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NATIONAL PROBLEMS IN THE
LIGHT OF REALITY

One of the great developments of the present era is the truly
epochal movement of national liberation.

Comprised in this, of course, are the developments primarily
in Asia and Africa where seventy new, independent nations have
arisen since the Second World War. Among these nations, to be
sure, is the State of Israel. However, more than the rise of new
nations is involved. We are witnessing a growth in national con-
sciousness and a struggle for national interests in countries
where it seemed such developments could no longer occur; this
includes the United States as well.

We will dwell only briefly on the Socialist countries (except
perhaps in passing), since these do not touch directly on our sub-
ject. It will bear mention, nevertheless, that in these countries,
particularly in the Soviet Union where the Leninist approach is
deeply rooted, there is no cessation in the attention devoted to
the national question and there is no let up in the concern with
it. An article in the Moscow Izvestia of April 27, 1968, for ex-
ample, states that the movement for national liberation which. ..

““is characterized by great differentiation of socio-eco-

nomic conditions, brings forth a host of new problems

that require a constructive approach and the proper

Marxist analysis.”

DOGMATISM, NIHILISM — A BITTER CURSE

Note the words, ““a host of new problems.” In the national
question, as in other questions and perhaps more than in other
questions, ossification is a bitter curse. The same holds true of
immobility, dogmatism, let alone nihilism which dismisses out
of hand the entire national question along with the problems of
national consciousness, sensitivity and national interests.

Since the 20th Congress of the Communist Party of the Sovi-
et Union in 1956 and more particularly in recent vears I had on
several occasions written on this subject and touched on it in
reports at conferences of the Morning Freiheit when I discussed
the problems of the Jewish people. I also wrote a number of
articles in 1965 at the time of the split in the Communist Party
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in which I dealt with the dogmatism and nihilism of
gﬁelﬁzg g!ilner group. In connection with these efforts I tuined
to old sources, in particular, to Lenin’s polemic with ‘Rosab‘ u:n;-
embourg and to Shimen Dimanshtein’s® treatises on t%us subject.
For example, early in 1967 the Morning Frelhen.recewed
from the Novosti Press Agency in Moscow an essay by Ed_ward
Bagramov, a frequent writer on the nauOnal. question. This es-
say, “Lenin’s Teaching on the National Question and the Present
Situation’ first appeared in Pravda, chnober 17, 1966 in connec-
tion with the 50th anniversary of Lenin’s polemic with Ros‘g
Luxembourg on the national question. (“The Junius Pan}phlgt,
etc.) I emphasized then as I do now, the words ?f this title,
“and the Present Situation.” In introducing I:emn_ s argument
against Rosa Luxembourg, Bagramov asserts: ! I_n his new works
Lenin further elaborated upon the ideas concerning this problem
ined in his earlier works.” ’
comﬁ?ﬁ: \l:ehlunderscored the words, ‘‘further e_lahora_u_ad. Ygs,
to further elaborate, to advance, never remain ossified while
i ahead. _
umi?r?i‘;l?: greatness in large measure lay in his h&l?lt of keep-
ing his ear to the ground, of basing himself on reality. He did
not dwell on situations as they “‘ought to be,” or as he would
have ‘“‘wished” them to be, but on realjty. If certain concepts
did not tally with reality Lenin would_ in a daring manner set
them aside or reject them. This led him in 1921 to undertakel'a
struggle against Stalin on the Caucasian problem, though Sta }in
(and also Ordjonikidze, Dzerzhinsky, etc.,) proceeded from the
“accepted’” Marxist concepts on the national question. When 1?
appeared these concepts did not <_:omc1_de with the mtere‘sts 0
the then young Soviet state, Lenin rgJecte_d the dogmatic ap-
proach. It may be said the same consideration also prevailed in
the Jewish question at-the time.

KY’S THEORY OF ASSIMILATION REJECTED
KM;ESassimilationist approach in regart;l to the Jewish peop?e
became firmly entrenched in the Marxist rl}o‘{ement even in
Marx’s time. In a report to the Morning Freiheit confergnce in
1962 1 reviewed the harmful theory of Karl Kautsky on this sub-

*Shi Dimanshtein: An old Bolshevik and friend_ and co-
workzrlﬁlfel\]’. 1. Lenin. Was entrusted with the leadership of I_;he
Jewish Commisariat immediately after_ the Octolger Revolutl_on
and led the early Soviet efforts to bring Jews into m‘dustne:
from which they had been barred under the czarist reglmedan
to colonize Jews on the land. He was arres’ted on framed-up
charges and executed in the purge of the late 1930’s.
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Ject. This veteran authority on Marxism, Kautsky, whom Lenin
held in high esteem for some years, set down his views on the
Jewish question in his book, Rasse und Judentum in 1914, (In
the United States this book was published by International Pub-
lishers in 1926 under the title, Are the Jews a Race?) In his
concluding chapter Kautsky wrote:

“There is no doubt that the liberation of the Jews will be
equivalent to their absorption to the extent to which this liber-
ation is achieved. (Page 241) ... Judaism draws its strength —
as a specific group, segregated from its environment — from an-
ti-Semitism alone, from persecution. (Page 244) . . .- - - It (Juda-
ism) is like a weight of lead attached to the feet of the Jews
who eagerly seek to progress, one of the last remnants of the
feudal Middle Ages, a social ghetto still maintaining its exist-
ence in the consciousness, after the tangible, physical ghetto has
disappeared. We cannot say we have completely emerged from
the Middle Ages as long as Judaism still exists among us. The
sooner it disappears, the better it will be, not only for society,
but also for the Jews themselves.” (page 246, ibid).

Kautsky’s purpose in all this was to fight anti-Semitism on
the one hand and Zionism on the other. May we be spared this
method of struggle, both as regards anti-Semitism and Zionism!
Kautsky sought to solve this problem quite thoroughly—by abol-
ishing the Jewish people! This Kautskyian precept poisoned the
Marxist movement and its influence is felt even now.

Lenin recognized Kautsky’s authority in the Jewish question
for many years and often cited him when he offered the concept
of assimilation — voluntary assimilation, not forced assimilation
— as a progressive development. After the October Revolution
Lenin parted company with Kautsky not only in regard to the Rev-
olution itself, even calling him a ‘‘renegade,’” but also in the Jewish
question. This is proved in Lenin’s practice. Instead of developing
a program for the assimilation of the Jewish people in the Soviet
Union, a Commisariat for Jewish Affairs was set up and there
was a phenomenal growth of Yiddish culture; Yiddish schools,
newspapers, theaters, and publishing houses, even Yiddish courts
were established; Jewish Soviets were created in Jewish na-
tional regions, including (following Lenin’s approach) a Jewish
Autonomous Region, Biro Bidjhan, which, it was hoped, would
develop into a Jewish Republie.

Life demonstrated something other than the old concepts and
Lenin and Leninism took living reality into account.

THE BLACK LIBERATION STRUGGLE

That the epoch making movement for national liberation has
also touched the United States can clearly be seen in the Black
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Revolution and in the upsurge of national consciousness among
other minorities here in our country: among the Puer'to R:catr:s
in New York and elsewhere, among the Mexican-Americans, the
Chicanos, in California and the Southwest, among the Indians
etc. The American ‘‘melting pot,”’ a petty-bourgeois-anarchist con-
cept, was proved to be ba;}nkrupt years ago and has more re-
ed its final crash.
centghs:ff;rthe significance of the struggle qf the Blacks an: tl;e
other minorities for the teaching of their history in the schools
and the universities? This is no whim. We have here anf up-
surge of national consciousnt;ss, J)f the struggle for Negro free-
— for Negro freedom. _ .
domPro?dJ?;;te;:l}éaskin gof the University of California in San
Diego correctly expressed this view in the Los {\ugeles lemefs
of Dec. 12, 1968. Discussing the meaning of the history of one's
notes: _ r
own‘Pgﬂzlevbgi has no historic identity feels _he is shgrply 1nh1t:
ited. One who cannot connect his own experiences with the gas
in which the weakness and strength, the folly and the w;ts_, ,mﬁ
are parts of his own self is robbed of a proper perspec.:iw‘:;l.l
Prof. Baskin recalls the outcry of Dylan T.hon??s. 0
steals my history?”’ and the silgh of J:;m::l Fvaldw:n, I have no
i in Africa my people came from: . '
ldea’I?II:e:v lilc?g: lPhat one W};II; E.fcks an historical identity feels in-
hibited is a denial of the assimilatior_list ?oncgpt \Wihlch calls for
tearing oneself away from his own historical identity and se:l::r;
ing with the past experiences of one’s own people. 'Il‘mts; Oih a‘
individual might wish to do so, but not a people. All the theor
ies in the world will never persuade a people to deny 1_ste1f i
In this connection I should like to mention an _1mportant COE_
tribution by Claude Lightfoot, the Negro Con}t:nunlst le.ader,prl\.; -
lished in the Marxist monthly magazine, Political _Affalrs.‘? o-
vember, 1968. (I would also strongly rec_ommend his book. “Ghet-
to Rebellion to Black Liberation.) Lightfoot indicates en‘;?;rsl
made by the American Communist Party on the Negro ques
e Stat?‘sl.n view of a long background of vacillatiqrtl hiin tt}:e
i logan of self-determination within the
%ﬁgf‘ ?t ?; itriilepeiat%ve that we present th:lS question to-
day in a way that will stand the_test of time. We mgst
avoid dotting i’s and crossing t’s in respect to future ;-
velopments. Marxism-Leninism doe_:s not equip us to do
that. At best it enables us to perceive what is new, what
is aborning . . . But it does not enable_us to blu‘eprlnt the
exact form that trend may take. In this discussion, there-
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fore, we must combat a dogmatic, mechanical presenta-

tion of the matter.”

Here is a correct and walcome approach. Theories must
pass the test of time! If Marxism-Leninism does not arm us in
respect to a certain question — and lacking now a Lenin in our
midst, it may be added — we ought to refrain from indicating
plans for the future down to the smallest detail.

Unfortunately. there are those who will do just that, resting
on Lenin’s writings of the Kautsky period, of the period before
the First World War and the October Revolution. Neither do
they take into account the developments following the Second

World War and the present upsurge of the national liberation
movements.

BOLD, CREATIVE MARXIST VIEW OF NAT’L QUESTION

I would like to touch on a few points of Claude Lightfoot’s
essay on the Negro question which indicate a bold, creative,
Marxist view of the national question in general, of the Negro
question in particular, as well as the approach to the Jewish
question. Lightfoot recalls the error made by the American
Communist Party years ago in advancing the program of self-
determination in the black belt of the South. In retrospect he
perceives the error in that ‘“‘we reduced the matter of self-de-
termination to an artificial, geographical consideration.”

National strivings among the Negro people arose both in the
Southern plantations and in the Northern ghettos, Lightfoot con-
tends. He also refers to Stalin’s view of the rise of nations and
nationalism, that ‘‘the bourgeoisie learns its nationalism in the
struggle for the market.” The question therefore arises, is this
position valid today when the national upsurge among the Negro
people is not linked to the desire of conquering markets for it-
self, when the Negro people does not have a significantly large
bourgeoisie. Stalin’s thesis was that nations are the creation of
capitalist society. We now see, Lightfoot indicates, without re-
ferring here to Stalin, that in respect to the Negro people cap-
italism “‘has acted as a barrier to its growth and development.”’

Lightfoot also considers the distinction between a people and
a nation and writes:

“And certainly the Jewish people the world over
joined to help form an emerging nation in Israel, yet
nowhere else do they constitute a nation.”

Quite correct! In the struggle of our black fellow citizens there
is much that Jewish people can learn as they assist in this effort.

It is necessary to appreciate why Africa has such an attrac-
tive force for the Negro people and the popularity of Afro
clothes, African history and culture. What is involved is the as-
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sertion of historical identity, the need to know ‘‘where in Africa
my people come from,”” as James Baldwin put it.

Is it not natural, at the same time, for Jews in the United
States to have an interest in the countries from which they but
recently came, relatively speaking, where they or their parents
and grandparents were born or still may have their kin? Is not
the concern of Jews for Israel a natural one,.a concern which
prompted them to aid in the creation of the State of Israel and
to now offer assistance in various forms? Is it not natural for
Jews to study their history and culture, to learn the Yiddish

language?
ATTITUDE TOWARDS ISRAEL

Those who cannot forget the past attitudes on Palestine
which were bred by the harsh struggle against Zionism, (and
many of us, along with the Bund, were caught up in this fight),
ought to remind themselves of Andrei Gromyko's historic ad-
dress at the United Nations’ General Assembly on May 14, 1947.
On that occasion the Soviet representative acknowledged ‘‘the
aspiration of the Jews for the creation of a state of their own,”
and added. “It would be unjust not to take this into account
and to deny the right of the Jewish people to the realization of
such an aspiration.”

