POLITICAL COMMITTEE MINUTES, Number 15, October 17, 1970

Present: J. Barnes, Breitman, Britton, A. Hansen, J. Hansen; -
Horowitz, LaMont, F. Lovell, Novack,-Ring, Sheppard,
‘Waters.

Visitors: Kerry, Seigle

Chairman: Breitman

AGENDA : 1. Administrative Committee Report
2. Berkeley Branch Discussion on GM Strike
3. Memorandum on Arab Revolution and Israel
4, YSA Report
5. Militant Sub Drive

1. ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE REPORT

J. Barnes reported.
1. LaMont communication (see-attachments one and two)

2. Organizational tour of western branches by Joel
Britton . scheduled for October 25-December 3.
Joel will be in Téxas and Colorado for wind

: up of La Raza Unlda electzon campa1gn.4

2. BERKELEY BRANCH DISCUSSIGN QN GM STRIKE

' errz reported on background to hla-report to Berkeley branch.

Agreed to xefer to the Admlnistrative Commlttee, in consul—
‘tation with,Comrade Kerry, the preparatlon for c;rculation
to the National. Committee of the- transcrlpt of ‘his report to
the Berkeley branch and the discu591on on At

3, MEMORANDUM QN ARAB RWOLUTIQN Alﬁ) ISRA_,L

heppar reported. (see attachments three and four)

Motlon. To adopt the general 1Jne of the admlnl-
sErEfiVe commlttee memorandum.

Carried.

Agreed to refer to BreLtman and Sheppard for
- final editlng. >

4. YSA REPORT

LaMont reported on new regional structure of the YSA.
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5. MILITANT SUB DRIVE

Sheggard reported.

Meeting Adjourned.
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P.0O. Box 471 Cooper Station
New York, New York 10003

October 16, 1970

Jack Barnes
SWP National Office

Dear Jack,

I am writing you concerning one aspect of the discussions
and reports which we will be having prior to and at the upcoming
YSA convention.

As of now, we are planning to devote a section of the
Political Resolution to the Middle East: the role of U.S. im-
perialism and Israel, the importance of the Arab revolution and
the Palestinian struggle for self-determination, and our tasks
in defense of the Arab revolution. Our primary aim is to outline
our practical tasks and emphasize the importance of this work for
the YSA -~ this section of the resolution is not intended to sub-
stitute for a comprehensive resolution on the Middle East.

We are also considering having a special panel on the Middle
East which we would encourage everyone at the convention to attend,
and possibly a big public meetinge.

As the YSA NEC representative to the Political Committee, I
am aware that there are theoretical and political questions
raised by the Mideast conflict over which there are differences
within the SWP. Since the YSA convention precedes the next SWP
plenum and convention, it is possible that these differences may
arise in the YSA during out preconvention discussion, which has
just opened.

I would like clarification on what would be the correct
procedure for party comrades who are also members of the YSA to
follow in discussing the Middle East during the YSA prc-convention
period.

Comradely,
s/Susan LaMont
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873 Broadway
2nd floor south
New York, N. Y. 100Q3

October 20, 1970

Susan LalMont
YSA National Office

Dear Susan,

The¢s is in answer to your letter of October 16 as to the
correct procedure for party members in the YSA to follow in
your pre-convention discussion on the Middle East conflict,

All party members, of course, are obliged to advance the
political line of the party. Differences of opinion held by
party members regarding the party line are resolved within the
framework of the party organization at such times and under such
circumstances as set forth by the party constitution and the
resolution on party organization principles and practice adopted
by the 1965 party convention.

As you state, a number of disputed questions of a theore-
tical and political character have arisen in the party over some
aspects of our position on the Arab revolution and Israel. After
extended discussion the Political Committee on October 17 codi-
fied its line in documentary form to guide those comrades pre-
senting the views of the party in the public press, meetings,
etc. These views will be elaborated in a series of articles in
the party press providing all members of the party with the offi-
cial views of the party on the Middle East. Copies of the PC
document will be made available to the youth leadership.

Subject to consideration and further action by our forth-
coming plenum and party convention the line adopted by the PC
stands as the official party position on the conflict in the
Middle East.

