A. Sargent.

The British labour Party and
Palestine 1917 - 1949

Nottingham University



"tThe British Labour Party and Palestine
1917-1949’ by Andrew Sargent, B.A.

Thesis submitted to the University of
Nottingham for the degree of Doctor of

Philosophy, October 1980,"




Table of Contents

Introduction
CHAPTER ONE Early Enthusiasms 1917-1929
A. Some Pre - War Aspects
B. The Memoranda on War Aims
C. Zionists and Socialists
D. Poale Zion and the Labour Party
E. The Labour Party and Palestine in the 1920s
F. British Labour, Zionism and International
Socialism
CHAPTER TWO The First Crisis 1929-1931
CHAPTER THREE Labour and Palestine in the Thirties
A. 'A Socialist Utopia'
B. Policy Making in the Advisory Committee
1934-1936
C. Labour and the Legislative Council
D. The Rejection of Partition 1936-1938
E. The Revival of Poale Zion and the Activities
of the Arab Centre
F. White Paper and War
CHAPTER FOUR The 'Left! and Palestine
CHAPTER FIVE The War Years 1940-1945
A. Labour and the Jewish Fighting Force
B. The Jewish Massacres
C. Poale Zion in Wartime

72

118

127

155
142
171

180

191

212
221
25k



De Policy Making: As an Opposition Party

(1) Early Moves by Zionists and the Advisory
Committee

(2) Hugh Dalton Takes Charge
(3) Reaction to the Policy

E. Policy Making: As Participants in Government

CHAPTER SIX The Reckoning 1945-1949
A. Labour Triumph and Zionist Disappointment

Be '0ur VWorst Headache!

24

262

274

283
307

Ce 'A Number of Us Have Been Shouting for Partition' 529

De Reactions within the Labour Party

Ee DBackbench Revolt

Conclusion

Bibliography

539
525

574

391



Abstract

The thesis i1s an attempt to examine the Labour Party's

involvement with the question of Palestine from the time of
the party's first declaration on the subject in 1917 to the

de facto recognition by a Labour Government of the State of

Israel in January 1949,

It considers the development of attitudes within the
Labour Party, primarily those of the party leaders and
policy makers, but also of the wider party membership, on
the questions of Zionism, the Palestinian Arabs, the role of
the British Mandatory Government, and the future of
Palestine. It also discusses the formulation and content of
official party policy throughout the period, and the part
played by groups representing Zionmists and Arab interests,
in particular the Jewish Socialist Labour Party, Poale Zion.

The thesis also assesses the extent to which the Labour
Party was able to influence the Palestine policies of
successive British Govermments. During two crucial periods,
between 1929 and 1931, and from 1945 to 1949, Labour
Governments held office. Both periods are comsidered
exclusively with the aim of examining reactions within
sections of the Labour Party to the policies pursued, and

the influence such attitudes had on Government policy.



Introduction

There has been no detailed account of the British
Labour Party's involvement with the question of Palestine
during the Mandatory period. For historians of the Mandate,
of Zionism and of the Palestinian Arabs the Labour Party
has chiefly merited attention only, in passing, as the
source of one of many domestic pressures on British policy
makers. For historians of the Labour Party the subject of
Palestine has impiﬁged primarily in relation to the
troubles experienced by the 1945 Labour Governnment.
Concentrating on the one hand on certain party declarations
and interventions, a2nd on the other almost exclusively on
Government policy and manifestations of disquiet expressed
within the PLP, both groups of writers have necessarily
presented an incomplete, unbalanced and occasionally
inaccurate picture. This thesis seeks to meet the evident
need for a coherent and balanced assessment of the
attitudes and influences of the Labour Party throughout the
period 1917 - 1949.1

Furthermore the events of the post war Yyears have cast
a shadow over the entire period and have in part distorted
discussion of the earlier years. Thus for many Zionists it

2

seemed that they had been 'led down the garden path'!'™ by

the Labour Party, and subsequent comments largely relate to
the alleged betrayal, of Zionism and of traditional party

policy, by the Attlee Government. 1In contrast the

1 In November 1917 the Balfour Declaration was issued; in

January 1949 Britain recognised de facto the State of
Israel.