Carrying our comparison with the Negro people further, and
it is recognized that in this case the comparison may not be en-
tirely exact, it must be conceded that in the same way as the
Negro people maintain an interest in Africa, yet regard the Unit-
ed States as their home, so American Jews regard the United
States as their home even as they maintain an interest in Israel
and in Jewish communities in Europe and elsewhere. Jews are
a fully fledged nation only in Israel, as Claude Lightfoot cor-
rectly stated. There is, however, a Jewish people which lives in
various countries, in communities which maintain an interest in
each other, ‘“the Jewish people the world over’” which ‘‘joined
to help form an emerging nation in Israel.”

Such 1s the reality. Such is the sensitivity of the Jewish 1n-
dividual, of each one of us, even if here and there one prefers to
remain indifferent. The situation of the Jews in the capitalist, asin
the Socialist countries concerns us all, some more, some less,
and in any case, more than it concerns non-Jews.

This reality needs to be recognized. This fact in no way di-
minishes the status of the Jews as loyal Americans, just as the
interest of the black Americans in Africa does not diminish
their status; nor does the interest of Irish Americans in Ireland
and Northern Ireland, or of Polish, Americans in Poland, etc., in
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any way lessen their status as fully equal citizens of the United
States.

A sense of proportion, however, is an es i i
this 1nteresF; it ought not overwhelm one’s oriZrelItlatltziilc1>ne(l)inzlxe:;lterlil3
ca. .Israel is a Jewish community with important and specific
attrlbut_es: which other Jewish communities do not possess. Jews
are definitely interested in Israel, but this interest does n;)t and
ca.nnot occupy a central place in the life of the Jewish people in
phns country, nor can Israel supply its culture or even its Juda-
ism Ito the1 Jewish people of the United States.

srael is not only incapable of being the place “in-
gathering of the exiles,” it cannot evef servep asc tl?ef :zfritligl
center of the Jewish people as Achad Ha'am imagined.

DR. MOSHE SNEH’S TREATISE
ON THE JEWISH QUESTION

Dr. Moshe Sneh, the noted Israeli Communis i
uted an 1mporta.nt work on the national questi:nlengf:t; (;1?“:'2-
sented as a thesis for the 16th Congress of the Communist Pgrt
?rf {;‘:raﬁ!M(the_ one leq b_w{? Mikunis-Sneh) and which was publisheg
o 1928)‘ orning Freiheit,”” (October 20, 27 and November 3 and

With exceptional clarity, with erudition and the i
and_ needed bo_ldness, Dr. Sneh considered the nationiﬁpéﬁg;ﬁ:s
as it appears in the present period. This period revealed the er-
roneousness of'.loseph Stalin’s essay “‘Marxism and the National
Question,” which served as a manual for Marxists for many
years. .Its defects were evident for a considerable time. It is
really incredible that even after the First World War and the
October Revolution this theoretical work written in 1913 -
man]ged the adherence it did. -
_ Dr. Sneh cites Stalin’s assertion, ““A nation i
!llf.stoncal category, but a historical category bréloigr:?ztg rtr:)egelgfeé
inite epoch, the epoch of rising capitalism.” The fallacy of this
concept was demonstrated immediately after the First World
War when a number of new states were formed or consolidated
fthemselve::; in newly acquired statehood. However, it is not only
;Eexz {Jeriod of capltaﬁgm that nations develop and consolidate
ot S?a 1;;35. h]_)r. Sneh points out that after the October Revolu-
8 Stalin 1n_'1§elf re?ogmzed the possibility of “‘Socialist na-
tions.” In addition, prior to the capitalist era nations also ex-
isted, Dr. Sneh notes. Anyone who ponders the present historic
upsurge of the. national liberation movement on a world scale
Ic)fgacreg'v.es the inconsistency of Stalin’s formulations even more

The rigidity of Stalin’s formulation that a nation must con-
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tain four distinguishing elements also loses its point. These ele-
ments according to Stalin were a common language, common
territory, economic life and psychological makeup. ‘It is suffi-
cient for a single one of these characteristics to be absent and
the nation ceases to be a nation,”” Stalin claimed.

Dr. Sneh observes that China and India do not each have a
single language; the Swiss nation has several languages; Bel-
gium and Canada contain different peoples on their common na-
tional territories; race is also a factor which must be taken into
account and the American Negroes provide such an example.
. Though their language is that of all Americans and though dis-
'persed over the United States, the national factor operating in
their contemporary upsurge has moved to the forefront and
Claude Lightfoot, as noted, cautions against reducing ‘‘the mat-
ter of self-determination to an artificial, geographical consider-

ation.”
DEFINITION OF THE JEWISH PEOPLE

Dr. Sneh proceeds to a consideration of the ‘‘specific character
of the Jewish people.” He rejects the positions of Jewish nation-
alism and Zionist extremism, pauses at the tangled problem in Is-
rael of “‘who is a Jew’’ and on the obscurantism raised by this sub-
ject and then offers the following definition of the Jewish people:

“The Jewish people is a historically created commun-

ity of people of different classes that was formed by a

number of unifying factors — ethno-genetic, religious and

national.”

Dr. Sneh discards, and rightly so, the theories of the early
Socialist movement, particularly those of Karl Kautsky which
assumed the ‘‘progressiveness’’ of assimilation. He explains how
much of Lenin’s work before the First World War was influenced
by these theories and how Lenin rejected them in his own practice
after the October Revolution.

Earlier we mentioned the Soviet Armenian theoretician, Ed-
ward Bagramov (and it is no accident he is an Armenian). This
author also wrote a lengthy treatise for the authoritative Moscow
magazine, ‘‘Kommunist”’ (No. 14, 1966) entitled, ‘“‘Chauvinism and
National Nihilism in the Ideology of Imperialism.”” We see, even
from the title, that this author views not only chauvinism as an
instrument of imperialism, but national nihilism which restricts
the development of national liberation is also seen as an instrument
of imperialism.

An engrossing and significant treatise by another Soviet theor-
etician, M.S. Junusov, was published in the Soviet magazine,

“Voprosi Filosofii”’ (‘‘Questions of Philosophy’’), No. 9, 1967. This
treatise, “The Theory and Practice of Development of Socialist
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National Relations” was i i i '
2 published in translation by « i
the So‘:ir:etg Prelss." (January 12, 1968). Junusov writes}" RS of
“National relations are among the most intr'.

_ _ : lcate forms of
somal_relatlons. ._.Here we find operating stable phenomena ssu:h
asdnatlonal_ consciousness, national character, national sentiments
an 3 feell'ngr_o'f natlon_al pride. . .National sentiments are of tre-
mendous 51gn1f1cancg In the spiritual life of a nation . . . (they)
mtljoduce a very definite tinge in men’s political sentiments and
éhelr moral and esthetic reactions . . . National sentiments are ten-
¢ ;r and easily vulnerable. They are particularly sensitive among

nose peoples who suffered under the heavy yoke of national oppres-

sion in the past... .Hence the demand of Marxist-Leninists to be ex-

;:r[::;::]n;]lg ce;utlousland attentive to national interests and national
o X v

i peoples, particularly small peoples.” (ibid, pages
These and other works in re i i
gard to the national quest

to be presented i i i ¥ =

realit; more fully and appraised in the light of present day

“He who tells more deserves ise,”

. Praise,” as the Passover Hag-

gddgh says, and _the more the better., Unfortunately, outside of ?lige
oviet Union, quite little is written on this subject, and in our coun-
try, with ocecasional exceptions, almost nothing. Yet, the United

this question has assumed 3 new i
§ urgency. i
problems must also be borne in mind! L.

DISAGREEMENT WITH DR. SNEH

Dr. Sneh’s treatise is im i

_ portant and timely, a weight i-
lI)rllx(tj:lor:i eglso for‘ non-Jev;_rs concerned with the nationagl ;i‘(():t())llzet;

eed, the J ewish question is not only the property of the J ews.

must also be said that one must di i i
I : sagree with him on th
:1;1 :Srhil:izhhe plat cefs the State of Israel vis-a-vis the J ewisth ionxiari?:ir
> € rest of the world, or perhaps in the way hj iti )
be mterplieteld or be understood. Dr. Sneh writes: e
“In Israel a process of national concént ion i
) Tae ; ration i3
c;.arrmg w1th1n_ the national renaissance of the Jewislispg(c)—
Ee._ Today: therefore, the Jewish people consists of the
tii\:?h nali_tion in Israel and of Jewish minorities — na
a ) re . _ . - . R
et 1g1ous, ethno-genetic — ip various parts of the
“Among Jews throughout the wo i
. rld there is a natur-
al link pecause the State of Israel embodies the hirslétlolrlirc
connection between the Jewish people as such and the
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State of Israel. The Israel nation arose through the merg-

ing of all Jews in the world.”

The latter statement corresponds, of course, with the actual
situation. When the United Nations decided to establish the State
of Israel it was precisely stated, particularly in the historic
address of Andrei Gromyko cited above, that this nation was being
created not only for the Jewish inhabitants then in Palestine, but
also for the survivors of the holocaust who were then, in 1947, still
living in Germany, as well as for Jewish refugees in general.

Jews are interested in the State of Israel, a justified interest,
as noted earlier. But Jews, let us say, American Jews, are also
concerned with the Jews in the Soviet Union, Poland and in the oth-
er Socialist countries, as well as with the Jews of South America
and in the remaining capitalist countries. In addition to a commun-
ity, (a nation) in Israel, the Jewish people consists of a number of
communities. Not all are of the same importance, to be sure, but if
the State of Israel has the quality of a nation, the Jewish commun-
ity in the United States possesses the quality of quantity, if one may
so express himself. The six million Jews in the United States con-
stitute a great entity!

Dr. Sneh’s formulation, it seems, is the formulation of an
Israeli Jew whose concentration is on Israel. It would appear, ac-
cording to Dr. Sneh, there is a centrality of Israel in the Life of the
Jewish people. All other Jewish communities are sort of sup-

lements to Israel. Hence, one may ask, how can they develop as
ealthy Jewish communities?

Dr. Sneh himself is critical of Zionism for its ‘‘negation of the
diaspora.”” He rightly asks, ‘“What actually is to be the fate of those
masses of Jews who will not settle in Israel‘?”’ And here, it will be
pertinent to consider the meaning of the words, ‘‘masses of Jews.”

A few years back the late Israeli statesman, Moshe Sharett, in
his opposition to Ben Gurion’s emphasis on the “ingathering’’ of the
Jews from the Diaspora into Israel, pointed out that there are
around ten million Jews in the Diaspora; that for an emigration of
ten million — according to Mr. Sharett’s estimates — around
one hundred years would be required (an average of about 100,000
per year); that in the course of these one hundred years another
ten million Jews could grow up in the Diaspora. . .

Without speculating on the distant future, and it is best to avoid
such speculations, it is apparent we will have to reckon with per-
manent Jewish communities, particularly the large Jewish com-
munities such as those in the United States and the Soviet Union.
How can these communities enjoy a healthy development if the
theory of the centrality of Israel to all Jewish communities is ac-
cepted?

Let us consider the American Jews. Is it not obvious that they,

10

:)I;Tcliggi?f ;23 Egiti?ist-]nlniqded Jews, are integrated politically, econ-
. uiturally in the general American life? At th ’
time they have their own Jewish concerns. Will the}'f deriv(:e St;élllreI;(l-r3

Jewish spiritual nourish " wi
own Jewran L prour ment from Israel or will they develop their

EFFECT OF ENVIRONMENT ON CULTURE

concv?})lt,tthislsuper—concentration on Israel?
at cultural values can Jews in Am ri i
1 . erica create if
glfirél;?:::s pr:rlnarﬂy on Israel? Is it possible to have Lhi{:lﬁ?g
_ no relationship to the environment j ich it i
with its landscape, its colors, it tions o Baipy Eogeated,
pe. it , 1ts traditions — traditions
:?élr:: é)!_f Stt}:"?l gegr}zgaradtl&n 50 this country, of acclimatizatizrl;ld tf:';(:it:
nd the Jewish labor movement? Is i .
a cu{f:re to stand apart from the conflicts in its own :);tcl]:;:i:ib?le -
- itzr:wlns S;gg}?jircgﬂestign A tobwhat extent does Israel .itself
i ure !’ A substatial period of ti i
(f)(r)lz iuah an Israel_l culture to mature. Nevertheless, a Slft:xi:egded
Vg'tﬁ formefi, 1s not a fruit which can be transplanted e
i rl outthreJectmg the past of the ““old country’’ a}ld benefit-
g trom the forms, nuances and color of the cultlire of Jewish

influences of the exploijti i
ploiting classe
from the education and cultural life.’s’ hich onght to be i

WHAT KIND OF CRITIQUE OF ZIONISM?