We understand that the section of your political resolution
dealing with the Middle East will not concern itself directly with
the disputed questions thus avoiding any premature confrontations
In the youth on questions which properly can be resolved only
within the framework of party discussion and decision. Contribu-
tions to your pre-convention discussion by party members should
stay within the framework of the NEC draft Political Resolution's
section of Middle East work. Contributions by party members on _
broader theoretical and political questions should be reserved to
the party pre-convention discussion.

Comradely,
s/Jack Barnes
Organization Secretary



September 22, 1970
New York

To: Members of the Political Committee
From: Bob and Berta Langston
Dear Comrades,

It is evident that there are differences within the party
on some questions connected with the Arab revolution.

At a PC-initiated meeting between some members of the PC,
comrades involved in Middle East work, and Arie Bober, Barry
indicated that he strongly disagreed with some of our views.

An article by Bober, originally solicited for the ISR and
based on a talk he gave at the New York Militant Labor Forum,
was refused for publication when he declined to delete certain
paragraphs. Those paragraphs expressed views we generally agree
with.

There has been a good bit of informal discussion of these
questions. At the Oberlin conference, the discussion became
rather heated, and a number of comrades asserted that some of
our views are contrary to the party line.

On a number of occasions, we have expressed these views
to people outside the party, with the explanation that they
represent personal opinions consistent with the party's
position, which has, however, never been explicitly formulated
in any document.

We request that the PC issue some kind of clarifying state-
ment, indicating either that these views are consistent with
the party's position or that they are not. In the event that
the PC finds them inconsistent with the line, we request an
explanation of how they deviate.

The disputed questions pertain to the definition of the
status of the Israeli Jews in a revolutionary program for the
Middle East. In our opinion:

1) The process of the Zionist colonization of Palestine
has produced an Israeli-Jewish nation which is distinct both
from world Jewry and from the specific capitalist-Zionist
- society and state that exist today in Palestine; the overthrow
of imperialism in the region and the smashing of the Zionist
state will place on the agenda the task of integrating this
nationality group into the region -- unless the Israeli-Jews
are so nearly physically annihilated as to become incapable
of social organization;
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2) A basie principle of proletarian democracy -- the
appropriate political form of societies in transition from
capitalism to socialism -- is the right of nations to self-
determination, where this phrase means simply the right of a
national group to secede from some larger, multinational state
and form a separate state and whére this right, it is under-
stood, is subordinate to the defensé of proletarlan power;
acknowledgment of this. right by workers' states is a pre-
condition of a nonoppreéssive, nonantagonlstic integration of
national mlnorltles into the reglons where they live.

From these premzses, we conclude that a revolutionary
program for the Middle:East should include, a&s one aspect of
the call for a socialist Middle East, the recognition of the
right of the Israeli<Jeéwish nation to self-determination within
the context of a Mlddle East in transition from capitalism
to socialism.

We belleve this point sheuld be made exy11c1t in the
formulation of such a program. Usually, the national existence
of a nation that is today an oppressor naticn is not placed in
question by the struggles of oppressed nationalities for their
liberation. Neither the struggle of the Vietnamese people,
nor the Black struggle, nor any other struggle against U.S.
imperialist national oppression, for example objectively
places the national existence of the American (or Anglo-Ameri-
can or whatever the correct term may be) pedple in question.
Nor has any spokesman for any of these natidnal liberation
movements called the national existence of this people into
question -- the exceptions are at least very few. The estab-
lishment of an independent Black state on territory now part
of the United States might involve considerable involuntary
treansfers of the white population; it would not place their
national existence in question. Whites' anxieties in this
matter lack every rational foundation; they are nothlng but
expressions of chauvinism.