¢ B.Bell, Terror out of Zion (Dublin, 1979) p. 146.

o
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experiences of several Labour Ministers seemed to prove
that they had been the victims of an 'overwhelming approach
by their Zionist friends',l and attempts have been made to

show that the Labour Party was both manipulated and

misled.2

Party policy prior to 1945 also became the subject of
considerable disagreement. The Zionist Harry'Morris3
argued in Parliament that 'it is idie to pretend that
resolutions passed...were irresponsible outbursts of

enthusiasm...they were serious and considered'.u' But
Richard Stokes commented disparagingly that 'I do not think
the party had the slightest conception of what it was
doing',5 and one historian has argued that events high-
lighted 'the glib way in which the party could commit
itself to a position of foreign,policy'.6 It is only

through a detailed examination of the period before 1945

that an assessment of the various later interpretations
can be made.
A major aim of the thesis is to examine attitudes

within the Labour Party. The principal sources are

1 J.Kimche, Seven Fallen Pillars (London, 1950) p. 157.

2 See especially D.Watkins, Labour and Palestine (Labour
Middle East Council, London, 1975).

5 Throughout this work, following contemporary usage, the
designation 'Zionist' is used only to describe a Jewish
supporter of Zionisn,

4 HC Deb., Vol. 426 ¢.1030, 31 July 1946.
5 Ibid., Vol. 433 ¢.1970, 25 Feb. 1947.

6 C.R.Rose, The Relations of Socialist Principles to
British Labour Foreign Policy 1 - 1951, PhD Thesis,
Nuffield College, Oxford, 1959, p. 135.
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published writings and records of speeches, though private
collections of letters and documents, in particular those
of Arthur Creech Jones and James Middleton, are also used.
Though such a discussion necessarily concentrates on the
opinions of party leaders and influential supporters it is
noticeable that the issue, unlike, for instance, that of
British policy in India, provoked a significant reaction
among wider sections of the party, especially when linked
with the fate of the Jewish communities in Europe. From
Annual Conference reports, from the resolutions submitted by
local Labour Parties, and from records of meetings - often
held through the initiative of local Zionists - it is
possible to piece together a picture of popular attitudes
within the party.

It has been argued that such attitudes can only be
understood with réference to certain ideological
traditions - of, for example, Fabian ‘'efficiency firsti' in
international affairs or the contrasting Hobsonian critique
of Imperialism.l But did support for the self determin-
ation of peoples necessitate support for Zionism or for the
rights of Palestinian Arabs? Should 'progressive
Colonialists!' advocate or oppose Jewish development in
Palestine? In fact it is here argued that feelings within
the party were shaped, as Rose has suggested, by factors 'as
much accidental and personal as ideological'.®

It is partly for this reason that, although until at
1 M.Leifer, Zionism and Palestine in British Opinion and

Policy 1945 -~ 1949 PhD Thesis, University of London, 1959
pp. 268~268a.

2 Rose, op.cit., p. 134.
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least 1945 a basic 'Labour Party attitude' can usefully be
delineated, just as differences of opinion were to be found
within almost every established British political grouping,

I|

so there existed throughout the period a number of

different strands of opinion within the Labour Party which
challenged party orthodoxy.l‘The resulting disagreements
were rarely concerned with questions of emphasis or degree,

but often stemmed from a fundamentally different approach

|

hf”r to the Palestine problen.

A second aim of this work is to provide an understanding
of the nature and formation of party policy on Palestine.
But 1t is necessary to appreciate that 'party policy' is
necessarily an all embracing designation for something
which included Annual Conference resolutions, NEC
declarations, statements contained in official foreign
policy documents, decisionsof the NEC designed to guide the
party's reaction to specific issues, and finally the -
occasionally impromptu - pronouncements of party represen-
tatives, in Parliament and elsewhere.

Labour Party records now availablel allow for the first
time a detailed examination to be made both of the various
processes by which policy emerged, and also of the
pressures and considerations influencing timing and
content, In particular it is possible to discuss some of

o the charges latermade:\lthat conference resolutions were
ill considered and little understood, that despite the
1 These include the records, minutes and correspondence of
the National Executive Committee, the International Sub

Committee, the International and Imperial Advisory
Committees and the International Department.



availability of a body of 'expert' opinion policy was

Uf inspired by a minority of naive enthusiasts, and that
certain programs emanating from the NEC showed signs of \
scant discussion or of 'shallow irresponsibility'.l “

It is now also possible to examine the extent to which
the party was influenced, both in the moulding of opinion,
and in the formulation of policy, by outside interest
groups. On the one hand Palestinian Aradb representatives
made sporadic attempts to mobilise support within the
Labour Party and to intervene in the policy making process.
But, as foreign supplicants lacking any popular base in
British political life, their position was in striking
contrast to that of the Zionists' spokesmen, who could rely
upon a large body of sympathetic public opinion, and an
influential domestic Zionist organisation. More particu-
larly Socialist Zionists were able to develop intimate
institutional and personal links with the Labour Party
which their Palestinian rivals could not hope to match.