Dr. Sneh’s treatise contains i
or. S 1 a section, “An Obiecti iti
X h . ective C
gonzgm:zr;l{h IE wlucl_a the author presents his vie\Jv of the g:;;]:;?
p € “negation of the diaspora’, as noted earlier, and as-

serts that Zionism has no ans i
Jews who will not settle in Isr::E o glesionier s Mool .
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This ‘‘negation” concept does not only lead to an indifference
to the struggles of the peoples among whom Jews live, Dr. Sneh
feels. “The conclusion of blurring the class contradictions within
Jewish society accompanies the conclusion of indifference to the
struggles among ‘the Gentiles’.”” He correctly reminds us that
“Zionist policy has striven to coordinate its aims with those of the
imperialist powers.”” At the same time he underscores the “‘broad
national and popular character’” of the Zionist movement as well
as the “class differentiation in the Zionist movement, between its
bourgeois right-wing and the left-labor-pioneer (agricultural)
wing.”’

This view is correct. However, something else must be added
when speaking of Zionism. In the light of experiences of the recent
period in Poland, in the Arab countries and also such experiences
as the Slansky trial in Czechoslovakia in 1952, it is necessary to be
extremely cautious lest anti-Zionist propaganda assumes an anti-
Jewish character and so plays into the hands of political Zionism
which always maintained Jews can be secure nowhere except in
Israel. Zionism is a nationalist ideology, but it is not a ‘‘conspiracy”
which seeks to subvert nations and dominate the world as the anti-
Semitic forgery, ‘“The Protocols of the Elders of Zion”’ claims.

One of the major objections to McCarthyism in the 1950’s was
that instead of opposing Communism as an ideology it saw ‘‘Com-
munism’”’ solely as a ‘‘conspiracy”’. This McCarthy view led to
charges of guilt by association since who could know the agents of
this “‘conspiracy,” whom it sought to involve in its net, whom it
attempted to subvert.

Zionism is not a ‘‘conspiracy’’, nor is it the invention of the
imperialists. We know well how Zionism came into existence. Ev-
ery nationalist movement arises as a result of the suffering of a
people. The suffering of the Negro people in the United States
brought into existence the movement headed by Marcus Garvey
after the First World War. This movement advocated the emi-
gration of the American Negroes to Africa, specifically Liberia,
as path to salvation.

I had occasion to state in an article in the ‘“Morning Frei-
heit”’ of October 1, 1967: ‘“Zionism was not invented by some kind
of devil, by imperialists, as the propaganda of the Shukairys and
the other Arab chauvinists who want to ‘“‘obliterate Israel” pre-

tends. Zionism came into existence as a response to the pogroms,
the persecutions, the ritual murder libels in Europe, the Deyfus
Trial, etc.”” It is well known that Dr. Herzl, the assimilated Jew
and Paris correspondent of the Viennese newspaper, “Neue Freie
Presse”, arrived at political Zionism as a result of the frame-up
trial of Capt. Alfred Dreyfus in Paris.
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of the American youth, for peace, against the draft, for black lib-
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CONTEMPORARY ASPECTS OF
THE NATIONAL AND JEWISH
QUESTIONS

On April 22, 1970, the advanced sections of mankind and,
of course, the supporters of Socialism celebrated the centenary of
the birth of V.I. Lenin, the birthday of the creative elaborator of
Marxism in the period of imperialism and social revolution, the
birthday of one of the greatest personalities of our time.

Lenin’s genius as a theoretician, strategist and practical lead-
er made itself felt and left a profound mark in a number of areas.
The task which I have set for myself here is to indicate certain fea-
tures of Lenin’s contribution to the theory of the national question
and particularly the Jewish question.

Prior to the October Revolution Lenin’s distinction in the inter-
national Socialist movement lay. among other things in his
approach to the national question, in his battle against opportunism
and chauvinism as well as against sectarianism and national nihil-
ism. His was a struggle for a program, for a solution to the prob-
lem of national relations, for a solution to the Jewish question. This
struggle began to bear fruit under Lenin after the October Revolu-
tion and for some years following his death when a faithful adher-
ence to Leninism remained in force.

THE COMPLEXITY OF THE PROBLEM OF NATIONAL
RELATIONS

Lenin fought for a program and he elaborated this program in
the process of struggle. It was not born ready-made and, this needs
to be stressed, it is not completed even to the present day. Here
time and its development is a great teacher and Lenin reckoned
with time and its revelations.

Lenin was forced to strike out on new paths in the dense under-
growth of varied prejudices on the national question and especially
on the Jewish question. The Soviet writer, M.S. Junusov, wrote in
the authoritative Soviet magazine, ‘“Voprosi Filosofi’’ (“‘Ques-
tions of Philosophy’’) No. 9, 1967:

“National relations are among the most intricate
forms of social relations... These relations are also
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displayed in the interaction of national cultures and lan-

guages. Socio-psychological problems of national relations

are the most involved. Here we find operating stable phen-

onema such as national consciousness, national charac-

ter, national sentiments and a feeling of national pride.

National stereotypes, nationalist prejudices, moods, sen-

timents and sympathies or antipathies for other peoples,

internationalism and national egoism are highly import-
ant elements in the psychology of intercourse between na-

tionalities.”” (‘“‘Reprints of the Soviet Press,” Jan. 12,

1968)

Junusov introduced his essay with the explanation that ‘‘the
development of national relations is an essential element of Soviet
experience in socialist and communist construction.”” He indicates
the October Revolution confirmed the Marxist-Leninist proposi-
tions on the national question which had been formulated even
prior to the Revolution, ‘“‘but at the same time new problems
arose.” We emphasize the words, ‘‘new problems.”” Even in the
conditions of a country building Socialism, or rather, particularly
in such a country, such problems will arise.

THE GREAT FRENCH REVOLUTION AND ITS
DECLARATION ON THE JEWS
It is hardly possible to conceive now how these ‘“most intricate
forms of social relations’” appeared at the beginning of this century
when Lenin undertook his struggle for a proper approach to the na-
tional question. The heritage he had to contend with was overwhelm-
ing. All sorts of prejudices of previous centuries exerted their in-
fluence, especially prejudices in regard to Jews and the Jewish
question.
I came across an article in the London Jewish Chronicle of Dec.
12, 1969 by Rene Weingarten dealing with Voltaire (1694-1778), one
of the liberating spirits and precursors of the Great French Revolu-
tion of 1789. This magnificent thinker was himself full of prejudices
against Jews. As early as 1722 he had said, ‘“The Jew belongs to no
country, save the one in which he makes money.”’ It appears that
when the Bastille fell in 1789 such prejudices were still widespread.
There was something of a furor here and in other countries a
few years ago over the book, “A Gallery of Saints”’ by Paul Hein-
rich Holbach (1723-1789), one of Voltaire’s associates. This anti-
religious book written in 1770 contains frightful libels against Jews.
In their severe anti-religious battle the French Encyclopedists shot
their arrows at the Christian Church but reserved their sharpest
aim at the Old Testament and never forgot Jesus was of Jewish or-
igin. Apparently for this or other reasons, and surely because of the
centuries of prejudice against Jews, the French Revolution in its
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Emancipation Declaration granted the Jews rights as individuals,
but not as a community. The proponents of the Declaration on Qc-
tober 12, 1789 declared: “To Jews as human beings — everything:
to Jews as a people — nothing!” Obviously, when Jews as a group
were wronged the Jewish individual was also wronged, suffered
discrimination and was not accorded full rights.

KARL MARX AND PROUDHON » LASSALLE AND KAUTSKY

~ The prejudices of past centuries which affected even a Vol-
taire and his fellow thinkers and were reflected in the historical
postulates of the French Revolution understandably continued into
the_ 19th century when Marx and Engels laid the foundations of Sci-
entific Socialism.

~ Marx himself, though a descendant of Jews, had his prejudices.
His early work, “On the Jewish Question” was written in 1844 when
he was only 26 years old. Though it contains a number of positive
concepts it is, on the whole, of a negative character, and is even
used against the Marxist movement today. However, here too
Marx’s thinking underwent continued development. The “Com:
munist Manifesto’” marked a new stage and Marx’s defense of the
liberation movement in Ireland 20 years later and his fight within
the First International in the late 1860s against Proudhon and Ba-
kunin indicated still a new stage. Marx himself in his later works
never returned, at least not as explicitly, to the concepts of his early
essay which echoed Voltaire on the Jews. It is significant that in
al! his writings on the national question Lenin never referred to
this essay though he firmly stood on Marxist grounds.

Lenin’s concern was in Marx's struggle against Proudhon and
Marx’s attitude to the struggle for national liberation in Ireland and
other countries.

In respect to the Jewish question and to smaller peoples gen-
erally there prevailed in the early period of the Socialist movement
a gross, coercively assimilationist approach. Lenin’s co-worker,
Shm_len Dimanshtein, in his Yiddish pamphlet, “Lenin’s Struggle
Against Luxemburgism,” ( Moscow, 1933) recalls Ferdinand Las-
salle’s assertion: “I recognize the rights of nationality for the large
cultqral nations.”” As for the smaller nations, their “right” ac-
cording to Lassalle was to “assimilate and go forward with the aid
of t}§e culturally more powerful nations.” Lassale, of course, pri-
marily had in mind the ““culturally more powerful” German nation.

Karl Kautsky did not lag behind Lassalle in this regard. In
Janu_ary. 1966, the Soviet Yiddish magazine, “‘Sovietish Heimland’’
ca::r:ed a discussion originally published in the Russian language
“theratqrnaya Gazeta” which dealt with the specifically national
features in cultures. In the course of this discussion it was stated:
At the beginning of our century Karl Kautsky advanced the hypo-
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thesis of the assimilation of all nations by one nation and of all lan-
guages by one language.” Let us add, he, too, meant the German
nation and the German language. This is the same Kautsky whp for
So many years was regarded in the Second Socialist International
as the last word in Marxism!

LENIN’S POLEMIC WITH ROSA LUXEMBURG

Lenin referred favorably to Kautsky in a polemical article he
wrote in 1913 against the Bund. In it he cited the figures of the im-
migration into New York State based on the census of 1900. He lists
the various ethnic groups who had immigrated there and concludes
that New York State is ‘‘similar to a mill which grinds down na-
tional differences.”” One observes here Kautsky's influence as well
as an echo of Israel Zangwill’s, ““The Melting Pot.”

With the outbreak of the First World War Kautsky emerged as
a German chauvinist and supported Kaiser Wilhelm's war effort.
Lenin denounced Kautsky for his chauvinism and undertook a strug-
gle against both the national chauvinists and the national_ nihlllgts
who glossed over and negated national interests and national dif-
ferences.

Lenin wrote a number of important essays against Rosa Lux-
emburg who opposed independence for Poland and the rights of
national self-determination. In this effort Lenin was mainly con-
cerned with the concept of national nihilism. When studying Lenin's
works in the war period (i.e. World War I), one senses how Lenin’s
own approach became more distinctly formed in this process. This
was merely the prelude to the new period which began in 1917 with
the great epoch-making October Revolution. ‘

Let us remember that whereas in general revolutionary
problems, the Marxist movement was guided by Lenin's pam_phlet.
““The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky’ which he
wrote in 1918, on the national question and on the Jewish question
Kautsky was still regarded as the authority. This is proved in our
own country when as late as 1926 the Marxist publishing house,
International Publishers, issued Kautsky’s most harmful book,
“Rasse und Judentum’ in an English translation under the title,
“‘Are the Jews a Race?”” This book was for many years and perhaps
is even today a manual for some people on the Jewish question.

I had occasion several times since 1960 to comment on this
book in which Kautsky sought to ““solve’” the Jewish question by
abolishing the Jewish people, by urging their assimilation and dis-
appearance. He even predicted that when in the United States the
third generation of Jews after the first immigrant generation would
appear the Jewish community in the country would be finished!

It is hardly imaginable that the harmful views of Kautsky and
Lassale which so thoroughly infected the Socialist movement in our
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country (and in its early period it was mainly German) would not
have clung to some elements to the present day. Proudhonism also
had its supporters here among the anarchists who had a consider-
able following in the Jewish community at the end of the last cen-
tury.

LENIN CASTIGATED INFANTILE DISORDER OF LEFTISM

One needs to turn to Lenin more keenly and profoundly, to the
Lenin of the pre-October period and even more to the Lenin of the
post-October era. “Marxism is not a dogma but a guide to action,”
is a familiar Leninist formula. It was in action, in the political con-
flicts during the First World War, in the fight against imperial-
ist and national coercion, against opportunism and nihilism that
the program was created which achieved national liberation af-
ter the October Revolution. Remaining faithful to Leninism, a
creative world outlook which cannot tolerate ossification, it is nec-
essary to draw new conclusions, to learn new lessons, to deal with
the “‘new problems.” Junusov’s formulation quoted above deserves
repetition: ““National relations are among the most intricate forms
of social relations.”” He notes these relations imply “‘national con-
sciousness, national character, national sentiments and a feeling of
national pride.” These words were written in the Soviet Union
fifty years after the October Revolution!