The situation is quite different in the Middle East. The
region is and will remain demographically an Arab East. A uni-
fied Arab nation is on the historical agenda; despite all ob-
stacles, it will be achieved, and one of the prime tasks of
the Arab revolution is precisely to achieve it. The Israeli-Jews
will remain a small minority in an Arab region. Objectively,
the emerging Arab nation, having begun to overcome its frag-
mentation and social and economic backwardness, will sooner
or later be able to destroy or to oppress the Israeli-Jewish
nation. This will be avoided only if the revolutionary trans-
formation of the Arab EBast assumes a form that precludes the
development of new, nationally oppressive relations.
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The majority of the revolutionary forces in the Middle
East today deny the reality of Israeli-Jewlsh nationality.
Although most of the Palestinian fedayeen groups have explicit-
ly rejected the "throw the Jews into the sea" perspective,
the Palestine National Charter, as amended in July 1968, still
provides that only Jews living in Palestine "unitil the begin-
nig of the Zionist invasion" are Palestinians and thus have
a right to remain in the land. Of the Palestinian guerrilla
organizations, ohly the Democratic Popular Front recognizes
the Israeli Jews as a national group; even it, however --
inconsistently, it seems to us -- is explicitly opposed to
the perspective of the Israeli-Jdewish right to self-determination
in a Middle East in transition from capitalism to socialism.

In short, the Arab national and revolutionary movements
at present place the national existence of the Israeli Jews
in question both objectively and subjectively.

This is not, we believe, merely an abstract matter.
Again and again, not only in Israel but also here, the
question is raised now: "What about the Jews in a liberated
Palestine?" Partly the question reflects Jewish or big-power
chauvinism vis a vis the Arabs. Partly, however, it is based
on an accurate perception of the social and political reality,
and it demands respect. There are, it seems ©to us, only two
answers that have credibility.

One is that the fate of the Israeli-Jdews is a matter of
indifference to revolutionaries, that because they are today
national oppressors they can have no claim to consideration
in the formulation of a revolutionary program. This position
constitutes & departure from the traditional revolutionary
insistence that masses are not responsible for the crimes
committed in their name by their leaders and rulers. It makes
sense, 1t seems to us, only if the totality of Israeli-Jewish
society is regarded as an undifferentiated colonial establish-
ment or a mere U.S. imperialist mercenary apparatus. This
conception denies -- falsely, we think -- the reality of fun-
damental class differences within Israeli-Jewish society;
it denies that the Israeli-Jewish workers have a real class
interest antagonistic to the class interest of their Zionist
rulers and identical with the real class interest of the Arab
masses. :

This answer implies renunciation of the effort to split
the Israeli-Jewish masses from Zionism. It implies renunci-
ation of the effort to break through the dilemma that today
confronts the Israeli workers: either adhere to the Zionist
rulers that exploit you or renounce your national existence.

It thus implies a wasting of the immense potential offered

by the development of a mass, revolutionary, anti-Zionist move-
ment within Israel for hastening the day of triumph of the

Arab revolution.
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In the Arab countries, this answer implieg renunciation
of the effort to transform %he intense; spontaneous, mass
national sentiment -~ ihcluding the pervasive, elemental and
completely comprehensible Jew-hatred associated with it --
into conscious revolutionary struggle against imperialism,
Zionismy and Arab capitalism and feudalism. For this trans-
formation can be aécomplished, surely, only by mobilizing
the masses around transitional demands and actions -- including,
under the proper circumstances, armed struggle against the
Zionist state -~ while at the same time conducting propaganda,
as well as educating a cadre, in the spirit of proletarian
internationalism. This answer thus implies leaving the Arab
masses vulnerable to the same kind of chauvinist demagogues
who have so often in the past sold their countries -- quite
literally, in the case of Palestine -- to foreign exploiters
or colonizers while mouthing the most supernationalist slogans.

In the United States, this answer means abandoning to
Zionism millions of p=ople —-- Jews arnd non-Jews alike -- who
have an historically deep-rooted, perfectly legitimate and
nonchauvinist concern about the Israeli Jews, and who could
otherwise be won over in varying degrees to support of the
Palestinian and general Arab anticolonial, anti-imperialist
struggle.

The only other credible answer to the question, "What about
the Jews in a liberated Palestine?" it seems to us, is that
the Israeli Jews constitute a nation that, once the Zionist
state has been destroyed and the oppressive relations vis a vis
the Arabs have been abolished, will have a legitimate claim to
full national rights, including the right of self-determination.
This answer, we believe, implies for the task of advancing the
world socialist revolution all the positive features corres-
ponding to the negative features of the other answer.

"In between" answers, we think, lack consistency and hence
credibility. Affirmation, for example, of Israeli-Jewish rights !
to develop the national culture, to speak Hebrew, to maintain |
Jewish schools, etc., is simply not believable if it is accom-
panied by the denial of a right to construct an instrument to
protect those rights -- that is, a state -- if the people
involved feel it necessary.