Indeed, through the affiliation of a Labour Zionist
organisation, the Jewish Socialist Labour Party, Poale Zion,
there existed from 1920 onwards a compact and influential
Zionlist pressure group inside the Labour Party. Though
small in membership it was to play a vital role in
providing a further point of access into Labour Party
politics and policy making for the wider Labour Zionist

movement, and in inspiring and co-ordinating manifestations

of popular support for Zionism within the Labour Party.

1l M.A.Fitzsimons, The Foreign Policy of the British Labour
Government 1945 - 1951 (Indianma, 1953) p. 81.



V1

Poale Zion records in Britain are scarce but Jewish and
Zionist publications, in particular the Zionist Review,
yield a mass of information, and Labour Party documents
indicate a great deal about the role it was able to play.

UFor most of the inter war period the Labour Party was
not in office.ll The Palestine policies of successive
British Goverﬁments are not here discussed beyond what is
necessary to determine the extent to which the Labour Party
was able to influence such policies.” This has also
dictated treatment of the two major periods, from 1929 to
1931 and between 1945 and 1949, when Labour Governments
were confronted with the problem of Palestime. In both
cases it is possible to examine reactions within the party -
specifically within the Parliamentary Labour Party, the
National Executive Committee and the party organisation,
and the wider 'rank and file!' - towards the policies
adopted, and the extent to which Labour Government feltl
obliged to shape their policies in the light of such
opinions. In the later period Cabinet records can also be
used to assess the level of disagreement within the Labour
Cabinet.

In the context of the British Labour Party and Palestine
the years between 1917 and 1949 fall naturally into five
distinct periods. Thus, with the exception of chapter four,
which attempts to analyse certain attitudes within the
Labour Party and the wider British 'left' mid way through
the Mandate, one chapter is devoted to each period, though

within each chapter it is often necessary to abandon a
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strictly chronological approach and consider in turn
various significant developments,

Chapter one therefore deals with the years before 1929,
chapter two with the Second Labour Government and chapter
three with the 1930s. During the Second Viorld War, the
period covered by chapter five, the Labour Party was in
certain important respects both an opposition party and a
party of government. This had a significant bearing on
developments after July 1945, with which the final chapter
is concerned.

For their helpfulness and courtesy in the preparation
of this work I am indebted to the librarians and staff of
the following institutions: the Labour Party; +the British
Library; the Public Record Office, Kew; the British
Library of Political and Economic Science; Nottingham
University Library; the Bodleian Library, Oxford; St,
Anthony's College, Oxford; the Board of Deputies of
British Jews,

I would also like to thank Baron Janner (formerly
Barnett Janner, MP), Professor R.H.Pear, Professor C.
Abransky, Dr.D.Childs and Dr.S.Levenberg for their comments

and advice.



CHAPTER I

Larly Enthusiasms 1917 - 1929

A. Some Pre - War Aspects

The Labour Party was slow to develop distinctive
policies before the First World War; this was particularly

evident in the field of foreign.affairs.l

The party had
been formed with the aim of promoting the election of work-

ing men to Parliament and it remained little more than a

working class pressure group. In the same way the Zionist
movement in Britain had achieved neither a commanding
position within the Jewish community nor a significant place
in the British political scene. For both the Labour Party
and the Zionist organisation the war proved to be a major
turning point. But a number of pre war developments may be
noted, in particular the growth of a working class Zionist
movement within the Jewish community in Britain.

Between 1870 and 1914 some 120,000 Jews from Eastern
Europe emigrated and settled in Great Britain,a‘Most were
drawn to the poorer Jewish communities in London, Leeds and
Manchester, and in 1900 an estimated 125,000 Jews were
living in the crowded streets of the East End of London.3

The immigrants brought with them, particularly to their

1l See C.Brand, A History of the British Labour Party (2nd ed.
Stanford, California, 1974) P. 25, J.F.Naylor, Labour!'s
International Policy: The Labour Party in the 19%0!'e

(London, 1969) p. 3.