Shortly after the October Rvolution the infantile disorders of
leftism made their appearance. In Lenin’s book which was spee-
ifically devoted to this problem he wrote the following on the
national question:

“As long as national and state differences exist
among peoples and countries — and these differences will
continue to exist for a very long time even after the dicta-
torship of the proletariat has been established on a world
scale — the unity of international tactics of the Commu-
nist working class movement of all countries demands, not
the elimination of variety, not the abolition of national dif-
ferences, (that is a foolish dream at the present moment)
but such an application of the fundamental principles of
Communism (Soviet power and the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat) as will correctly modify these principles in cer-
tain particulars, correctly adapt and apply them to nation-
al and national-state differences. The main task of the his-
torical period through which all the advanced countries
(and not only the advanced countries) are now passing is
to investigate, study, seek, divine, grasp that which is pe-
culiarly national, specifically national in the concrete
manner in which each country approaches the fulfillment
of the single international task, the victory over oppor-
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tunism and ‘Left’ doctrinairism within the working class
movement.” (page 73, “Left Wing Communism: An infan-
tile Disorder”’, International Publishers, 1940).

LENIN DEMANDS SENSITIVITY TO NATIONAL FEELINGS

Note Lenin’s insistence: the abolition of national differences
*“is a foolish dream at the present moment’’; even after Commu-
nism will prevail over the entire world ‘‘national differences
will continue to exist for a very long time”: it is necessary to go
into details of national and national-state differences, “to inves-
tigate, study, seek, divine, grasp that which is peculiarly nation-
al, specifically national”, etc. Here is the simplicity of genius
which is so characteristic of Lenin. Here is the admonition not to
remain congealed but to learn from the lessons of life.

Later we shall briefly cite other examples of the further inves-
tigation and study of the national question which have been carried
out in the Soviet Union in recent years. Let us now consider what
Lenin said on the Jewish question. The practice of Leninism as
applied to the Jewish Question derived from the theory of Len-
inism. This practice was not accidental or opportunistic or of a tem-
porary nature. Here was purposefulness and an indicated program.

Shortly after Lenin's arrival in Russia in 1917 when he pro-
posed the April Theses which outlined the program for a worker’s
state, he included a special resolution on the national question to
assure safeguards to adequately represent the ‘‘national compo-
sition” of the population in government institutions. Later, in the
draft of the program of the Bolshevik Party which he prepared for
the 8th Party Congress in March, 1919 Lenin wrote:

“On the part of the workers of those nations which un-
der capitalism were the oppressors the exercise of parti-
cular care is required in regard to the national feelings of
the oppressed nations, (for example, on the part of the
Great Russians, Ukrainians, Poles to the Jews. on the
part of the Tartars to the Bashkirs, etc.) In addition, a col-
laboration directed not only to achieve actual equality, but
for the development of the language, the literature of the
working masses of the formerly oppressed nations is re-
quired in order to remove all the traces of the lack of con-
fidence and alienation inherited from the epoch of capital-
ism.”

LENIN’S LETTERS ON THE GEORGIANS

After the 20th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union in 1956 three hitherto unpublished letters by Lenin were
made public. These letters were written in 1922 in opposition to
Stalin, Ordjonikidze and others concerning their views on the auton-
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omy or statehood of the caucasian regions. In this matter Lenin
conducted an unrelenting battle against Great Russian chauvinism.
In these letters (published in the Moscow Kommunist, 1956, No. 9)
Lenin reiterated his fundamental concept on the difference of the
nationalism of an oppressed people and the nationalism of an op-
pressing people. He maintained it was insufficient to grant formal
equality to a people which had previously been oppressed. Such a
people, he thought, must be accorded special consideration. He
then reproached Stalin and his associates for having charged the
Georgian Communist leaders with being ‘‘social nationalists.”
Lenin felt that whoever made such a charge was not only a “social
nationalist himself"", but was also a ““crude Great Russian bully.”
*“Nothing,”” Lenin wrote in one of those letters, “blocks
the development and strengthening of proletarian class
solidarity so much as national injustice, and to nothing are
national ‘feelings’ so sentisive as to the infringement of
national equality, even though due to carelessness, even
though in the nature of a joke, and especially to the in-
fringement of national equality by one’s proletarian com-
rades. That is why in the present instance, it is better to
overdo it on the side of a willingness to make concessions
and mild treatment of the national minority than not to go

far enough.”

““...It is necessary to lay down the strictest rules re-
garding the use of national languages in republics of dif-
ferent nationalities belonging to our union, and to enforce
this rule with special thoroughness. There is no doubt
that on the pretext of the unity of railway services, the
pretext of fiscal unity and so on, we will have under the
present apparatus a mass of evil practices of a Russian
chauvinist character.”

We recall that in his work, The Proletarian Revolution and
the Renegade Kautsky, Lenin asserted that after the revolution
it was not enough to assure the workers the same rights as were
enjoyed by the bourgeoisie. This would. in fact, result in the work-
ers having less rights. In order to achieve true equality the bour-
geoisie should be given less rights. The same holds true in the na-
tional question. Formal equality does not yet assure equality for
the formerly oppressed peoples. They must now receive special
rights in order to achieve true equality. Observe, too, how Lenin
does not cease to insist on the need for sensitivity, even to refrain
from telling a joke which could be insulting to a member of a people
which had suffered oppression.

LENIN’S SPEECH ON THE POGROMS
Let us consider a few examples of Lenin’s interest in the Jew-
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ish question. In his writings one comes across his commentary on
the pogrom in Kishiniev published in the “Iskra’ in June, 1903; on
the pogrom in Bialystok published in the ‘“Vperiod” in 1906. In a
number of his works prior to the First World War the Jewish ques-
tion figures prominently and the pogromist policy of the czarist
government is frequently discussed.

As for the struggle against pogroms his historic speech of
March, 1919, ‘“The Pogroms Against the Jews’’ for which he made a
gramaphone recording, deserves special attention.

“Disgrace and infamy to the damnable czarism which
tortured and persecuted the Jews! Disgrace and infamy to
whoever sows enmity against Jews and hatred of other
nations. Long live brotherly faith and unity in the struggle
of all pations for the overthrow of capitalism!”’ (pages
5,6, ‘“Lenin On The Jewish Question’’, International Pub-
lishers, New York, 1934)

LENIN’S CONCERN FOR POLITICAL WORK IN YIDDISH

Lenin was not only greatly concerned with the Jewish question
but he evinced a continuing interest in the problem of political ac-
tivity among the Jews. One of Lenin’s co-workers, the aforemen-
tioned Shimen Dimanshtein, who became the head of the Commis-
sariat of Jewish Affairs when the Soviet government was founded,
relates the following revealing incident. In 1916 Lenin who was then
living in Switzerland had written a pamphlet, ‘“‘Socialism and
War”. He wrote to Dimanshtein in Paris to translate this pamphlet
into Yiddish. Dimanshtein, however, worked long hours in a fac-
tory, was unable to attend to this matter and even decided to give
up the attempt at translation for this reason. There were also fin-
ancial considerations. When Lenin became aware of Dimanshtein’s
decision he wrote him of his unhappiness. Dimanshtein noted that
in Lenin’s opinion, ‘“‘the political significance of the Jewish worker
was quite considerable and he proposed again that a way be found
to translate the pamphlet into Yiddish,”

It is important to recall these incidents which disclose Lenin’s
attitude on this subject prior to the October Revolution and most
cerfainly following the Revolution when the Yiddish language
blossomed forth in literature, in the press and theatre, and even in
state institutions such as Jewish regional Soviets, Yiddish speaking
courts and Yiddish institutes.

It thus becomes evident how senseless and harmful it is to
quote only what Lenin wrote in 1903 or in 1913, before Kautsky
was recognized for what he was, and to advance those early state-
ments as the quintessence of Lenin’s view on the Jewish question,
This is a violation of Leninism! This is really monstrous! If any-
thing, Lenin’s writings before October as well as his writings after
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October, and above all, his deed after October must be presented.
Yet, it would be an error to rest even at that.

GEORGI DIMITROV AGAINST NIHILISM

The struggle for a proper approach to the national and Jewish
questions is an enduring and persisting effort which learns from
life’s experiences, and in the years since Lenin died we have lived
through fateful times.

The rise of fascism brought the solution of the national ques-
tion to new trials, provided new experiences and required further
efforts to rectify new distortions. So we have seen that one of Len-,
in’s most faithful pupils, Georgi Dimitrov, drew attention to the
enormous damage caused by the concept of national nihilism in
the period of the rise of fascism. In his report to the 7th World Con-
gress of the Communist International in August 1935 Dimitrov de-
scribed how the “fascists are rummaging through the entire history
of every nation so as to be able to pose as the heirs and continuers
of all that was exalted and heroic in its past...” (page 77, ‘“The
United Front”, International Publishers, 1938)

Dimitrov criticized the progressive forces in Europe and the
Americas “who do nothing to link up the present struggle with the
people’s revolutionary traditions and past...” Dimitrov warned
that those who fail to do so “voluntarily hand over to the fascist
falsifiers all that is valuable in the historical past of the nation. . .”
(page 78, ibid)

Dimitrov called for a struggle against both bourgeois national-
ism as well as against national nihilism and warned against those
who imagine the spirit of proletarian internationalism “‘permits
him, or even compels him to sneer at all the national sentiments
of the wide masses of working people. . .”” Dimitrov held such peo-
ple understood nothing of Lenin’s teaching on the national question.

Here Dimitrov quoted from Lenin’s essay, “On the National
Pride of the Great Russians’’ written in December 1914. Lenin
wrote:

‘““Are we, enlightened Great Russians, Impervious to
the feelings of national pride? Certainly not! We love our
language and our motherland. . .we have given the world
Radischev, the Decembrists, the declasse revolutionaries
of the seventies...We are filled with national pride be-
cause of the knowledge that the Great Russian nation, too,
has created a revolutionary class; that it, too, has proven
capable of giving humanity great examples of struggle for
freedom and socialism. . .

“We are filled with national pride, and therefore we
particularly hate our slavish past and our slavish pres-
ent...”” (page 79, ibid)
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Fascism and nazism, the destruction of six million Jews and
millions of other nationalities offered new lessons in the national
question to the peoples of the world and most particularly to the
Jews. Surely one must draw new conclusions from the historic and
epoch making struggles for national liberation which since the end
of the Second World War brought some 70 new nations into being.
Various tribes and small peoples were revived, languages matured,
new literatures were created. These new developments demand a
continuous struggle for a creative, truly Leninist approach to the
national question.

PRESENT DAY SOVIET THEORETICIANS ON THE
NATIONAL QUESTION

A limited revival in this struggle occurred in 1966 on the oc-
casion of the 50th anniversary of Lenin’s essay, “On the Junius
Pamphlet”. Lenin wrote this essay as a polemic against Rosa Lux-
emburg’s views on the national question which she had set down in
a pamphlet and issued under the name of “Junius”. In his essay
Lenin developed his theory on the rights of nations to self-deter-
mination.

On this anniversary of Lenin’s essay a highly significant contri-
bution was made by the Soviet theorist on the national question,
Edward Bagramov. an Armenian. Bagramov’s article, “The Na-
tional Question at the Present Time,” (note the words, ‘‘at the Pres-
ent Time”’!) was published in “Pravda’’, Oct. 17, 1966. In the course
of this article Bagramov disputes those who favor the concept of
“‘an immediate merging of all nations.” Such a concept, he insists,
would only repel people from Socialism. “Lenin,” he writes, ‘“de-
fined such concepts as a caricature of Marxism, an expression of
dogmatism and sectarianism.”

Bagramov then turns to another thought developed by Lenin,
namely, the dual process which occurs simultaneously in capitalist,
and particularly in Socialist societies: on the one hand, the drawing
together, the rapprochment of different peoples, and on the other
hand, the flourishing of each people separately. In this article Ba-
gramov, as if having our previously cited quotation of Lenin's
“Left-Wing Communism: An Infantile Disorder” in mind, states:

“The path to the future merging of the nations must
traverse a lengthy and many faceted development of the
nations, of their cultures and languages.”’

Bagramov’s article in the “Pravda’ was a reply to the ‘“Cul-
tural Revolution™ then raging in China which among other things
sought to reject the national cultural heritage. Bagramov also
wrote another article on this subject for the Moscow magazine,
“Kommunist” (No. 14, 1966) and we will here only give its title:
“Chauvinism and National Nihilism in the Ideology of Imperial-
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ism.” Note how Bargramov views both concepts as being of ser-
vice to imperialism.

PEOPLE AND NATION, JEWS AND ISRAEL

Still another important article by the same Bagramov was
published in the magazine, “Soviet Life’’ of September, 1967. Here
Bagramov states:

“Whichever facet of Soviet life we examine we will
find abundant evidence that the national keeps company
with the international. Needless to say, the proper com-
bination of both is not achieved immediately or automati-
cally. . .nobody calls into question Lenin’s thesis that na-
tional distinctions will continue to exist for a long time
to come, certainly for the foreseeable future.

“In other words, the allegation that Socialism erodes
national characteristics and standardizes national cul-
tures denies the reality...In short, we are for unity in
variety. . .For the genuine internationalist has national
pride and values national traditions. A man who does not
love his own people is not likely to respect others.”