The assertion that recognition of the Israeli-Jewish
people's right to national self-determination is a necessary
element of a revolutionary progrem for the Middle East does not,
of course, imply in any way that support to the Palestinian
national struggle -- or any other objectively anti-imperialist
struggle in the region -- is contingent on adoption of a correct
revolutionary program by the nmovements or states involved.

Today revolutionaries must unconditionally support the Palestinian
national struggle, simply on account of the dynamic of permanent
revolution, just as they did during the great rebellion of 1936

-



to 1939 when -- unlike today, fortunately = the Palestinian
movement was under the hegemony of a corrupt ‘land-owning,
rellglous chauvinist who was in the process of withdrawing his
services from Great Brltaln and offerlng them to Germany.

Nor, of course;- does assertlon that the revolutionary pro-
gram for the Middle East must include recognition of the
Israeli-Jewish right to self-determination in a Middle East in
transition from capitalism to soc1allsm imply that "self-
determination for the Israeli Jews"'tan be raised in any form
whatsoever aB an immediate or transitional demand. The Israeli
Jews today have a state -- of a kind that cannot be tolerated
by the Palestinian gnd other Arab masses. It is logically
meanlngless to raise such a demand} and just because it 1is
logically meanlngless, its rhetorlcal or emotional meaning
can ohly consist in an appeal to Jewish chauvinism, much as the
slogan, "White Control of the White Community" can only comnsist
in an appeal to white racism. It would constltute a real con-
cession to Zionism. '

As an element of a revolutlonary program, the concept of
Israeli-Jewish self-determination pertains exclusively to the
status of Israeli Jews after the destruction of the Zionist
state and the abolition of the oppressive relations vis a vis
the Arabs in an Arsb East in transition from capitalism to
socialism. By being made explicit.toda , however, it can help
to overcome doubts. and anxieties and illusions that are never-
theless rooted in an accurate perception of social and political
reality. It can add depth and 1ntensity to an uncompromising
ideological struggle against Zionism in all its forms.

~ This is a rough outline of the views some ¢omrades regard
as incompatible with the position of the party. We therefore
ask for clarification.



POLITICAL COMMITTEE MEMORANDUM ON
THE ARAB REVOLUTION AND ISRAEL

adopted October 17, 1970

The central role played by U.S. imperialism in attempting to
contain the Arab revolution places special obligations upon the SWP
to mobilize opposition to Washington's imperialist aims and actions
in the Mideast. This necessitates our having a clear line on im-
perialism, Zionism and the state of Israel and the dynamics of the
Argb revolution. The following is a general outline of the line
our press has been following and should continue to follow.

1) We give unconditional support to the national liberation
struggles of the Arab peoples against imperialism. That is, we ‘
support all these struggles for democratic demands regardless of
their current leaderships. Our foremost task in concretizing such
support is to mobilize the American people against U.S. imperi-
alist actions in the Mideast.

2) Israel, created in accordance with the Zionist goal of
establishing a Jewish state, could only be set up in the Arab East
at the expense of the indigenous peoples of the area. Such a state
could only come into existence and maintain itself by relying upon
imperialism. Israel is a settler-colonialist and expansionist
capitalist state maintained by imperialism, hostile to the surround-
ing Arab peoples. It is an imperialist beachhead in the Arab coun-
tries, and is the spearhead of imperialism's fight against the Arab
revolution. We unconditionally support the struggles of the Arab
peoples against the state of Israel.

3) The source of the oppression of the Jewish people in this
era is the capitalist system, which in its period of decay carries
all forms of racist oppression to the most barbarous extremes. This
was horribly illustrated in the holocaust directed against the Jews
of Europe by German imperialism under the Nazi regime.

Cynically utilizing the crimes of the Nazis as a pretext,
the imperialists and Zionists created the state of Israel at the
expense of the Palestinians, who had nothing whatsoever to do with
the Nazi crimes. Portraying the victim as the criminal, imperialist
and Zionist propaganda attempts to falsely equate the Palestinian
goal of national liberation with the genocidal actions of the Nazis.
One of the factors enabling the imperialists and Zionists to do
this has been Western racism against Arab peoples.