2 L.P.Gartner, The Jewish Immigrant in England 1870-1914
(London, 1960) p. 49.

5 V.D.Lipman, Social History of the Jews in England 1850-1950

(London, 1954) p. 164.



'stetl named Whitechapel! a distinctive religious and

social pattern and added their own political beliefs and
experiences to the political life of the area. For radical
Jews in the East End who sought political debate and
activity a heady and shifting kaleidoscope of left wing
groups, movements and ideologies was readily available,l
Many saw concern with the 'Jewish problem' as

peripheral or irrelevant to their activities and worked in
the belief that with the development of Trade Unionisnm,

Soclalism or Anarchism problems of Jewish individuality and
exclusiveness would decline, and anti semitism and

persecution disappear. Some Jewish Socilalists were quick
to co-operate with their British colleagues, and as early
as 1895 an East London (Jewish) branch of the Socizal
Democratic Federation had been formed?
Other radical Jews sought to emphasise their Jewish
identity together with their Socialist commitment. In 1876

Aaron Liebermann had formed in London the Hebrew Socizlist
Union, in an attempt 'to synthesise the opposite ideals of
Socialism and Nationalism, and to amalgamate the struggles
for working class and Jewish national independence'.3 His
group - the first such Jewish Socialist organisation -
soon disintegrated, but with renewed Tsarist persecution

came the formation of further such groups in Russia. One

strand in this development was to lead to Socialist Zionism.

e
1 See R.Rocker, The London Years (London, 1956) and W.J.

Fishman, East Fnd Jewish Radicals 18752191L (London, 1975).

2 LE.Silberner, 'British Socialism and the Jews', Historia
Judaica, Vol 14, 1952, p. 38.

5 Fishman, op.cit., p. 76, For Liebermann see ibid.,

PP. 98-134 and N.Levin, Jewish Socialist Movement 1871-1917
(London, 1978) pp. 38-46




In July 1896 Herzl had received an enthusiastic
reception from working class Jews at a mass meeting in
Whitechgpel, a success he repeated two years later. The
English Zionist Federation, formed in 1898, nevertheless
drew most support from prosperous middle class Jews. But
in the early years of the next decade a number of immig-
rants brought with them the ldeas of a new Russian movement,
Poale Zion ('Workers of Zion'), whose ideology sought to
combine Marxist theory with a program which would lead to
the development of a Jewish State in Palestine.

The leading ideologists of the new movement were Nahman
Syrkin, whose Call to Jewish Youth was published in London

in 1901,l

and Ber Borochov. The latter, who lived in
England for a short period, was a rigorous and brilliant
thibker, and strove to outline 'a new theoretical economic
bage and a new revolutionary situation for the Jewish
masses while keeping the Marxist dlialectical frameworkﬁ.a
He rejected '"mystical and messianic'! Zionism but used
Marxist analytical methods to mount a challenge to the

theoretical basis of the Socialist but anti Zionist Bﬁnd.3

Later Poale Zionists moved away from a belief in the

inevitability of the 'stychic! process which would result

1 The pamphlet was printed in Berlin but published in
London to avoid trouble with the German police.

2 Levin, op.cit., p. 418. See also A.Perlmutter, 'Dov
Ber-Borochov: A Marxist-Zionist Ideologist!, Middle East
Studies, Vol 5, No. 1, 1969, pp. 32-43, S.Levenberg (ed.),
Selected Essays in Socialist-Zionism (London, 1948). For
Poale Zion in Russia see Levin, op.cit., pp. 393-419,

Z. Abramovich, "The Poale Zionist Movement in Russia: Its
History and Development" in H.F.Infield'(ed.), Essays in

Jewish Sociology, Labour and Co-operation (London, 1962)
pp. 63-72.

5 The Bund - The General Jewish Workers League in Russia
and Poland - grew rapidly in the early years of the century,
reaching a peak in 1905.



in a Jewish Palestine, and drawing in part on Narodnik
traditions stressed the importance of a regeneration
through a Jewish 'return to the soil' in Palestine. But
it was Borochov who first provided working class Zionists
with the theoretical tools to agure, on equal terms with
other left wing Jews, the Socialist case for a Zionist
program.