Surely, 1t would seem there is no need to elaborate further on
the above. Before delving into certain current problems of the
Jewish people and a consideration of some of the present tasks,
perhaps some consideration should be given to the concept of peo-
ple and nation. These concepts should not be regarded as congealed,
or as having sprung forth readymade from some sort of mold and
then mechanically passing on from one to the other. In this, too,
everything is complex, fluid and in motion. We are concerned here
with socio-psychological concepts, expressions, phenomena of
“‘national consciousness, national character, national stereotypes,
national pride, moods, sympathies and antipathies,” to quote from
Junusov again. These had existed and shaped themselves with var-
ious nuances and changes in the course of many generations. They
reflect achievements and setbacks, heroism and martyrdom in dif-
ferent historical periods.

Everyone now recognizes that in the State of Israel a nation
was formed and this development took place in terms of an histor-
ically created stable community with a uniform language, terri-
tory, economy and spiritual make-up. This terminology originally
employed by Josef Stalin in 1913, in his book, ‘“‘Marxism and the
National Question” is now considered outdated. Now it is ac-
cepted, for example, that the Negro people in the United States,
though not inhabiting a uniform territory and not speaking a sepa-
rate language, nevertheless constitute a national community with
its own national interests.
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MARTYRDOM AND HEROISM OF JEWS THRU THE AGES

It is obvious that in the State of Israel the Jews constitute a
nation. In addition, there also exists a Jewish people, sections of
which are scattered in various parts of the world. Within the people
there are classes which are in conflict with each other. More on
this later: here we are speaking of the people as such.

Ilya Ehrenburg had once asked what relationship there was
between a Jew in Tunis and a Jew in Chicago if not for anti-Sem-
itism. These words, ‘‘if not”’, were of course, most important back
in September , 1948 when Ehrenburg first posed this question in
his now widely known article in the “Pravda’’. In all times, anti-
Semitism, the persecution of the Jews, was the cement which link-
ed Jews together. During the Hitlerite massacre of one third of all
the Jewish people this fact became starkly evident.

The late Isaac Deutscher, like Ehrenburg another “non-Jew-
ish Jew,” wrote in his book, ‘“The Non-Jewish Jew and
Other Esaays” that “‘Auschwitz was the terrible cradle of the
new Jewish consciousness and of the new Jewish nation.” This
is true, of course. Both among Jews and particularly among non-
Jews there has not yet been a sufficient appreciation of the historic
meaning of the Babi Yars, the Ponars and the Auschwitzes, of all
the mass graves in Eastern Europe, of the mounds of human ash,
the ashes of Jews, the soap made of Jews and the other horror prod-
ucts of nazism. The lasting effect this had and could not avoid hav-
ing on the feelings of the Jewish people, on the Jewish psyche, has
not yet been estimated. This impact need not express itself in
dramatic actions, but undoubtedly it is persistent and will endure
for generations.

The same applies to Jewish heroism, Jewish courage in this
same period. If the horror which befell the Jewish people has been
revealed in the ever increasing literature of the holocaust in var-
ious languages, and such books do not cease to appear even now, 25
years after the war, the record of Jewish heroism, the courage of
the Mordecai Anieleviches and the Joseph Levartowskis, of the
Itzik Wittenbergs and the Tenenbaum-Tamarov,* has not been
adequately presented at all.

* Mordecai Anielevich (Anilewicz), young left-wing Zionist, Com-
mander of the Jewish Fighting Organization in the Warsaw Ghetto
Uprising of April, 1943. When the nazis surrounded his bunker
and escape was impossible, Anielevich and his comrades commit-
ted suicide rather than fall into the enemy’s hands.

Joseph Leve_xrtowski, a Polish Jewish Communist leader who
helped organize the United Front in the Warsaw Ghetto which uni-
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Our concern here is with a profoundly affecting element of
connection between Jews, of national Jewish consciousness and
pride. Further: in the terrifying light of the holocaust it is neces-
sary to correctly assess the enormity of anti-Semitism. It is said a
single step begins a journey of a thousand miles. If one arrived at
the destination Auschwitz after crossing many generations of per-
secution of the Jews, of pogroms, prejucides, the anti-Semitic pro-
nouncements of Luther and Nietzsche and other German Jew-
baiters, then it may be said that anti-Semitism generally, every
type of anti-Semitism, is a step in the direction of Auschwitz, of a
“final solution.’” It is in this sense that anti-Semitism must be view-
ed, that one must be alert to it and resist it betimes and fight this
disease in its early stages before it leads to gas chambers.

One need not doubt that anti-Semitism, particularly of the
post-Auschwitz period, is a factor which links Jews of different
countries together. However, there are also other, positive fac-
tors which create links between them. These include the history
of thousands of years of martyrdom and courage, of achieve-
ments and failures; culture — in different languages and most
certainly in Yiddish and Hebreyv; there are also traditions, hab-
its, customs, psychology, family ties, even foods.

For untold generations religion was the strongest connecting
force and it still exists and exerts its influence. Such is the re-
ality!

We noted earlier that when Lenin spoke of the national pride
of the Russians he recalled the Decembrists and the later Rus-
sian revolutionaries. Jewish revolutionaries, too, recall with
pride the contributions which Jewish fighters for freedom made
in various countries and the revolutionary struggles they parti-
cipated in, including the fight to establish the Soviet Union and
for socialism generally.

fied almost all the Jewish political movements. Perished prior to
the Ghetto Uprising.

Itzik Wittenberg, a Soviet Jewish Communist who organized the
United Fighting Organization in the ghetto in Vilna. He surrender-
ed himself to the Gestapo in order to avoid the killing of a large
number of hostages held by the nazis, as they threatened should he
fail to surrender. Wittenberg was then tortured to death.

Mordecai Tenenbaum-Tamarov, of the left labor-Zionist Hashomer
Hatzair, a leading resistance fighter in the Warsaw Ghetto, was
delegated in November 1942 to proceed to Byalistok in order to
assist in the preparation of the Ghetto uprising there. This uprisi_ng
took place in August, 1943, led by him and the communist, Daniel
Moshkowicz. Both of them perished.
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THE BIRTH OF ISRAEL

. Qf course, the State of Israel plays a significant role in Jew-

ish life. In an earlier work on this subject I cited an important

statement by thg Negro Marxist, Claude Lightfoot who noted:
“Certainly, the Jewish people the world over joined

to help form an emerging nation in Israel, yet nowhere

f;(sig)do they constitute a nation.”” (Political Affairs, Nov.

' This is what actually occurred. Didn’t we demonstrate here
in New York in 1948 and demanded: ““Arms for the Haganah’’?
Dldr!’t the progressive Jewish movement arrange the giant cele-
bration in the Polo Grounds in New York when Israel was es-
tablished?

At that time, in 1948, it was clearly realized by everyone that
tl}es:_e demonstrations and celebrations were not an expression of
Zionism, though Zionist-oriented people also participated in them.
Th:_s holds true for the present as well. The rise of a Jewish
nation in Israel after a lapse of almost two thousand years was
a matter of national pride. There are many non-Jews, Marxists
who also saw the situation in this light. 1

For example, in their effort to help establish a Jewish state,
the Soviet representatives at the United Nations, Andrei GromyQ
ko, Semyon Tsarapkin, K. Kisiliev, L. Kaminski and others not
only recounted the record of the Jewish suffering during the Sec-
ond World War — for which recompense to the Jewish people
was due — but they also pointed out. and we quote Gromyko
that *‘the aspirations of an important part of the Jewish peoplé
are bound up with the question of Palestine and the future struc-
ture of that country.” Gromyko acknowledged “‘the aspiration of
the Jews for the creation of a state of their own,” and urged
“It would be unjust not to take this into account and to den3:
tl'le r'ight of the Jewish people to the realization of such an as-
piration.” Gromyko also denied that the setting up of a Jewish
state would be an injustice to the Arabs, “if only because, after
all, the Jewish people has been closely linked with Palestine
for a considerable period in history.” Again Gromyko reminded
the United Nations, “that as a result of the war which was un-
leashed by Hitlerite Germany, the Jews, as a peaple, have suf-
fered more than any other people.”

Regardless of what happened since these views were first
expressed, they remain correet. That estimate tallied with his-
torical reality.

FOR WHOM WAS THE STATE OF ISRAEL INTENDED?

Here it vyill be quite relevant, I think, to refer to a letter by
Tom Foley in the People’s World of San Francisco (Dec. 27,
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1969) in which this writer on Arab-Israel affairs concedes at
last (after articles in the English Section of the Morning Frei-
heit recalled this fact) that, yes, in 1947-48 the Soviet govern-
ment supported the Partition Plan at the United Nations and the
Jewish state it envisaged. However, he now introduces a new
notion. Mr. Foley writes:

“According to the (Partition) resolution, the ‘Jewish
state,” 56% of Palestine, would have had a population of
about 500,000 Jews and 497,000 Arabs. How long this ‘Jew-
ish state’ would have remained with a Jewish majority
is an open question which we can never answer.”’

The cordiality displayed here for the Jewish state is simply
overwhelming. As is the habit of such “friends’” who cite statis-
tics, the Jewish figures are knocked down and the Arab figures
are inflated. When the Jewish state was founded there were
600,000 Jews there, not ‘“500,000.”” However, this is not the main
point.

It is incorrect to claim Israel was established by the United
Nations only for the Jews who were then, in 1947, residing in
Palestine. As we have seen, Gromyko spoke of the ‘‘Jewish peo-
ple” whose ‘“‘aspiration...for the creation of a state of their
own’” should not be denied. Gromyko definitely had in mind
more than the Jews who were living in Palestine for he spoke
at length of the sufferings of the Jews in Europe and the need
to provide a haven for the surviving Jews who were then still
in Germany and in camps in other European countries. Here is
what Gromyko said on this point:

“A great many Jews who survived the war in Europe
have found theselves deprived of their countries, of their
shelter, and of means of earning their livelihood. Hun-
dreds of thousands of Jews are wandering about the var-
ious countries of Europe, seeking means of livelihood
and seeking shelter. A great many of them are in the
camps for displaced persons where they continue to suf-
fer great privations.

“It may be asked whether the United Nations, con-
sidering the very serious situation of the thousands of
Jews who have survived the war, should not show an
interest in the situation of these people who have been
uprooted from their countries and their homes.

“It is necessary that we concern ourselves with the
urgent needs of a people who have suffered such great
hardships as a result of the war in connection with Hit-
lerite Germany; it is a duty of the United Nations.”’

(From Andrei Gromyko’s address at the United Na-
tions General Assembly, New York, May 14, 1947).
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Thus we see the United Nations specifically considered the
hundreds of thousands of Jews who were then in displaced per-
sons camps in Europe and who were seeking a haven in the
new Jewish state. It took into account the Jews who were ex-
pected to emigrate to Israel, not only those who already re-
sided there. Such are the facts, regardless of whether one is
pleased with them or not.

PEOPLE’S REPUGNANCE FOR ASSIMILATORS

Thus, Auschwitz on the one hand, the State of Israel on the
other are two historic events which link the various sections of
the Jewish people all over the world. These, together with the
other positive qualities referred to. previously, form a barrier
which restricts the process of assimilation or the absorption of
the Jewish people by other peoples.

Here and there one can assimilate himself. There is no need
to conduct any struggles against “‘non-Jewish Jews” such as
Isaac Deutscher or Ilya Ehrenburg. Some months ago Zionist
leaders sounded the alarm against the danger of assimilation.
Here was not only an exaggerated outcry, but also an expression
of the crisis in the Zionist movement which has been in the mak-
ing since the founding of Israel. This outcry is also a sign of
the failure of the Zionist program of the ““ingathering of the ex-
iles,”” the effort to bring all or most Jews to settle in Israel.

As for assimilation itself we must bear in mind that for
many generations the Jewish masses felt a repugnance for it
and this feeling is strong today as well. Assimilation in Jewish
life was always promoted by the bourgeois class, by the wealth-
ier elements who abandoned the mass of the people and refused
to conduct any fight against its persecutors or improve the lot
of the ordinary Jews. Here in the United States the American
Council for Judaism, an organization of Jewish bourgeois ele-
ments, orients itself on assimilation.

Unlike the bourgeoisie, it was the workers, the backbone of
every people, who attentively nursed and nourished the Jewish
culture and the Yiddish language and fought for the recognition
of Yiddish as a national language of the Jewish people. It was
in this language that Jewish workers entered the struggle
against czarism in old Russia, joined in the picket lines with
their militant Yiddish labor songs in America and in this lan-
guage spoke their last grieving words in the gas chambers and
shouted their defiance in the death camps and fought as parti-
sans in forests of the Eastern European countries.