We have always warned Jews throughout the world: Zionism
leads you into conflict with your potential allies -~ the oppressed
of the world, and has allied you with your worst enemy -- imperi-
alism. Imperialism in its death agony has led to one holocaust
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against you already; it will do so again unless it is overthrown
in time.

4) The principal victims of the creation of Israel were the
Palestinians -- i.e. the Arabs who inhabited the region where Israel
was established, who have been driven from their homes or placed in
subjugation within Israel and the more recently occupied territories.
The Palestinians are a part of the Arab peoples, but they are also
a distinct national grouping, with its own hlstory of struggle
against imperialism. There were Palestinian uprisings in 1921,

1929, 1933 and 1935-39. At the height of the 1936 rebellion, the
people of Palestine engaged in a 174-day general strike. Being
driven from their homeland by the creation of Israel greatly in-
tensified national feelings among the Palestinians. The upsurge of
Palestinian nationalism, we have seen in the recent period, es-
pecially after the 1967 war, was particularly marked in the refugee
camps and newly occupied territories and is a result of the special
oppression these peoples have suffered at the hands of Israel. The
recent events in Jordan have further intensified Palestinian na-
tional consciousness.

The struggle of the Palestinian people against their oppres-
sion and for self-determination has taken the form of a struggle
to destroy the state of Israel. The current goal of this struggle
is the establishment of a democratic, secular Palestine. We give
unconditional support to this struggle.

Part of our program for the Palestinian revolution and the
Arab revolution as a whole is support of full civil, cultural
and religious rlghts for all peoples in the Mideast, including the
Israeli Jews. It is to the credit of the major Palestinian libera-
tion organizations that they also now advance this concept, and
view it as part of their attempt to win the Israeli Jewish masses
away from support to the Israeli state.

5) In the epoch of imperialism, neither the Palestinians in
particular nor the Arab peoples in general can fully realize the
goals of their struggle for national liberation, national economic
development, or other democratic tasks except through the process
of permanent revolution. These democratic tasks can only be fully
realized and guaranteed by the working class at the head of the
toiling masses, chiefly the peasantry, in a revolution against
the imperialists, their Israeli agents, the Arab national
bourgeoisie and Arab feudal remnants. This revolution will com-
bine democratic and transitional demands and lead to the creation
of a workers state. This proletarian strategy implies uncondi-
tional support for carrying out the democratic tasks. The national
bourgeoisie, whether "progressive" or "conservative," cannot lead
the struggle for national liberation and democratization to vic-
tory, but instead limits and diverts it.
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. 6) To lead the struggle for national liberation to comple-
tion through the process of permanent revolution, the creation of
mass revolutionary socialist parties is absolutely essential in
both the Arab countries and Israel.

7) Unfortunately, such parties do not exist anywhere in the

Arab countries or in Israel. At the present time :nly a few Trot-
skyist cadres exist in those countries. In Israel, a small group

of Trotskylsts work in the Israeli Socialist Organizatlon, a hetero-
eneous grouping yet to be won to political support of the Fourth
nternational and Leninist organizational concepts. In Europe and
North America a promising development has been the winning of a
number of Arab cadres from different Mideast countries to the
Trotskyist movement.

None of the various Palestinian liberation organigzations
neets the criteria for such revolutionary socialist parties, in
theory, program or organization. However, among these groupings
fighters have appeared who show poventvial for political develop-
men%s. The best of them are to be found in the major Palestinian
liberation organizetions. The recent events in Jordan demonstrate
that the Palestinian liberation orgai.’zations have deep ties with
the Palestinian masses. An important and hopeful sign is that
Stalinism did not succeed in attractlng, holding or shaping the
major Palestinian iiberation groupc. It is emcng the cadres of
these groupings that we can expect to find the best possibilities
for the formation of a nucleus of a revolutionary socialist party.

At the present time, given our limited information and the
lack of political clarity among the Palestinian groups about the
politics behind their splits and their organizational differences,
and the fact that it is not yet clear that any one of these organi-
zations has become the decisive leaderchip of the Palestinian
struggle, it would be premature for us to give any one of them
special support over the others. A step forward has been the
cohesion of the united front among the Palestinian organizations
during the Jordanian civil war. We should mainteain an attitude of
general support to the Palestinian struggle and to all the main
struggle organigzations, of course with full freedom to present
our views on program and tactics.

