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The Specter of World War, The Meaning of Peace and the Road Forward

Correspondence On West Germany

Thefellowing letier, fromameniber of
the Revolutionary Communist Youth
Brigade who ook part in the World
Without Imperiatism Ceontingent, IS a
report on one af three significant con-
Jerences which took place in West Ger-
many in mid-December.

RW,

Following the November 22nd *‘Battle
of Bonn,'" ATIF (Federation of Workers
From Turkeyin West Germany), the pro-
letarian internationalist Turkish
newspaper Pariizan, the World Without
Imperialism Contingent and the RCP,
USA called for conferences to be held in
Koln, Hamburg and West Berlin under
thetitle *“The Specter of World War, the
Meaning of Peace and the Road For-
ward.” The call pointed out:

“The ntensifying confrontation be-
tween the Western and' Eastern blocs
{007, Grenada, Lebanon) has fueled the
debate and siruggle over the nature of the
conflicts in today’s world and raised
more clearly before millions the specter
of world war. This is posing profound
questions about the way forward to
eliminate war and its source. Becanse the
way in which people understand these
guestions will determine how they will act
in shaping the future, we are calling fora
conference with participation from
various forces to discuss the following
questions:™"

Some of these questions were:

“Is world war 3 imminent? What is
fueling the apparent drive toward world
war? Are the missile deployments being
forced on the BRD by the U.S.? Is the
BRD a willing partner in NATO and im-
perialist in its own right? Isthe Soviet-led
Warsaw bloc also an imperialist alliance
and preparing for war? Or a force for
peace preparing for defense against U.S.
aggression? IS mainiaining the present
peace possible 'or progressive? Can the
BRD and other major powerswagea pro-
gressive.or just war? What is the relation-
ship between revolutionary struggles of
the oppressed nationalities and the strug-
gle against a nuclear world war? If world
war isda real danger then whosays revolu-
tion is not a real possibility?"”

Teams from the Contingent joined
forces with ATIF in the three cilies. The
team'! was with went to West Berlin.

Having plunged into the **hot autumn™
— its battles, debates and twists and turns
— we felt these events would be right on
time given the widespread debate and tur-
moil aver the direction of the peace/ anti-
missile movement. Building for the con-
ference was a real challenge, rich in ex-
perience and exciting, We learned a lol
more about the complexity of the political
scene, the various trends and the depth of
opposition (e war preparationsamong the
different streams of society.

From the start we went out broadly, to
meetings and in the streets among the
radical vouth, students, professionals, in-
tellectuals, the clergy, independent peace
groups, the Alternative List (a vast net-
work aligned with the Greens)and Turkish
/Kurdish groups. A lot of people from
these different guarters really identified
with, the call for the conference, its
boldness and sense of urgency, and
worked with us to make it happen.

A number of groups gave their en-
dorsement; not, however, without critical
examination and strugegle. This was
definitely the case at a meeting of ASTA
(the student government) of Frei Univer-
sity, After being dismissed as being not so
relevant by a couple of members — I'm
sure they had political reasons for want-
ing to limit our “‘relevance” — we con-
tinued to struggle off to the side with one
guy whowas interested. He then'demand-
ed an interruption in the agenda and
spoke (o everyone about the conference,
urging support. Disciission broke out,
followed by a vote,

That afternoon we added ASTA, F.U.
to'the list of endorsemends which includ-
ed: Bauchladen, an artist collective (West
Berlin); Komites zur Unterstilizung de
Alltaglichen Widerstandes in den Ber-
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das Gespenst des Weltkrieges, die Bedeutung des Friedens,

liner Knéisten (a political prisonersupport
group); Friedens (peace) Initiative (Kdln);
Eine Gruppe fiir Bildung einer anarchis-
tischen Konldderation (a group for
building an anarchist confederation from
Munich); and FighThAck.

Individuals also endorsed the call, in-
cluding two who would speak at the con-

ferences in their cities; Michael Kaiser of

the Greens in K6ln and Reverend Man-
fried Baumann of West Berlin.
We meta writer from the U.S. and resi-

dent of West Berlin for ten years, Mitch

Cohen, editor and translator of al fasci-
nating collection of poetry and prose
from both sides of the wall, BERLIN:
Contemporary Writings from East. and
West. Aside from his own endorsement
he put us in contact with another writer
and made time to struggle with some
leaders of the Alternative Liste 1o sipport
and speak at the conference. Earlier, one
of these/leaderstold us he was/interested,
that the AL itself was in the process of
summing up Bonn (the 21st) and discuss-
ing future plans. “Our old programme is
obsolete,” he pul it. But the character of
the conference, ithe rigorous discussion
called foramong the different forces, was
extremely controversial and whether to
support it or not was quite an issue. (In
Hamburg, for instance, the revisionists
united'to actively oppose it.)