THE MYTHICAL MELTING POT

How many times must one reiterate that the theory of the
melting pot is bankrupt? Only recently, in November 1969 a con-
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ference on ethnicity, sponsored by the American Jewish Commit-
tee, was held at the University of Illinois with 200 specialists
and workers in ethnic groups participating. Speakers at this con-
ference stressed the concept of cultural pluralism. The confer-
ence participants agreed that ‘‘no longer are Irish-Americans,
Polish-Americans or Italian-Americans so eager to merge their
identities in the mythical melting pot.”” (N.Y. Times, Nov. 19,
1969). Other participants see in the growing awareness of gth—
nicity in America ‘‘a long overdue recognition of the di.fferlng
life styles, attitudes and problems of hyphenated Americans.”
ibid)

( Despite examples of assimilation by individuals or mixed
marriages from which, incidentally, Jews sometimes gain new
individuals, the Jewish community in America continues to
grow. The latest ‘“‘American Jewish Yearbook” puts the Ameri-
can-Jewish population at 5,869,000, a growth of more than a half
million (502,000) in the past ten years.

This is reality. The Jewish community in America amounts
to almost half the entire Jewish population in the world. 1t is
also a highly organized community. In a report I deliyered in
February 1968 I spoke of 273 national Jewish organizations and
institutions in the United States in 1967. According to the latest
“American Jewish Yearbook’ (1969) there are now more than
300 national Jewish organizations—fraternal, cultural, religious,
Zionist and others, some of which have thousands of chapters
and a huge membership. For example, the B’nai Brith has half
a million members, the Hadassah more than 300,000, the Zionist
movement excluding the Hadassah, some 200,000 members.

THE SPECIAL TASKS OF THE WORKING PEOPLE

When considering this large, existing, growing and organized
Jewish community of close to six million people, the special
tasks of the progressive elements and of the working people de-
serve added attention.

A people is a community of classes and trends which are in
conflict with each other, in fact, are compelled to struggle
against each other. The Jewish workers and progressive forces
must help assure that the broadest sections of the Jewish peo-
ple occupy advanced political positions. They should persistently
bring forth the progressive Jewish traditions, the traditions of
the Jewish fighters for freedom of past generations everywhere,
of the Jewish-Americans such as Asher Levi, Haim Solomon, Au-
gust Bondi and Ernestine Rose, the traditions of the American
Jewish labor movement and of the Jewish revolutionary work-
ers’ movement in Europe.

A struggle against Jewish nationalism and certainly against

31



chauvin_ism must be conducted and one must struggle against
dogmatism and nihilism as they relate to the Jewish question.
Here, the progressive forces have a unique task to perform. In
order to exert an influence within the Jewish community the
base of the_ progressive Jewish movements needs to be strength-
ened. Lac!nng such a base we are helpless, fragmented. This
base cqnswts of the Clubs and Societies, the Emma Lazarus
Federation, the secular Jewish children’s schools, the YKUF
(the Yiddish Cultural Alliance) and the reading circles
the choruses and the orchestras of the Jewish Music Alliance’
and similar Jewish organizations and institutions. A significant
role, a decisive role, is exercised by the progressive Jewish
press in Yiddish and in English. Without this press, without
the daily Morning Freiheit, the magazines, Yiddishe Kultur
and Zamlungen, without Jewish Currents this base would be
paralyzed and the progressive Jewish forces would cease to be
a factor capable of influencing Jewish life in our country. In
that eventuality the field would be left free to those of a na-
tionalist or even a chauvinist orientation.

We ought to treasure the base of the progressive Jewish
movement and preserve the progressive Jewish press.

NATIONALISM AND INTERNATIONALISM

. We should never tire stressing the difference between nation-
alism and national interests.

Wg frequently cite the example of Moissaye J. Olgin, that
§plend1d internationalist who was also a fighter for the national
interests of the Jewish people and a master builder of the Yid-
dish culture. When Edward Bagramov wrote in the Soviet Life
artl?le quoted earlier that the ‘“‘national keeps company with
thg international,” that “‘the genuine internationalist has national
pride and values national traditions. A man who does not love
h}S own people is not likely to respect others,” he merely con-
firmed what we had been advocating years. Those progressives
who have a contemptuous attitude to work in the Jewish field
to Jewish cultural activity and to the Jewish progressive press:
would do well to note the words of this contemporary Soviet
theoretician. ’

_ We often speak of the need to coordinate, harmonize the na-

tional and the international. Actually there is no contradiction
between these concepts. A correct fight for national interests
inu;t oppose nationalism which contradicts an international out-
00k.

What does all this mean for today? We advocate the building
of a_heal_thy Jewish life here in America. However, such a healthy
Jewish life cannot be isolated from the general, must not stand
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apart from it. We have said, and rightly so, that the Jewish people
cannot defeat anti-Semitism by their own efforts. To accomplish
this they require allies among the democratic strata of the Ameri-
can people, in the labor movement and especially among the Negro
people. Jews must participate in the struggle against anti-Negro
racism as much for their own Jewish interests as in the interests
of American democracy itself. Jews ought to be in the front ranks
of the fighters against the Vietnam war, against political reaction
and the ultra-right. The fulfillment of these truly sacred tasks can
only be thwarted by Jewish nationalism which induces separatism
and leads to chauvinism.

Lenin, as we noted, distinguished between the nationalism of
an oppressed people and the nationalism of an oppressing people.
In my view the Jews in the United States are not an oppressed na-
tional group despite the existence of discriminations and anti-Semi-
tism directed against them. I would also say that an oppressed peo-
ple or nationality, even one engaged in the fight against imperial-
ism, must be on the alert to prevent nationalism from turning into a
form of racist separatism or into hatred for another people.

Our opposition to Zionism derives from our approach to na-
tionalism and our understanding of anti-Semitism. We do not agree
that anti-Semitism is eternal just as we deny that capitalism is
eternal. When Theodore Herzl presented his program for Zionism
he assumed that anti-Semitism is eternal and that Jews them-
selves prompt anti-Semitism in the countries in which they live.
Our opposition to Zionism is also based on our orientation on the ex-
isting Jewish community in America though this orientation does
not diminish our interest in Israel or our wish to see Israel develop
in peace and become a truly democratic and progressive state.

JEWISH AND ARAB CHAUVINISM

It is worth recalling that five years ago, two years prior to the
Six Day War, we spoke out against those nihilists of the Vilner wing
of the Israeli Communist movement who swallowed Ben Bella’s
and Nasser’s slogans of ‘‘wiping out Israel.”’ These nihilists then
justified their position by saying that Ben Bella and Nasser were
fighting imperialism. Yet, experience has proved that these danger-
our slogans played into the hands of imperialism. In any case, slo-
gans which call for ‘“wiping out’’ another state must be opposed
regardless of whether this aids imperialism or not.

Arab nationalism certainly is a positive force because it is di-
rected against imperialism. Generally speaking this may be cor-
rect, but only generally. Any oppressed people which strug-
gles against imperialism also includes reactionaries and chauvin-
ists who can infect the movement with their own brand of racism,
with hatred for other peoples.
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The Arab masses, oppressed for generations, are now engaged
in a struggle for national liberation and against imperialism. This
is, indeed, a progressive effort. However, among these Arab forces
one finds reactionaries and significant remnants of feudalism. such
persons as the former Grand Mufti of Jerusalem and his associa-
tes, who once supported Hitler.,

Another excuse we hear is that when one is struggling against
a foreign foe it is not in order to fight internal reactionaries and
chauvinists and that instead one should stand with them against the
external enemy. Yet, this is exactly what certain elements in Is-
rael also urge — while the conflict with the enemy outside continues
itis not the time to take on the Moshe Dayans and the Menahim Bei-
gins and the other chauvinists and annexationists, but rather there
should be unity with them even on a government level. We think
this position only damages Israel, undermines its interests, helps
create a poor image for Israel throughout the world, plays into the
hands of the Al Fatah and paralyzes Israel’s peace efforts.

ALFATAH'S ROLE

Just as it is vital for Israel to combat its own chauvinists and
annexationists, so it is important for Egypt and the other Arab coun-
tries to resist their own reactionaries, chauvinists. fire eaters,
former supporters of nazism and even German nazis who Arab-
ized their names.

The tragedy in Indonesia where hundreds of thousands of Com-
munists and other leftists were massacred, the developments in
Ghana and other newly liberated countries prove the necessity for
a struggle against one’s own reactionaries and chauvinists. Also,
how can anyone really close his eyes to the fact that in Iraq, Com-
munists and other progressives were but recently tortured and
murdered or that a destructive war has been directed against the
Kurds, even while anti-imperialist slogans were raised?

The progressive character of the nationalism of the countries
fighting for their national liberation was discussed by a leading
Soviet historian, A. Iskendrov (“Izvestia,”” April 27, 1968). He, too,
warned that ‘“‘nationalism is also used by the local reactionaries”
which causes the ““internal contradictions of nationalism that con-
tains both progressive and conservative aspects’ to come to the
fore. He cautioned that ‘“‘nationalism also possesses a reactionary
side” along with its democratic tendencies.

In our opinion the Al Fatah is a reactionary movement despite
all its “‘revolutionary” phrases, since its proclaimed objective is
the destruction of another nation — Israel. Let it be noted that last
January (1970) the Al Fatah celebrated its fifth anniversary. It had
thus begun its terrorist activity more than two years before the war
in June, 1967. This indicates again that Al Fatah activity is not a
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result of the war, but on the contrary, the war was in great measure
a result of the incessant terror attacks on kibbutzim and Israeli civ-
ilians which were all the while accompanied with ringing declara-
tions for a war to ‘‘eliminate’’ the State of Israel.

OPPOSITION TO ZIONISM AND THE TASKS TODAY

In any discussion of nationalism it must be remembered that
in Czarist Russia the Jews were the most oppressed of the
oppressed. Nationalism in this situatiqn was gulte understandaple.
Zionism arose as a result of the discriminations, the persecutions
and pogroms against the Jews. It was not imperialism which crea-
ted Zionism, as the irresponsible anti-‘‘Zionist’’ propaganda pre-
tends, but rather the suffering of an oppressed people. Howevgr,
when Zionism gave rise to separatism, when it developeq chauvin-
ist features and collaborated with reactionary politicians it became
not only an obstruction in the revolutionary struggle, but 1_1ad a neg-
ative effect on Jewish life as well. The birth of the Socialist Zionist
movement was an answer to this predicament. Regardless of our
differences with this movement wée must recognize the reasons for
its origin. ‘ .

Here, too, one must apply a ¢lass approach. A different atti-
tude had to be adopted to those Labor Zionists (Left Poale Zionist;)
who in Russia supported the Bolsheviks and the Revolution. Again
let us differentiate and not assign everyone to the same pot.

We strive to work with all democratic forces, regardless of
their viewpoint, in the struggle for the security of Israel based on
the United Nations Resolution of November 22, 1967, a sef:urlty
based on friendship with the Arab nations and complete equality for
the Arabs in Israel itself.

WHAT DOES IT IMPLY?

We seek to work with everyone who favors a healthy Jewish
life here in our country — an objective which is in the_ interest_s of
the Jewish people. We seek to work with others.m the fight
for peace, against racism — anti-Semitism. For this reason we
stress the need for unity.

Unity for the democratic aims of the people. does not contra-
dict the need for the specific aims which progresswes_sep for them-
selves. Unity does not mean obscuring one’s own prlnc1p1es; this
is true of us as well as ‘‘the other side.”” Unity implies thg_ coopera-
tion of people of different views and principles for a definite task
of mutal concern — for example, peace.

We wish to cooperate with other forces even whep we .do .not
agree with them ideologically. We seek t_o.work .w1th Zionists
against the war, against racism — anti-Sem1t1§m, 'w1th.0ut approv-
ing of their Zionism. However, such cooperation implies that the
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ideological opposition must not express itself in a venomous wran-
gle as was done in the past, and wrongly done, may it be said now.
Here, too, Auschwitz and the ghetto uprising in Warsaw in 1943, an
uprising in which Zionists took part, and the struggle for the State
of Israel in 1947-48 introduced another approach. The ideological
contest now need not be one of invective, of slamming the door.

Certainly, too, one must speak out against the line of the “‘Pro-
tocols of the Elders of Zion"' when opposing Zionism. The forged
“Protocols™ describe Zionism as a sort of Jewish conspiracy to
dominate the world. This kind of “struggle’ against Zionism is
actually a racist and anti-Semitic exercise.

FOR UNITY AMONG PROGRESSIVES

Mass work, unity work is a complicated matter. It may seem
simple to the opportunist who conceals his principles or to the dog-
matist and nihilist who is ever ready to sacrifice the interests of
the Jewish people for supposedly “‘higher aims' — while not spar-
ing the harshest invective for those on the left who disagree with
him. The efforts of such people are damaging and destructive. To
wreck is so much easier than to build. To find points of contact with
an opponent is something of an art. It requires patience and a cor-
rect approach; it demands also that one know what he is talking
about. Only in this way can the progressive base be strengthened.
Only in this way can a healthy Jewish life be built and the progres-
sive Jewish traditions safeguarded.

When speaking of unity we also emphasize the need for unity
in the ranks of the progressives themselves and for a comradely
dialogue on those questions on which there are divergencies. We
should attempt to reach an understanding or simply agree to dis-
agree on certain problems and these are really few in number. We
ought not allow disruption, animosity and factionalism to wreck pro-
gressive institutions and organizations. If this occurred it would be
an historic crime which later would be deeply regretted. Unity, a
comradely dialogue, is an imperative matter in this period.