8) Although one of the goals of the Arab revolution will be
the unity of the Arab peoples, we cannot approach this perspective
schematically or formally. Historical developments plus the role
of imperialism have created separate Arab states and differences
among the Arab peoples. The revolution will therefore unfold in
an uneven way in the region, and can leap ahead or suffer setbacks
in one or another of the Arab states or Palecvine. We foresee the
establishment of a united socialist Midd..e East. But this will not
issue from a sinultaneous and uniform revolution throughout the
area. At present, the Palestinian struggle against Israel, as part
of the general struggle of the Arab peoples against Israel and~
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imperialism, is the focal point of the Arab revolution. The dia-
lectical relationship between the Palestinian revolution and the
Arab revolution as a whole was graphically illustrated in the re-
cent civil war in Jordan, where the logic of the Palestinian strug-
gle against Israel pitted the Palestinian masses against the
Hussein regime. This marked a new stage in the independence of the
Palestinian fighters from the Soviet bureaucracy and those Arab
regimes which accepted the Rogers plan.

- In their letter to the Political Committee, Comrades Bob
and Berta state: "An article by Bober, originally solicited for
the ISR and based on a talk he gave at the New York Militant Labor
Forum, was refused for publication when he declined to delete cer-
tain paragraphs. Those paragraphu expressed views we generally
agree with."

Durlng July, the ISR editors prepared an edited version of
a talk given to the MiliTant Labor Forum in New York by Arie Bober.
Bober refused to allow this version to be printed unless a section
was added presenting the Israeli Socialist Organization's program
for the Mideast, including "recognition of the right of the
Israeli-Jewish national and all other non-Arab minorities to
self-determination." This section was in Bober's original talk,
but not in the edited version prepared by the ISR editors. The
ISR editors correctly held that if this section were added to the
published version, then the ISR would be compelled to engage in
a polemic with it. Such a polemic, it was felt, would divert from
the main questions about Zionism and the Mideast that we should
be concentrating on at this time. It should be noted that Arie
Bober is a member of the Israeli Socialist Organization but is
not a Trotskyist.

The letter from Comrades Bob and Berta argues for the view
that "a revolutionary program for the Middle East should include,
as one aspect of the call for a socialist Middle East, the recog-
nition of the right of the Israeli-Jewish nation to self-determi-
nation within the context of a Middle East in transition from
capitalism to socialism." By "self-determination," they say they
mean "the right of a national group to secede from some larger,
multinational state and form a separate state..."

Concerning this question:

1) One argument which is put forward in support of the posi-
tion that the Israeli Jews have a right to establish a separate
state of their own, is that the Israeli Jews have formed a new
nationality separate and distinct from world Jewry. Therefore, it
is argued, they should be granted the right of self-determination,
thus the right to ultimately establish a separate state. The ques-
tion of whether or not the Israeli Jews form a separate nationality
from world Jewry is subject to theoretical investigation. A strong
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case can be made for the judgment that they do. But the question
is moot from the standpoint of the matter under discussion, because
it does not follow that because a nationality exists, either as a
separate entity or as part of world Jewry, we automatically must
fight for its right to form a separate state in the Mideast if it
so chooses. Each case must be examined separately and concretely,
within the totality of the given conditions. And, from the point

of view of Leninism, the key distinction is between an oppressed
nationality and an oppressor nationality.

2) Comrades Bob and Berta do not propose raising the concept
of self-determination for the Israeli Jews as a slogan to be imple-~
mented now. They say, "Nor, of course, does assertion that the revo-
lutionary program for the Middle East must include recognition of
the Israeli-Jewish right to self-determination in a Middle East in
transition from capitalism to socialism imply that 'self-determina-
tion for the Israeli Jews' can be raised in any form whatsoever as
an immediate or transitional demand. The Israeli Jews today have a
state -~ of a kind that cannot be tolerated by the Palestinian
and other Arab masses. It is logically meaningless to raise such
a demand, and just because it 1s logically meaningless, its rhe-
torical or emotional meaning can only consist in an appeal to
Jewish chauvinism, much as the slogan, 'White Control of the White
Community,' can only consist in en appeal to white racism. It would
constitute a real concession to Zionism."

