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oicing his views on Isracl.
Stone's personal ba

*lzzy' Stone faces a prob-
¢m common to i number of Jewish intel-
sctuals in America — being shunned for

keround as the first
eporter to travel with illegal Jewish immig-
ints running the British blockade to get to
‘alestine should, one would have thought,

stablished his Jewish eredentials fairly I'mniy

S0 too should his tirst book
mideregronnd to Palesune, which
as dedicared to those immigrants
nd castigated the British who, he
“sucritice”  the
immigrants in order 1o
hyild an alliance with the Muslim
pper amst  Russia.
rance amd the United States and
wop the Mid-east under thewr
ntrol”

ml, tried to
wish

classes

He quit journalism so that he
wld take a wholly partisan role
advocate for the immigrants.

Cause

Y et Stone’s personal identifica-
n with lewish suffering. and the
Atthat lns book was a substantial
Tuence  in promoting  their
use, hardly sufficed in American
wikh ¢ircles. Within a few years
devensinee lzzy Stone has been
mething ol @ pariah.

Now the book has been repub-
wil with a new second part toit:
ffections and Meditations Thirty

irs Afrer which s, in a sense,

Mark

Bruzonsky
reporting
from Washington

Izzv's self-defence as well as his
counter-attack.

Stone committed two basic sins
as far as American Jewry is con-
cerned. First, he refused to buckle
under 1o a newly-imposed party-
like “discipline™ that organised
American Jewry instituted as a
reaction to its impotenace during
the 30s. )

And second, he always main-
tained that whatever the pluses
and minuses of Zionism, the
interests of the Arab population of
Palestine was also an important
Jewish concern.

Part two of the new edition o
Underground To Palesiine con-
sists of two shortessars, In the first
— Confessions of a wewislt Dissi-

dent — Stone lambasts the Ameri-
can Jewish establishment for his
(and so many others) rejection.

*Despite all these credentials,”
he notes after listing his Jewish
ties, “1 find myself — like many
fellow American intellectuals,
Jewish and non-Jewish — ostra-
cised whenever [ try 1o speak up
on the Mid-cast.”

Dissent

Stone’s original sin came in a
single rather obscure sentence in
his book. Aflter suggesting that" In
a sane and orderly world, the
U.S.A., USSR, France and Britaimr
would join in an international
development  scheme  for  the
Mid-cast and in a context of rising
living standards provide ample
room for the Jews in Palestine,”
he then went on to mildly suggest,
1 myself would like to sec a bi-
national Arab-Jewish state made
of Palestine and Trans-Jordan, the
whale to be part of a Mid-castern
Semitic Federation.”

Though later the name |.F.
Stone became specifically
associated with the Palestinian
cause and later still with the notion
of a Palestinian as well as a Jewish
state in historic Palestine. jn 1946
he made no further comment on
these issues.

When the book was published
and friends from the Zionist
movement approached lzzy about
an advertising campaign he put his
foot down to their polite insistence
that the offending sentence disap-
pear.

Recalling the experience hall a
life-time later Stone notes in this
first essay, “That ended the lun-
cheon, and in a way, the book. I¢
was in effect boycotted.”

Since then the name LF. Stone
has been progressively harshly
treated in American Jewish cir-
cles. lzzy has been unjustly vilified
as a “sell-hating Jew" and an
anti-Zionist, neither of which his
friends have ever known him to
be,
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isolation of lzzy,
Jew who d

The second of Stone’s *Thirty
Years Later’ essay is titled The
Other Zionism, and recalls the var-
ious figures and groups within the
Zionist movement who were
never antagonist or condescend-
ing toward the Arabs, who always
realised that Zionism's fulfilment
lies in eventual acceptance by the
Palestinian Arabs.

In assaulting Begin's “rigid,
monolithic policy totally unsuited
to the great opportunitics opened
up by Sadat's courageous initia-
tive,” Stone recalls the schism in
Zionism represented by Jabotins-
ky's Herut movement versus the
various Zionist groups who always
have accepted the legitimacy of
Palestinian nationalism.

In reviewing the ups and downs
of this other Zionism, Stone
rightly prophecises that “To
impose the kind of self-rule Begin
envisages on the Palestinians is to
put Israel into an endless sea of
trouble.” But “all else becomes

negotiable,” he adds, “if the prin-
ciple of self-determination is rec-
ognised.”

*“The main current of Zionism,”
Stone begins his second conclud-
ing essay, “"has always nourished
itsell on the illusion that the Jews
were ‘a people without a land
returning to*a land without a peo-
pe’

But there was from the begin-
ning of the movement another
Zionism, now almost forgotten,
except by scholars,” he continues,
“which was prepared, from the
deepest ethical metives, to face up
to the reality that Palestine was
not an empty land but contained
another and kindred people.”

“They were a lonely handful
then, and a lonelier one now,”
Stone adds, **'when the pendulum
of power has swung to the far
right, to the ultra-nationalists,
with their old leader, Menachem
Begin, in office.”

be different

Despite being disliked Stone
refuses to stop telling the “truth as
he sces it. He ends his book by
saying:-

*“No matter which the choice,
the two people must live together,
either in the same Palestinian state
or side by side in two Palestinian
states.

But cither solution requires a
revival of the other Zionism, a
recognition that two peoples —
not one — occupy the same land
and have the same rights.

This is the path to reconcilia-

tion and reconciliation alone can
guarantee Israel’s survival. Isracl
can exhaust itselfl in new wars. It
can commit suicide. It can. pull
down the pillars on itself and its
neighbours.
, But it can live only by reviving
that spirit of fraternity and justice
and concialition that its prophets
preached and the other Zionism
sought to apply.”
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