WITH RESPONSIBILITY TO HISTORY

We bear great responsibility. This is a time of searching in the
Jewish community in our country, of probing and seeking answers
to new questions. The youth in particular seeks answers to such
questions as: What is a Jew? How does one express identity with
the Jewish people and with the general progressive movement and
the general struggles at the same time?

Further: How shall activity within the Jewish community har-
monize with the desire of the other minorities in the country — the
Blacks, the Puerto Ricans, the Chicanos, the Indians who are all
fighting for their culture, their history, customs and heritage?

36

Most Jewish people understandably cannot adopt a J ew1;|h 1dei1-
tification which expresses itself in rellglous‘afflllaltlon. The ber:q:heé
may attempt to fill a vacuum with its sqma.l action 1.v.rcork{,1 u s
relevance of religion, its relationship to life is now_dpub_te .e\fe‘
middle class circles. There is another form of identification: giving
funds for communal purposes, to the UJA or to Israel.' It. is 0bv1ouls
such a limited identification hardly contributes to building a heal-

ish life in America. ]
n ‘&’Zl?nhthe other hand, base ourselves on a progressive and
secular Jewish life which coincides with the present reality; we
urge the building of the Jewish people’s cultlfre, the‘_ §afegualll'd:;11g
of the progressive Jewish labor and people’s n_-admons, all _te
while moving together with the rest of the American people in its

mocracy and peace. . )
Sm%ﬁ.rgéef?\fo?‘ebuilding' a heglthy Jewish life here in America a;;d
as American Jews, who are interested at the same time In the li le
of Jewish communities everywhere and in the security of }srae !
We are a minority, but we offer positive values without which the

American Jewish community would be ever so much poorer.

This is a difficult period. The growth of reaction an,d of the
ultra-right, the attempts to undermine the Negro people’s move-
ment and the labor movement puts us to the test. The effort to 5&
sist fascism, racism and anti-Semitism becomes ever more de-
manding. At the same time we gain courage from the broad §tru§-
gles for peace and from the upsurge of the youth. Our work in the
Jewish field is organically tied in with these struggles'ar_ld this up-
surge. Herein lies its strength and relevance to actuai life. Let us

perform our task with responsibility to history.



ASSIMILATION AND THE JEWISH
PEOPLE

The S_oviet professor Josif Braginsky h i i
Ele cap_tloned: Assimilation? Ye§, B{lt aVi’hI;l‘l?bh\s;;gthaeI;‘ a:ltll-
Why” is sufficiently explained we shall see. But it seems ts
us Prof. Braginsky skips the first stage of the subject and that
is: ASSI'M'ILA.TION — HOW? It is true, he speaks of “‘non-fore-
!ble assimilation of the Jews or any other nationality.”” But that
is all .he. has to say on this subject—a half a dozen words or
so. This is quite insufficient on a question which is of great con-
cern Vé?l tltle g ewish or any other nationality.
at does ‘‘non-forcible imilation” g i
swers this question by st assimilation” mean? Lenin an-
“}nseparably connected with the principle of co
eq_ual:_ty is the guaranteeing of the p1"ightsp of a nzrxlg)(:s:ﬁ
minority ... The incorporation in the Constitution of 2
fup(_i_amental law which shall declare null and void all
privileges whatsoever enjoyed by one nation and all in-
frln_gements whatsoever of the rights of a national mi-
norlty_” (V.L Lenin: Critical Remarks On the National
%l;(;,st;f)zé).l?orelgn Language Publishing House, Moscow
Polemizing with the leaders of the Jewi ial- i
Bun_ci who advocated national cultural a\::ﬁilg?:});faigﬁgm;&a&cs
Etatlst:lcs of the number of pupils in the schools of St. Peters-
urg In czarist days (in 1911). with 396 Jewish children of a
total enrollment of 48,076, and he asks: “Is it possible t'o draw

up a ‘positive’ national program that wi is di i
relationship and conditions?§ L SR sty of

In ar‘l‘swering this question, Lenin speaks of :

a fundamental law that rendered null and void
every measure that infringed the rights of a minority
Every citizen would be able to demand the rescindiﬁé
of orders that would, for example, prohibit the hiring at
state expense, of teachers of the Jewish language, Jew-

*The magazine USSR, May 1964.
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ish history, and so forth, or the provision of state-owned
premises for lectures for Jewish, Armenian or Rumanian
children, or even for one Georgian child. At all events,
it is by no means impossible to satisfy all the reason-
able and just wishes of the national minorities on the ba-
sis of equality, and nobedy will say that the advocacy of
equality is harmful”. (Ibid, pp. 51-52).

UPSURGE AFTER THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION

This equality, as is well known, was introduced by Lenin
after the October Revolution. When Lenin’s approach was still
in force in the 1930’s, in the Ukraine alone there were 765 Jew-
ish schools with over 90,000 pupils, 3 teachers’ seminaries, 16
technical schools, numerous Yiddish libraries and read-
ing rooms, 3 Jewish state theatres, 10 Yiddish newspapers and
periodicals and one Jewish scientific institute. A similar flour-
ishing of Jewish culture took place in Byelorussia. In Moscow,
there was the famous Jewish State theatre headed by Solomon
Mikhoels, the Yiddish club ‘‘Kommunist,”” a Jewish school in the
suburb of Malakhovka, the Yiddish daily Emes, the publishing
house under that name and many other Jewish cultural institu-
tions. In Moscow, Minsk, Kiev, Birobidjan there existed Yiddish
pedagogical institutes, university chairs, scientific establishments.

Just these facts — and there are a great many more, as we
shall see—will suffice to illustrate how the Leninist program
of equality was put into practice. Then, towards the end of the
1930’s there developed the Stalin cult and a suppression of Jew-
ish culture began. Most Jewish schuols were closed down, as
were the Emes and other Yiddish newspapers and various pub-
lications. Yiddish book publishing still continued and it is worth
noting that while in 1913, under czarism, only 73 Yiddish titles
were published, they numbered 339 (titles) in 1939.

After the war the Emes publishing house resumed activity,
publishing 14 titles in 1945, 19 in 1946, 52 in 1947 and 60 titles in
the first ten months of 1948 (in November all Jewish cultural in-
stitutions were clamped down).

The Moscow Jewish State Theatre too, was revived after the
war and a Yiddish weekly, Einikeit, was published by the Jew-
ish Anti-Fascist Committee which had developed many activities
in the field of Jewish culture and general Jewish affairs. All
this was cut down when the cult brought down its heavy hand
on the peoples to the USSR generally on the Jewish people in
particular.

PARTIAL REHABILITATION AFTER THE 20TH CONGRESS
Since the 20th Congress of the Soviet Communist Party in
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_1956 Jewish culture was rehabilitated to a certain degree. There
is thg monthly Soviet Heimland with a circulation larger than
the circulation of any of the Yiddish magazines in the USSR
even in the 1930’s. There are a number of dramatic groups tour-
ing the country. Attendance at Jewish concerts reached the enor-
mous figure of 300,000 annually in the sixties. All this 1s very

important and in accordance with a Leninist approach to the na-
tional question.

. However, there is no Yiddish publishing house and no Yid-
dlsh.books whatsoever were published in 1962, 1963 and 1964, re-
suming publication in 1965 at the rate of around 6-8 annually.
There are no Jewish schools and facilities ‘‘for hiring at state
expense, of special teachers of the Jewish language, Jewish his-
tory” and so forth, or the provision of “‘state-owned-premises for
lectures™ for Jewish children as required by Lenin.

Prof. Braginsky states that “only some 20 percent of the peo-
ple of Jewish nationality in the USSR declared Yiddish as
thelr'natwe tongue™ in the census of January 1959. Considering
the line of forced assimilation practiced by the Stalin cult for
over 20 years prior to the census; considering the fact that that
part of the Jewish population which was not evacuated by the So-
viet authorities during the war, or could not be evacuated (or
did not want to leave their old homesteads) and which was ex-
terminated by the Nazis was overwhelmingly of the older gener-
ation (the younger people were quicker to evacuate while many
hundreds of thousands of them were in the Red Army)—consid-
ering all this one is amazed at such a large percentage! '

But what is a parent who registered Yiddish as his native
tongue to do when he wants to teach his child Yiddish, with no
Jewish schools or supplementary courses, with no Yiddish text-
books whatsoever? Lenin stated how this question should be an-
swergd . and _he showed the world, after 1917, how national
equality is put into practice. Not until this Leninist approach is
rfast-ored will one be able to speak of “voluntary, non-forcible as-
similation of Jews,” to quote Prof. Braginsky.

LANGUAGE INTEGRATION IS NOT IDENTICAL WITH
NATIONAL ASSIMILATION

_Pr:of‘_Braginsky confuses language integration with national
asmmnlgtwy. Einstein, mentioned by Prof. Braginsky, did not
know Ylt_idlsh. That is true. But he was a deeply national Jew
even nationalist to a certain degree! The Jewish community ir;
the USA, which is not Yiddish-speaking in its overwhelming ma-

jority, glaringly proves the point that language integration does
not mean national assimilation!
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Because of that, there appeared in Moscow a Jewish maga-
zine in Russian in the 1930’s, Tribuna. Soviet Jews who do not
know Yiddish are now avid readers of Jewish books translated
into Russian, although it is true that Russians, Ukrainians and
members of other nationalities also read the translations from
the Yiddish.

Since we mentioned here the Jewish community in the USA
one must say, in passing, that not until the American Federal,
state and municipal governments will provide the means and fa-
cilities for Yiddish courses in the public and other schools, the
means and facilities for the development of culture in Yiddish
generally — that is, for those Jews who want it; not until the
rights of all national groups are provided for, there will con-
tinue to be practiced forceful Anglo-Saxon assimilation — a viola-
tion of the rights of the national minorities, a violation of a tru-
ly democratic approach.

One cannot begin to talk about ‘‘voluntary” assimilation
while closing one’s eyes to forced assimilation.

Before we are sure there is no forced assimilation we
cannot accept at face value the statement that there is a mass
voluntary assimilation, as follows from the article by Prof. Bra-
ginsky. To be more exact, considering the publication of Sovyet-
ish Heimland, the dramatic groups, the widespread Jewish con-
certs which are growing in quantity and quality, we would say
that in spite of these important achievements to which one should
not close his eyes, the line of forced assimilation which began
with the Stalin cult has in the main, remained intact.

MARX'’S STRUGGLE AGAINST NATIONALISM AND NIHILISM

For many years Lenin conducted a struggle against the na-
tionalist slogan of national cultural autonomy advanced by the
Jewish social democratic organization, the Bund. As against this
harmful slogan he put forth the program ‘‘to satisfy all the reas-
onable and just wishes of the national minorities on the basis
of equality,” as quoted above.

This program, outlined by Lenin in the autumn of 1913, deals
with the subject of assimilation. We shall dwell on this subject
later on. For the present, in stressing the harmfulness of forced
assimilation let us record the struggle of Lenin against both op-
portunism and nationalism, as well as leftism and dogmatism

in the approach to the national question.
In his essay On the Right of Nations to Self Determina-

tion, written in the spring of 1914, Lenin refers to the struggle
led by Karl Marx in the First International both against the na-
tionalism of Mazzini and the nihilism of the ‘‘Proudhon clique.”
In a letter to Frederick Engels, written June 20, 1866, Marx re-
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lates how, duripg a discussion at the Council of the International,
tl_1e representative of ‘“Young France came forward with the the-
sis that nationality and nation are obsolete prejudices.”

The British delegates chuckled, Marx writes, when he drew
attention to the fact that the French delegates who would abol-
ish nations were using a language—French—which nine-tenths
of _the delegates did not understand. He also intimated, Marx
writes, that under cover of the theory of abolishing nationalities
the French delegates expect the others “‘to be swallowed by the
exemplary French nation.”

UNPRECEDENTED FLOURISHING OF JEWISH CULTURE

Due to the truly Leninist approach on the national question,
._Iewash_ culture, alongside the cultures of all nationalities, flour-
ished in the Soviet Union, gaining enormous prestige for the
land of s_ocialism among all peoples abroad, particularly among
the Jew1s_h people. Progressive Jews, fighters for socialism
pointed with pride to the Soviet Union as the land which truly;
solved the national question. Jewish culture—progressive culture
of course, in the spirit of the Yiddish classicists—can be buili
only under socialism, they maintained with full justification.

Previously we quoted some figures on the development of
:Iew1sh culture in the USSR. On leafing through the book, ‘“‘Jews
in the USSR” (Yiddish, published by Mezhkniga and Emes, Mos-
cow 1935) we were filled with the pride of the achjeveme;ats of
those days as well as some painful nostalgia ... We find that in
1933, only four Yiddish publishing houses in the USSR (there
were more) published 391 books with a circulation of 2,609,700

copies. Qf these there were 75 textbooks for Soviet Jewish
schools, circulation—I1,185,000 copies. (p. 169).