They go on to say, "As an element of a revolutionary program,
the concept of Israeli-Jewish self-determination pertains exclu-
sively to the status of Israeli Jews after the destruction of the
Zionist state and the abolition of the oppressive relations vis a
vis the Arabs in an Arab East in transition from capitalism To
socialism.”" That is, apparently, after the establishment of a
workers state or workers states in the region. This concept should
be "made explicit today, however," they add.

Thus the question, as formulated by Comrades Bob and Berta,
is whether or not we should be raising now, as "a necessary ele-
ment of a revolutionary program for the Middle East " the concept
that the Israeli Jews have a right to establish a state in the
Middle East during the "transition from capitalism to socialism."

3) An error in Comrade Bob and Comrade Berta's argument
consists of identifying an arithmetical minority nationality with
an oppressed nationality. Comrades Bob and Berta are wrong when
they say that a "basic principle of proletarian democracy" is
"the right of a national group to secede from some larger, mul-
tinational state and form a separate state...." Revolutionists
call for the right of oppressed nationalities, those who have
been denied their democratic rights through national oppression,
whether they are a minority or a majority, for self-determination.
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That is, proletarian internationalism requires that oppressed na-
tionalities have the right to decide to form a separate state, or
to exist in a unitary state alongside a former oppressor national-
ity, or to adopt some other form of self-determination, as the
oppressed nationalities so choose. The oppressor nationality has
no right to decide this question, whether it is a minority or a
majorify. It has no right to decide to set up a separate state

of its own. The purpose of fighting for this right of oppressed
nationalities is to guarantee to the oppressed nationalities

- whatever state forms they believe are necessary to end their
oppression. '

In the epoch of imperialism, all struggles by oppressed
nationalities tend to merge with the world socialist revolution
through the process of permanent revolution. This revolutionary
dynamic is entirely missing from the concept that the Israeli
Jews -- an oppressor nationality vis a vis the Arab peoples --
have a right Eo set up a separate state.

Unlike raising the demand for self-determination for the
Vietnamese which is directed against imperialism and its lackeys
in Saigon, or for the Palestinians, which is directed against
the imperialist and Israeli oppressors of the Palestinians, to
raise the concept now of a right of the Israeli Jews to set
up a separate state, even in the future, is directed against
the Arabs, primarily the Palestinians. In the current struggle
this helps mobilize Israeli Jews against Arabs, who are oppressed
by Israel, and not the other way around.

4) The heart of Comrade Bob and Comrade Berta's argument
is the implication that the Israeli Jews will in all likelihood
suffer national oppression after a successful Arab revolution.
They say: "A unified Arab nation is on tThe historical agenda;
despite all obstacles, it will be achieved, and one of the prime
tasks of the Arab revolution is precisely to achieve it. The
Israeli-Jews will remain a small minority in an Arab region.
Objectively, the emerging Arab nation, having becun to overcome
its fragmentation and social and economic backwardness, will
sooner or later be able to destroy or to oppress the Israeli-
Jewish nation." Then they go on to discuss the positions of
the revolutionary forces in Palestine, none of which supports
the concept of the Israeli Jews having a right to establish a
separate state. (Comrades Bob and Berta's letter was written
before receipt of the most recent Fatah statement published in
The Militant of October 9 and 16, which has a different position
on those Israeli Jews who have established themselves in Israel
since 1948 than the one indicated in the Palestinian National
Charter referred to by Comrades Bob and Berta.) They conclude:
"In short, the Arab national and revolutionary movements at
present place the national existence of the Israeli Jews in
question both objectively and subjectively."
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- It is not Jjustifiable to assume that a likely development
of the Arab revolution will be the future oppression of the
Israeli Jews. There is no reason to believe that the Arab 1lib-
eration movement -- contrary to the dynamic of such struggles
everywhere, contrary to the basic principles being put forward
by its most advanced components (the Palestinian liberation
fighters), and especially after a socialist revolution -- will
institute a system of national oppression of the lsraeli Jews.
To consider that the Arab revolution will "objectively" threaten
the Israeli Jews is an unfounded fear of the revolution itself,
a fear which is promulgated by the imperialists and the Zionists.