Poale Zion groups developed in Russia from 1902 onwards
and in spite of internal disputes and schisms rapidly
gained ground. In 1907 at a conference at The Hague the
'Jewish Socialist Workers' World Confederation Poale Zion'
was formed., Commitment to the class struggle and the
socialisation of the means of production was affirmed, but
this was to complement 'the territorial solution of the
Jewish question through the establishment of a Jewlish
Commonwealth inPalestine'.l Forty seven Socialist Zionist
delegates had attended the Zionist Congress in 1906, but
three years later Poale Zion withdrew from the organisation,
and formed its own Palestine Workers' Fund.Z

As early as 1902 two groups 'whose ideology was similar
to Labour Zionism' had been established in Britain, among
poor Yiddish speaking Jews in Leeds and East London.3 Both
soon collapsed, but a renewed effort was made in London the
following year. The new group Jjoined the Zionist

l. H.Fineman, Poale Zionism: An Outline of its Aims and
Institutions (New York, 1918) Appendix C.

2 Levin, op.cit., pp. 408-9.,

3 S.Levenburg (ed.), The Jews and Palestine: A Studv in
Labour Zionism (London, 1945) p. 126.



Federation, though seeing as its role the democratisation
of the movement and the furtherance of the class struggle.
A library was established and cultural activities conducted

1
'on an extensive scalelt.

The attitude of Jewish trade unionists towards Zionism
was generally cautious, and often bitterly hostile. The
new Poale Zion group was nevertheless based on the existing
union organisation. The first branch was formed within the
United Garment Workers (later non union members were
admitted) and further branches stemmed from the Boots and
Shoes Union and the hitherto antl Zionist Cablinet Makers
Union.2 A number of leading Jewish trade unionists
declared their support, though resistence to Zionist ideas
remained strong.

Although reaction to the Kishinev progrom gave addition-
al momentum to the Poale Zion movement in both Russia and
Britain both organisations were‘soon divided, as was the
Zionist movement as a whole, over the question of the
Ugandan offer.3 Ssupporters of the scheme were relatively
numerous in Britain, but enthusiasm declined as the

realisation of the plan grew less likely. 'Orthodox!

" Poale Zionism continued to grow, and branches were

established in Manchester, Liverpool, Leeds and Glasgow.4

A leading figure within Poale Zion was Kalman Marmor,

1 Ibid., p. 126. _The Jewish Yearbook (London, 1903-L)
p. 114 lists 'Poalie Zion' as a London Zionist Society.

2 M.J.Goldfine, The Growth of Zionism in England 1870-191%,
(Unpublished Master's Essay, Columbia University, 1939)

pp. 53-70. The Jewish Yearbook (London, 1905-6) p. 116
lists Poalie Zion No., 1 & No. la in London and also a Poale

Zion group in Liverpool.

5 Many Zionists, including Herzl, looked favourably on the

sugﬁest on that Jewish colonisation should be encouraged
in Uganda,

4 Levenberg, op.cit., p. 127. In January 1905 Weizmann




who worked for a time as a chemistry teacher in London. In
1905 he became editor of the short lived Yiddish publication
Die Yiddishe Ireiheit which appeared as the organ of the
United Poale Zion.l A friend of Chaim Weizmann, Marmor had
also been active as Secretary of Maarov, a middle class
group engaged in Zionist cultural activities in the East
Ehd,

Though Weizmann was active in Maarov he typified the
ambivalence of bourgeois Zionists towards the new Socialist
Zionist movement. Syrkin's Call to Jewish Youth he had
considered 'an outrageous nmixture of meaningless phrases
and sheer stupidity‘.a‘ Though he addressed a meeting of
Leeds Poale Zion friction evidently arose over an unful-
filled pledge to write an article for Die Yiddishe Freiheit.
In June 1905 Weizmann was referring to grievances held
against him by Poale Zion groups....f-5 A group of his omn
‘democratic fraction' also became active in the East End
with a program combining a revival of Hebrew activity with
practical work.in.Palestine4 but relations between 'East
End' and 'West End' Zionists remained poor.