~ During the school year of 1933-1934, there were 143,815 pupils
in the Jewish schools in the Ukraine, Byelorussia and other
parts of the country, including Birobidjan. There were 25 peda-
gogmal_a_nd other Jewish technicums, Jewish sections at various
universities, university chairs. There were 17 Jewish State The-
atres, many choruses, etc. Four Yiddish dailies were in exist-
ence. (Moscow, Minsk, Kiev, Birobidjan) as well as a large
number of other publications.

Prof. Braginsky is, regrettably, at variance with the facts
whfzn he makes it appear that as a result of the October Revo-
lution, Yiddish began to disappear. He states: ‘‘The natural
course of cultural development of the Jewish population of the
Soviet Qnion, a development which had already begun before the
Revolution and was accelerated after 1917, lead to assimila-
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tion.” Compare at least the number of books published by the
four Yiddish publishing houses in 1933 with the publication of
only 93 titles in 1913...And, of course, there were no Jewish
State theatres and other institutions in 1913. After the October
Revolution, there began an amazing upward development of Jew-
ish culture.

Only after the cult set in, during the trials of 1936, followed
by the “frightful year” of 1937, when the line of forcible assimi-
lation was introduced, as pointed out before, did Jewish cultural
institutions receive their first blow.

Jewish schools and other institutions were abolished, news-
papers closed down (the Birobidjan Shtern began appearing three
times a week in 2 pages and is still apearing so). Book publish-
ing still continued, with 339 titles appearing in 1939. Jewish state
theatres, too, still continued to exist, although reduced to 10 by
1939: there were also two theatrical schools (L. Singer: *‘The
Renewed People,” Emes Publishing, Moscow 1941, p. 109). After
the war there was some revival, as indicated previously, de-
veloping in an upward line until the end of 1948 when every-
thing was brutally crushed. (The Moscow Jewish Theatre was
closed in the summer of 1949). *

EFFECT OF THE HOLOCAUST ON THE JEWISH PEOPLE

But here some well-meaning people will say:

“Very well, you may be correct. But no matter how it hap-
pened, things have changed! You cannot turn the clock back!™

Without dwelling on the “morality”” of an argument which
accepts the results of a criminal policy, one can say: Yes,
things have changed. And if by that one means that there are
fewer Jews using the Yiddish language, then, there are still
close to half a millien Jews in the USSR who registered Yid-
dish as their mother tongue in the census of 1959. Let them en-
joy the same rights accorded to similar groups of other nation-
alities, including nationalities that are mot concentrated in one
territory!

One could dwell at some length on this point, quoting facts
and figures, making analogies. But .. .things have truly changed
in quite a different way! Some changes were brought about by
fascism, others by the Second World War, when six million
Jews were murdered — because they were Jews, murdered
without any distinction!

During the rise of Nazism national consciousness among the
Jewish people was heightened. Then came Auschwitz .. .Treblin-
ka...Maidanek . ...Babi Yar...Ponar, and many, many other
death factories, places of the most horrible slaughter ... Among
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the six million Jews murdered by the Nazis, there were one
million Jewish children, slaughtered in a most unbelievably bar-
baric manner, buried alive, burned alive. This really brought
abou_t profound changes among the Jewish people! If one is to
continue with the line of forced assimilation, of insensitivity to
the Jewish people, he will only bring about the very thing he is
supposedly fighting — bourgeois nationalism!

This insensitivity to the suffering of the Jewish people dur-
ing the war has brought about such products as the shameful
booklet, Judaism Without Embellishment, by Trofim Kichko.
This insensitivity led to attacks on that pride of Soviet litera-
ture, Evgeni Evtushenko, for his poem “Babi Yar,” a poem pub-
lished in the organ of the Union of Soviet Writers, Literaturnaya
Gazeta — all honor to this Writers’ Union and its organ! ’

Professor Braginsky may not be so sensitive on this subject
—and that is his right. He may not observe the anniversary of the
Warsaw Ghetto uprising, which is observed by countiess numbers
of Jews (and non-Jews, too) throughout the world — and that is his

righ_t, too. But he is certainly not expressing the sentiments of the
Jewish masses.

INTERMARRIAGE AND VOLUNTARY ASSIMILATION

__ Some years back (May 1964) Look magazine carried an art-
icle sensationally captioned: The Vanishing Jew, by Thomas
B. Morgan. From the standpoint of business this seemed to have
been a good contribution: that issue of Look was gobbled up by the
reading public, mainly by Jews. As a serious analysis, however,
it was utterly worthless. )

~ Mr. Morgan based his premise on some figures showing an
increase in Jewish-Gentile intermarriages. Since American
Jews do not go in for large families and therefore, according
to Mr. Morgan, do not ‘“‘reproduce” themselves. the day will
come when the American Jew will ‘‘vanish.”

While admitting intermarriage presents a problem, Jewish
leaders nevertheless had little difficulty in blasting Mr. Mor-
gan’s superficial analysis.

Mr. Morgan’s type of “prediction” is nothing new. In 1908,
the writer and dramatist Israel Zangwill promulgated the well-
known theory of the Melting Pot, predicting — 62 years ago —
the disappearance of all nationalities and national groups in the
USA . . . He was followed by Karl Kautsky who in his book Are
Jews A_Race written in 1914, predicted the disappearance of
the Jewish nationality everywhere, basing himself on immigra-
tl_on figures of Jews into the USA ... Here, in the USA. he stated
(in 1914!) “‘the process of the dissolution of the native Jewry is
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proceeding at full speed”” (p. 154). He maintained (p. 241) that
when Jewish immigration into the USA will end and the second
and third Jewish generation will no longer understand Yiddish,
will not live in compact Jewish neighborhoods and religion will
become a matter of indifference to them, ‘‘the last barrier to
their assimilation will be removed”’ (K. Kautsky: Are The Jews
A Race? International Publishers, New York 1926).

Considering present day realities this sounds ludicrous.
Around 80 percent of the Jewish community of close to six mil-
lion in the USA are American-born second, third and even fourth
generation Jews. But this community was never so highly or-
ganized around Jewish activities. B’nai B’rith with about 500,000
members, Hadassah with over 300,000, or the Zionist movement
generally, or non-Zionist Jewish organizations, are not any less
Jewish because they conduct their affairs in English and the ov-
erwhelming majority of their membership is English-speaking.
If anything, they are more nationalistic than some of the Yid-
dish-speaking elements who are alert to natienal Jewish inter-
ests but are opposed to nationalism.

Again, language integration-does mot mean national assimi-
lation! Many people, however, have made and are still making
the mistake of confusing the two distinctly different develop-
ments.

Does it follow that there is no assimilation at all? Of course
there is. There are forces in capitalist society, as well as in so-
cialist society, that bring about, for different reasons, trends of
assimilation, depending on many factors, but the nationality as
a whole continues to exist and develop.

Some maintain that Jews have kept and are keeping together
due to persecution, anti-Semitism. Undoubtedly this is a power-
ful factor. Anti-Semitism, anti-Semitic trends and discrimination,
anti-Jewish persecution tend to unite the Jewish people. Perse-
cution of Jews in any country, particularly a major one, affects
Jews everywhere. The Dreyfuss case in France in the 90’s had
an effect on Jews throughout the world. And so with the perse-
cution and pogroms in czarist Russia, in Eastern Europe gen-
erally, not to mention the extermination of a third of the Jewish
people by the Hitlerite beasts during the Second World War.
All these developments fostered nationalistic movements (Zion-
ism came into being during the Dreyfuss uproar), but among
proletarian-internationalist Jewish elements, too, national con-
sciousness was heightened due to these causes.

Generations of persecutions, of pogroms, of ritual blood lib-
els, have made Jews everywhere sensitive to persecution or
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“jus.t” anti-Semitism anywhere. Again, the experience of the
Jewish people during the second world war, with its Auschwitz-
es and Babi Yars must be borne in mind.

ASSIMILATION, TREND OR POLICY?

There is no doubt, then, that here we have a powerful factor

binding Jews together, keeping Jews on the alert. But one must not
overlook other factors contributing to national consciousness and
adhesiveness. There is the history of the Jewish people, Jewish
culture (in Yiddish, Hebrew and other languages), tradition,
customs or “just” national pride and other factors. So are family
ties among Jews of various countries. Religion has played a pow-
erful role in the past and is still a factor among many Jews.
y With all this, certain elements among the Jewish people, even
if relatively insignificant, may assimilate (and if these are progres-
sive elements they are making it easier for nationalistic elements
to hold sway over considerable Jewish masses). But it is not only
idle to talk of the ““vanishing” of the Jewish people because of the
ef_fec_t of the “‘melting pot,”” or because of the diminished use of
Yiddish — it is alo harmful. The theories of Zangwill and Kautsky
resulted in petty bourgeois, anarchistic, or lef tist-dogmatic notions
regarding the Jewish question and the national question generally.
I am afraid the attitude of Professor Braginsky suffers from this
confusion.

Prof. Braginsky, to support his approach, may refer to Lenin
who in his polemics with the leaders of the Jewish Social Demo-
cratic Bund chided them over their “‘fear’” of assimilation. But
Lenin was dealing with a trend, not a policy. There is a big differ-
ence here! When assimilation becomes a line, a policy, one is apt to
use a “little bit” of force in order to promote this policy, as has
happened during the cult days in the USSR. But Lenin was quite
stern on this subject: he kept warning against forced assimilation.
As regards policy he put forth in the same essay, in his polemics
with the Bund leaders, the program of equality, as quoted previous-
ly. In the very same essay we referred to on page 38 he declar-
ed in no uncertain terms:

““Whoever does not recognize and does not champion
equality of nations and languages, does not fight against

all national oppression or inequality, is not a Marxist, is

not even a democrat’’ (V.I. Lenin: Critical Remarks On

The National Question, Moscow 1951, p. 24).

Nothing could be clearer than that! And this is — policy!

In that same essay, written in 1913, while speaking favorably
of the trends of assimilation, Lenin also referred favorably to the
attitude of Kautsky, quoting — as Kautsky did — figures of Jewish
and otner immigration into the USA. However, during the First
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World War, in his polemics with Rosa Luxemburg on the national
question, and particularly in his book, Left Wing Communism, Len-
in was mainly fighting against left-dogmatism on this question,
as we have seen. What is most important, the policy of full equality
which resulted in the flowering of the culture of the nationalities,
including the Jewish nationality, was introduced by him and prose-
cuted after the October Revolution with utmost vigor, without
weakening his struggle against bourgeois nationalism, against
local nationalism and particularly against Great Russian chauv-
inism.

In this connection it will be important to recall ‘‘Lenin’s Let-
ters On The National Question,”” written towards the end of 1922
and published for the first time after the 20th Congress of the CPSU
in the theoretical organ of the party, Kommunist (1956, No. 9).
In these letters Lenin severely criticised the approach of Stalin and
others on the subject of relations between the various Soviet Re-
publics and towards the nationalities in the Caucasus. Lenin stated:

“Internationalism on the part of the oppressing or the
so-called GREAT nation (although great omly in its vio-
lence, great only in the sense of brutality) must con-
sist not only in observing the formal equality of nations,
but also in such inequality as will make up on the part of
the oppressing nation, the big- nation,’/for the inequaltiy
which in fact arises in life, Whoever dees not understand
this does mot really uné_gﬁstand"tiic‘proietarian attitude
to the national question. (. %. . ]
“...It is necessary-fo, Eydown the strictest rules re-
garding the use of nationgl lafiguages.in republics of dif-
ferent natioﬁaliﬁe‘é?bélmfsiig.go ‘our’umnion, and to enforce
this rule with special-thoroughness. There is no doubt
that on the pretext.of the unity/of-railway services, the
pretext of fiscal unity, and $o .on, we will have under the
present apparatus @ mass of evil practices of a Russian-
chauvinist cl;zfrac@gr}{"{_" WY T
In 1956, after the culé oﬁﬁﬁhfi)?ﬁés éxposed, quite a good deal
was written on how.-dLeni#’s tenéts on the national question were
violated during -the-eultsperiod.’ The “magazine Voprosi Istori
(Problems of -History), "in the issuesof: March 1956, devoted
its editorial and leading article tothis-question and to Lenin’s fight
against Stalin-in the Caucasian situgtion, The editorial pointed
out how Lenin fought again ‘“‘great-power chauvinism and local
nationalism”’; How in“his struggle againstithe Russian reactionar-
ies and bourgeois parties he fought against anti-Semitism.

Those who are holding fast — for whatever reasons — to the
remarks made by Lenin in 1903 and 1913, forgetting about his writ-
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ings between 1916 and 1922, forgetting about his policy — the policy
of the strictest equality — forgetting how this policy was intro-
duced and vigorously prosecuted after 1917, are not, obviously,
adhering to the tenets of Lenin.

Lenin kept admonishing — it seems to us — that realities must
be evaluated in a truly Marxist, creative way. Whereas Kautsky
and others stuck to their ‘‘theories” in spite of realities (the worse
off for the facts, as Lenin would say), Lenin took full cognizance of
developments. :

Ossification is totally alien to Leninism.
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