Our call, however, caught the interest
and enthusiasm of'a lot of the AL grass-
rocts at an AL-sponsored forum called
‘“Euroshima and Grenada.' There the
panel made a brief announcement of the
conference. And as people wenl out of
the auditorium, those of us building the
conference agitated in German (by a
youth: from Turkey) and English. A
crowd gathered totalk to us, take leaflets
and donate money.

With thecountdown of days, the ATIF
center became a hectic nest of activityand
excitement. The conference became the
topic of discussion among the workers as
more of them joined usin our mad dashes
around the city to leaflet, poster, attend
meetings, 20 to.newspaper offices, print-
ers, Cte.

We leafleted every major spot where
masses could ke found, the universities,
subway stops, the Turkish Bazaar, the
fleamarkets and the cafés and Knipers

where the youth hang out. Av'a busy
middle-class shopping area we unveiled a
newly aequired/ weapon, a beatup, old
megaphone (it:sure worked good) and
proceeded' to crack open the superficial
Xmas routine. As shoppers gathered
around'the youth from Turkey speaking,
a «cop appeared and launched into a
Hitler-fit. Some German youth confront-
ed him, calling him a ‘‘dog.of the state®
(1) We continued'until a police van pulled
up — time to move on — we hopped a
subwayand popped up in anotherareato
carry on,

Later in the evening we visited a pubin
Kreuzburg where a lot of radical youth
and Aufonomen hang out. Already the
conference had' become a question
among these people, many of whom we
had met in demonstrations, squats and

meetings. After speaking to everyone

from the middle of the floor we soon
found ourselves embroiled'in discussions
at crowded tables. “‘Out on‘a limb"" in the
sense of being ahead of the mainstream
and undera lot of heat from the state, the
question of the road forward is pressing
for:a lot of these youth. Their views and
experience would be indispensable to the
conference.

It happened in Berlin on the 11th of
December, The conference was, in my
opinion, an unprecedented gathering in
its political and international character.
About 100 people attended, almost one-
half' Germans (squartters, Aulonomen,
punks, intellectualsiand AL supporters).
The other half, proletarians of all ages
from Turkey, men and'women, andsome
Contingent members.

The program got underway, opening
witha presentation by the RCP, followed
by Partizan. The Reverend Manfried
Baumann walked'in from the snow, still
in his clerical outfit, and spoke (o the
questions at hand with references to Mar-
tin Luther and relating experiences from
a recent trip to Central America. He was
followed by a surprise appearance and
presentation by a representative of the
democratic organization led'by the Peru-
vian Communist Party (a.k.a. Sendero
Luminoso). Together, these speeches
given in various combinations of four
different languages, German, Turkish,
Spanish and English, set the terms for

A poster for the conference.

hours of lively discussion. Here are some
of the highlights:

Debate immediately ensued around the
nature of the Soviet Union and the War-
saw Pact which most of the speakers con-
sidered to be social-imperialist. This was
controversial'to say the least. One person
in the audience spoke’in staunch defense
ofithe USSR as sacialistand on the defen-
sive against U.S. aggression. An array of
different yiews were aired as the diScus-
sion developed, touching on the foreign
policy and economic base of the USSR
vis-a-vis NATO, Afghanistan, Poland,
El Salvador, Grenada and the present
missile face-off.

Later, a question was posed by a sup-
porter of the AL, a woman and frontline
blockader during the *‘hotautumn.’” She
agreed the present world situation needs
some fundamental change, bul why were
the speakers talking so much about
revolution, 'something unrealistic? She
went on to discuss the crossroads facing
the: movement and how she felt peace
‘organizing and direct action on a com-
munity level should develop. This spark-
ed discussion over the developing world
situation and just what is realistic and
possible. A 15-year-old student said he
believed revolution is the only way: for-
ward, but people are so brainwashed,
how can we change their minds? He pul
out the idea of working in the trade
unions to educate the workers, especially
about the history of the East/West con-
flict. One of the Autonomen moved for-
ward and shot back that people around
the world were already making revolu-
tion without half such education, thal
this wasn't the level on which to work.