Of course, the possibility of the future oppression of the
Israeli Jews by the Arabs cannot be excluded theoretically (if
the revolution were to be bureaucratized, for example, or per-
haps through some unforeseen turn of events in the process of
the Arab revolution before the establishment of a workers state
or states in the region, which is not raised by Comrades Bob and
Berta.) However, it would be wrong to raise now a concept which
could be appropriate if at some future time the Israeli Jews
suffered national oppression at the hands of the Arabs, when
the real situation is the exact opposite: Israel oppresses and
threatens the Arab peoples. To raise a demand which is actually
designed to guard against a possible future danger, is abstract
and obscures and diverts from the reality, for the real struggle
going on right now is for the rights of the Palestinians and
other Arabs against the imperialists and Israel.

For a périod of time, until all vestiges of national op-
pression have been overcome, the revolutionary policy will be
- to give preferential treatment to formerly oppressed nationalities.

We must insist on guaranteeing the rights of the Pales-
tinians and other Arabs to full self-determination and the full
overcoming, through preferential treatment in the period of
"transition from capitalism to socialism," of all the economic,
social and cultural deprivations these people have suffered at
the hands of Israel and the imperialist countries.

It should be noted that we are discussing the question in
the framework of what should or should not be included in a
revolutionary program for the Middle East. We are not discussing
the likelihood of many Israeli Jews being killed or hurt in the
process of the destruction of the state of Israel. This depends
upon many factors including the development of the revolutionary
struggle in the imperialist countries and the workers states,
the strength of the Leninist parties in the Mideast and the
extent to which the Israeli Jewish masses can be won away from
active support of the Israeli state rulers to active support of
the Palestinian and general Arab liberation movements.



-8 -~

5) On a tactical level Comrades Bob and Berta imply that
the best way to split the Israeli Jewish masses and world Jewry
from Zionism and support to the Israeli stdte, is to rajise the
¢oncept now, as part of our program, of the Israeli Jews having
a right to establish a separate state. But it is .unlikely that
Israeli Jews will be convinced to join the Palestinian struggle
to destroy the state of Israel on the grounds that the Pales-
tinians and Arabs promise them the right to set-up another state
in the future to protect themselves from oppression by these
same Arabs. Instead of raising slogans which reinforce the
fears -~ fostered by imperialism and Zionism -~ of the Israeli
Jews that they will be oppressed by the victorious Arab revolu-
tion, it is the duty of revolutionists to warn the Israeli Jews
that Zionism is wholly and completely against their interests,
and has led them into thé trap of opposing the Arab liberation
struggle and of aligning themselves with imperialism, the worst
eneny of the Jewish people everywhere.

We should tell the Israeli Jews, as we have in the past,
that their future lies only in aligning themselves with the
Palestinian and general Arab liberation movements, wholeheartedly
and without any reservation whatever, and it will be to the ex-
tent that they do this that they can escape from the trap Zionism
and imperialism have preparzd for them in the Mideast.-

6) Comrades Bob and Berta also imply that adopting the
position that the Israeli Jews have a right to establish a
separate state after a revolution would be the best way for the
Arab liberation movements to demonstrate proletarian inter-
nationalism. This is false. Proletarian internationalism does
not at all include the concept of oppressed nationalities
supporting the right to self-determination of ths oppressors.
It does include recognition that the struggles of the oppressed
nationality end the toiling masses in the oppressor nationality
have the same enemy. But the burden of responsibility for forging
a fighting internationalist alliance rests on the proletarian
movement of the oppressor nationality or country. It must prove
that it is opposed to its own bourgeoisie on this question and
will fight side by side with the oppressed nationalities.

_ To advance the concept that the Israeli Jews have a right
to form a separate state in the Mideast, even if the right is
not to be applied now but only in case of a successful revolu-
tion, would certainly be understood by the Arab masses in their
current struggle as a disguised form of Zionism. The Israeli
masses would understand it differently -- that they do have
something to fear in the Arab revolution. Thus, %o advance

such a slogan in the present circumstances would call into
question the genuineness of our support to the Palestinian
struggle to regain their homeland. It could only be twisted by
the Zionists to their own advantage under the argument that the
Israeli Jews have a state and self-determination today, and that
the duty of those who believe in this right is to fight now
to preserve Israel even though they may disagree with many as-
pects of the Zionist state.