At this time Poale Zion lacked both a clear statement
of 1its aims and apracticai program of action, as the

nmani festo of Leeds Poale Zion indicated:

referred to the Poale Zion 'Ugandan' wing as remaining

‘completely inert', C.Weizmann to K. Marmor, 25 Jan, 1905,
in L, Stein (ed.) The Letters and Papers of Chaim Weizmann,
Series A, (henceforth LPCW), (Lordon, 1968) Vol, IV, p. 12.
1 Fishman, op.cit., p. 286.

2 C. Weizmann to V.Khatzman, 26 June 1901, LPCW, Vol. I,
p. 137.

3 C. Weizmann to K.Marmor, 25 June 1905, LPCW, Vol. IV,

P. 115. Welzmann admitted that the complaints might be
'partially Jjustified:*.

4 Gartner, op.cit., p. 207.



'Poale Zion is a national movement of Jewish workers
which undertakes the following tasks (1) To create a
national-political centre in Palestine for the
Jewish people (2) To lead a struggle for civil and
national rights in the Diaspora (3) To struggle
against the present econonic ordeqlequally with
other proletarian organisations!?!,

As Gartner comments 'the second and third points...

meant little in the English environment... while a

'National-political centre! is political Zionism at its

luk.ewarmest'.2

In 1906 disagreements came to a head within Poale Zion
between the advocates of the existing policy of 'trade
unionism! and critics who called for a more determined
Socialist policy. At a conference held in Manchester in
April a Central Committee was set up, but no agreement could
be reached between the two factions, though the Socialist
group was to be allowed to propagandise freely.

The final victory of the 'Socialists! was not long
delayed., Following the arrival of new immigrants from
Russia a further conference was held in Liverpool on Christ-
mas Day, which declared itself to be 'the constituent
conference of the Poale Zion in England'.3 A radical
Soclalist Zionist program was adopted, and the following
year Kalman Marmor represented his party at the establish-
ment of the World Union in The Hague.

Despite these developments the momentum of the early
years could not be maintained. The Russian organisation

faced severe difficulties and a Jewish State in Palestine

1l Published in Die Yiddishe Freiheit May-June 1905 and
quoted in ibid., p. 266.

2 JIbid., p. 266. 3 Levenberg, op.cit., p. 127.



seemed as far away as ever. In 1910 the Zionist Banner
remarked on the low membership of the British Poale Zion,
which it ascribed to a vague program and lack of organisa-

1

tion, Similar problems beset the English Zionist

Federation, and at no point before the war did Zionist
membership exceed 6% of the Jewish p0pulation.2
Opposition to Zionism amongst the Jewish working class
remained strong. In May 1905 Weizmann debated with
Manchester Social Democrats the question of Zionism before
a large audience; to his wife he claimed a great victory.3
But although the influence of Jewish Social Democrats was
more significant outside their own community, their outright

opposition to Zionism in whatever form was a further check

to the expansion of Poale Zion. The anti Zionist Bund also

found some support in the years before the war.

The most vibrant and successful of the Jewish left wing
factions were the anarchists of the Arbeiter Friend group,
led by the gentile Rudolf Rocker. He was not unfriendly
towards Soclialist Zionists - whose creed, he noted, had few
supporters among Jewish *uar.ro:r]r:erss,+ - and reserved his chief
enmity for the Soclial Democrats. Indeed some members of his
circle combined both Zionist and Anarchist belief55 and

many more moved towards Zionism after 1914, Nevertheless

1l Goldfine, op.cit., p. 53.

2 Ibid., p. 82. See also P.Goodman, Zionism in England:
A Jubilee Record (London, 1949) pp. 29-31.

3 C.Weizmann to V.Khatzman, 12 May 1905, LPCW, Vol. IV,
Pe. 75.

4 Rocker, op.cit., pp. 179. See also Fishman, op.cit.,
pp. 267, 286.

> Rocker, op.cit., pp 32,143.




the Arbeiter Friend, the most successful radical Jewish
publication, consistently opposed Zionism, as did the
majority of anarchist sympathisers.

Socialist Zionists were small in number and weak in
influence among the Jewish community before the war. Thelr
chief success was in breaking down a little of the hostility
or apathy shown by working class Jews towards Zionisnm,
often seen as an irrelevant or impossible program propag-
ated by bourgeois English speaking Jews. As working class
Yiddish spezking Jews, who combined Zionism with a
Socialist outlook, when wartime opportunities came Poale
Zionists were ét least in a position to take a leading role
in enlisting support for Zionist aims both from working
class Jews and from within the wider British Labour
movement.