The back-and-forth really took off in
rapid-fire German, with different people
waving their hands to geta turn to speak.
A proletarian from Turkey, just fired
from an auto plant, jumped into it, ex-
posing the role of the trade unions and
their Social-Democratic leadership. The
RCP panelist went into Lhe question! of
the stratification of the working class in
the imperialist countries and pointed out
the strategic role ‘of the immigrant pro-
letarians from Turkey as a force for
revolution right in West Germany.

At ‘one point a youth from Turkey,

Continued onpage 15
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were taking the Jews away from the revo-

lutionary parties.”” Brenner, Zionism In

the Age of the Dictators, [Westport,

Conn.: Hill & Wang, 1983}, p. 5)

But Herzl could not marshall serious
support for his plan and emigration con-
tinued at a trickle during the ecarly
decades of the 20th century. The Yishuv
(i.e., the Jewish settlement) grew from a
peak of 12,000 non-Zionist indigenous
Jews in 1860 to 58,000 by 1919. At that
point 700,000 Palestinian Arabs resided
in Palestine. It was only the vagaries of
World War I which gave any real flesh to

Herzl's dream, inthe form of the Balfour °

Declaration of November 2, 1917,

The Balfour Declaration committed
Britain to *‘facilitating” the “‘establish-
ment of a national home for the Jewish
people”” in Palestine. Publicly expressing

-assurances that Arab rights would not be
violated, Balfour was more frank in his
private correspondence: ‘“The four great
powers are committed to Zionism, and
Zionism, be it right or wrong, good or
bad, is rooted in age-long tradition, in
present needs, in future hopes, of far pro-
faunder import than the desires and pre-
judices of the 700,000 Arabs who now in-
habit that ancient land’’ (Cited in The
Fateful Triangle, Chomsky, p. 90).

The Declaration was very clearly the
product of British imperialist considera-
tions. The Ottoman regime was collaps-
ing and by early 1916 France and Britain
had already drawn up the secret Sykes-
Picot agreement on spheres of influence

in the area. With France dominant in

Syria and Lebanon, and hoping to grab
up Palestine as well, Britain wanted to
strengthen the Yishuvand more tightly tie
it to British interests.

The Zionists could act as a counter-
weight not only against Britain’s French
rivals, but also against the Arab na-
tionalist forces which Britain had been
obliged to partially unleash and support
against the Turks. The Zionist encroach-
ment would form, in the words of Sir
Ronald Storrs, the first military governor
of Jerusalem, **a little loyal Jewish Ulster
in a sea of potentially hostile Arabism™’
(Brenner, p. 95).

Further, the Declaration came out less
than a week before the Bolsheviks seized
power in Russia. At that point the British
were working feverishly to prop up
Kerensky in hopes of *‘rehabilitating”’
Russia as a reliable war ally; to that end
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the promise of a Jewish homeland was
seen as a crumb with which to win over
the masses of Russian Jews. These Jews
had been, to put it mildly, unenthusiastic
about the war from its very start and
many at that point were shifting over to
the Bolshevik side; now it was hoped that
they’d see some stake in an Allied victory.
By and large things didn’t work out that
way,

Beginning in the 1920s the scale of land
purchases conducted by the Jewish Na-
tional Fund and the establishment of in-
dustry, which by their charters employ
only Jews (and which.competed with and
ruined many local artisans), led to con-
flict and struggle between the Zionists
and the Palestinians. Immigration con-
tinued with British support through the
'20s but by 1931 Jews made up 18% of
the population of Palestine. With the rise
of Hitler, however, emigration from
Europe took off, with 165,000 Jews com-
ing to Palestine from 1933 to 1935, rais-
ing the percentage of Jews to 28% and

more than doubling the absolute number
of the Jewish population.

The Palestinians now found' them-
selves increasingly dispossessed in what
had been their own land, and in 1936 at-
tempted a massive general strike. When
the strike was decisively broken, armed
bands under the influence of 1zz ad-Din
al-Qassem (a Palestinian leader killed in
late 1935 by Great Britain) launched an
armed revolt in'the hills of Palestine. The
Arab Revolt lasted three years before it
was finally crushed by the British, with
some 19,000 Palestinian casualties.
Scores were hanged by British military
tribunals. In the course of the rebellion
the British relied on and strengthened the
Zionist paramilitary forces. The military
correspondent for the Hebrew newspaper
Hua'aretz wrote on April 15, 1966 that:

