
repatriation or compensation of the refugees, the Israeli authorities
have rejected all responsibility for the refugees. Behind this policy
lies the idea that the fewer Arabs remaining in Israel the better.®

* The only group in Israel which has waged a consistent, uncompromising
struggle against anti-Arab oppression and for Jewish-Arab unity has been
the Communist Party of Israel, headed by Meir Vilner and Tawfig Toubi.
There have been, it is true, others who opposed the prevailing Zionist ap-
proach to the Arabs and who called for Jewish-Arab unity. The Thud (Union)
Movement for Jewish-Arab Rapprochement, headed by Dr. Judah L. Magnes
and including among its leading figures the noted philosopher Martin Buber,
called during the thirties and forties for bringing Jews and Arabs together and
for a binational state in Palestine. But its approach, based on idealistic appeals
to both sides and not on opposition to the chauvinistic Zionist doctrines, at-
tracted few followers. At the time of Dr. Magnes’ death in 1948 it was still
a tiny minority and after that it folded up altogether. The Hashomer Hatzair
Workers® Party, predecessor of the present Mapam, also called for a bina-
tional state, But this, too, represented only a small minority. Moreover, Ma-
pam, like the other Zionist parties, opposed the ending of the British man-
date and the establishment of an independent state until the Jews should
become a majority of the population. Today there are groupings which pur-
port to seek Jewish-Arab unity, but these, too, operate fully within the
Zionist orbit and are, to say the least, ineffectual. The support of Israeli Arabs
goes largely to the Communist Party, which in recent elections has received
between 30 and 40 per cent of the Arab vote,
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Oriental Jews: An Oppressed Majority

Discrimination in Israel is not confined to Arabs. It is visited also
on the darker-skinned Sephardic or Oriental Jews, coming mainly
from Arab countries such as Yemen, Iraq and the North African
states, and now comprising about 60 per cent of Israel’s population.
Much poorer and less educated than Jews of Western origin, these
have been thrust down to the lowest rungs of the economic and so-
cial 1adders. The recent demonstrations of the Israeli group calling
itself the Black Panthers have forcefully brought their plight to pub-
lic attention.

They are crowded into the most unskilled, lowest-paying jobs.
According to a 1969 survey by Israel’s Central Bureau of Statistics,
in 1967 their average per capita yearly income was only 38.5 per
cent of that of Western Jews and 42.6 per cent of that of Israeli-
born Jews. In addition, they are packed into “old city” slum ghet-
tos, with a housing density three to five times that of other groups.

They lag far behind in education. Whereas about 60 per cent of
all children entering primary school are Sephardic, at the secondary
school level the proportion falls to 25 per cent and at the universi-
ty level to 10 per cent.

They are victims of discrimination and prejudice and are subject-
ed to all sorts of insults and indignities. Robert Silverberg writes:

. . . The Orientals are generally swarthy or dark-skinned. To a Europe-
an Jew they look very much like Arabs, and the treatment accorded
them is not very sympathetic. As the American anthropologist Raphael
Patai . . . expressed it in his book Israel Between East and West, “In
addition to instability, emotionalism, impulsiveness, unreliability, and
incompetence, the Oriental Jew is accused [by FEuropean-born
Israelis] of habitual lying and cheating, laziness, uncontrolled temper,
superstitiousness, childishness, lack of cleanliness and in general, ‘primi-
tivity' and ‘lack of culture.”  (If I Forget Thee O Jerusalem, p. 480.)

“‘Cushi,” the Biblical term for Negro,” according to The New
York Times (January 29, 1965), “has taken on the same pejora-~
tive meaning in Israel as ‘nigger’ in the United States.”

Hlustrative of the attitude toward “Orientals” is an article by
Yael Dayan, daughter of Moshe Dayan and a well-known novelist,















































































































































































