The view of the dominant Jewish Labour and Socialist
groups that Zionism represented a reactionary nationalist
creed echoed that of the European Soclalist movement as a
whole., Hostility within the Second International to
Zionism in the years before the war was an aspect of a more
general antipathy towards Jewish Socialist movements of any
kind, which in earlier years had seemed to border on a form
of anti semitism.l In the 1890's Jewish Socialists from
New York received unfriendly - recaptions at meetings of the

Second International, and the Bund continually failed to

1l E.Silberner, 'Anti Semitism and Philo Semitism in the
Socialist International', Judaism, II, 1953, pp. 1l17-22.
For the hostility of German Socialists to Zionism see

E. Silberner, 'German Soclal Democracy and the Jewish
Problem Prior to World War One', Historia Judaica, Vol. 15,

1953 4 PP ® 3"45-
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gain independent representation,l For Socialists of the
Second International even the Bund's proposals for cultural
autonomy were unacceptable. All Soclalists should join the
particular Socialist party of their state, and participate
in the common struggle of the whole working class.

In 1906 the International adopted the principle of
'national' representation. But although, for example,
Polish Socialists could now become full members, the change
did not extend to representation on an extra territorial

basis, and the Bund still failed to gain acceptance.

Between 1907 and 1911 Poale Zion sought to challenge their

own exclusion from the Intermational, but with no success,2

and in this respect the attitude of the Bund provided

additional support for the position of anti Zionist gentile
Socialists. Although the gmneral climate of Socialist
opinion towards both Jewish Socialiesm and Zionism was now

3 it was not until the war

less uncompromisingly hostile
that any practical change of heart was seen.

In Britain hostility was most clearly manifested by
the Social Democratic Federation. Silberner has noted that
'none of the British Soclal Democrats seems to have liked
the Jews'® and thetviaw that 'Jews represent capitalism in

its worst form!5 was not infrequently expressed. Overt

hostility declined in the 1900's as a number of Jews became

l Levin, op.cit., p. 110.

2 M.Jarblum, The Socialist International and Zionism (New
York, 1933) pp. 9-10.

5> Re,Wistrich, 'Marxism and Jewish Nationalism: The
Theoretical Roots of Conflict', Jewish Journal of Sociology,

Vol. 16, 1974, pp. 50-1.

L Silberner, 'British Socialism', op.cit., p. 39.
> Ibid., p. 42.
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prominant in the SDF, and a strong campaign was mounted in
opposition to the anti—alien.legislation.l The Jewish
menbers of the SDF nevertheless helped ensure that the
Zionist position was either rejected or ignored and in 1903
following the Kishinev pogroms the party refused to
participate in a demonstration in Hyde Park unless Zionists
were excluded.2 Of the SDF leaders only Herbert Burrows
evinced any sympathy for Zionist asPirations.3
For most Labour leaders the main points of contact with
the Jewish community were the questions of immigration and
trade union organisation. In fact the reaction of many
trade union leaders, and some Socialists, to the issue of
anti-alien legislation did them little credit. Sympathy for
persecuted Jews did not often lead to a friendly attitude
towards Jewish immigrants, and agitation by Socialist
groups against the anti-alien regulations was generally
renmarkable by its a,bsence.4 Gentile suspicions of Jewish
exclusiveness and allegations of a Jewish inability to work
within trade union organisations further harmed rela.tions.5

There were nevertheless a few Socialists whose contacts

with the Jewish working class did lead to a certain

and Labour: The

l P.Thompson, Social -
London, 196%7) p. 31l.

Struggle for London 1882-121&
2 ROCker, OE-Citi’, PP. 162"3-

3 Goldfine, op.cit., p. 72. Silberner, 'British Socialism!,
op.cit., p. 52.

4, J.A.Garrard, The English and Immigration 1880-191L
(London, 1971) pp.l157-82, 193-202.

5 It is evident that Beatrice Webb's investigation among
the Jewish community in London did not increase her
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sympathy for Zionist aspirations. In 1900, replying to
enquiries from the English Zionist Federation, George
Lansbury declared his belief that 'Zionism is a movement
which will contridute not only to the benefit of the Jews,
but of all nations'l whilst Philip Snowden answered that he

2

was 'most certainly in favour of Zionism!'. Furthermore it

is clear that many within the Labour Party were sustained
in their <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>