“_ . .with respect to the events of 1936, it
seems (o us that had they not happened in
Continued on page 10
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Zionists erupted, punctuated by severe
reprisals by the Zionists; it was during
this period, in April 1948, that Deir
Yassin occurred (more on this shortly).
The Arab rtulers of the area, under
pressure from the Arab masses and badly
underestimating the Zionists' interna-
tional backing, then launched a poorly
conceived invasion, which became the
1948-49war. This war had two main ef-
fects: first, the Zionists considerably ex-

Palestinian fighters during
the Arab Revolt of 1936-39.

panded their territory beyond the UN
mandate, and second, 850,000 Palesti-
nians were'driven into exile, and over 400
former Palestinian villages were razed to
make room for Israeli settlements.

The Israeli victory owed much not only
to Western economicand diplomatic sup-
port, but to direct military support as
well. On May 22, 1959, the Zionist
Record reported that Ben-Gurion, in his
personal foreward to the IDF’s Official
History of the War of Independence,
revealed that:

**— Israel had only 10,000 riflesand no
heavy weapons when war started;
*“— South Africa with its relatively

small Jewish community, contributed

more to the Israeli war effort'in terms off

-

THE
SCIENCE OF
REVOLUTION

an introduction

by lenny wolff

skilled volunteers than any other country
in the world;

**— Whole Israeli regiments of
volunteers were trained in Germany,
Austria, France and Czechoslovakia in
1948;. . .

““— Without foreign volunteers, the
establishment of Israeli air, naval, and ar-
mored forces, as well as of weapons
development and military industry,
would' not have been possible. Since
without these forces Israel could not have
achieved victoryin that war, accordingto
the official history, it can thus be agreed
that the War of Independence was won
thanks to foreign volunteers: who com-
prised one-fifth of Israel's total armed
strength’’ (Cited in the Revolutionary
Worker, November 12, 1982, p. 14),
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But the crucial moment of the war took
place before it even began, at Deir Yassin
on the night of April 9-10. On this night
troops of the Irgun murdered 254 Palesti-
nian noncombatants in the neutral village
of Deir Yassin. All’leading Zionists ad-
mitted that it was a massacre, except for
Begin himself who nonetheless bragged
in his book The Revolt: “*All the Jewish
forces proceeded to advance through
Haifa like a knife through butter. The
Arabs began fleeing in panic, shouting
Deir Yassin!'” (Cited in' Rodinson, p.
114-115). Chomsky notes that “‘Colonel
Meir Pail, who was communications of-
ficer for the Haganah in Deir Yassin and
an eyewitness, describes how Begin's
heroes loaded 25 survivors into a truck
and drove them through Jewish
neighborhoods of Jerusalem, then taking
them to a quarry where they were
murdered, while others were driven off to
be expelled beyond Israeli lines’’ (p. 236).
Though' officially disavowed by the
mainstream Zionists, Deir Yassin (com-
bined with the earlier smashing of the
Arab Revolt) nevertheless played a key
role in the expulsion of the Palestinians
from Palestine.

Throughout this entire period of the
creation of the settler state the main-
stream Zionist movement was synon-
ymous with the Labor Party, and the
Labor Party ruled Israel for its first 29
years, and the official Labor Party line
for this time was summed up'by Golda
Meir: “‘It was not as'though there was a
Palestinian people in' Palestine consider-
ing itself as a'Palestinian people and we
came and threw them out and took their
country away from them. They did not
exist’' (London Sunday Times, June 15,
1969).

For the Palestinians, there has always
been only one face of Israel. The Israeli
dream remained a nightmare for them
throughout the '50s. Israel pursued a dual
policy of consolidating its state via terror
against' Palestinians within its borders
and on the West Bank and Gaza while
also fighting to become the predominant
regional military power. The former was
done through a series of vicious military
raids, carried out by the Special Unit 101
led by Ariel Sharon; the latter through a
tactic of provoking one-sided confronta-
tions with the various Arab states, usually
handily won by Israel. The systematic
nature of these incidents is tellingly
revealed in the secret diaries of Moshe
Sharett, Israel's foreign minister and
later its prime¢ minister from 1953 to
1956.

Sharett’s diaries have been called the
Israeli Pentagon Papers; they reveal a
great deal about the designs, thinking and
inner workings of the Israeli ruling circle
in the mid-'50s. The eight volumes of
diaries were published in Israel by
Sharett's son several years ago, despite
pressure to withhold them. When Livia
Rokach — herself the daughter of the

Continued on page 15









