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who turns out to be secretary of the league. 
W e hesitate to conclude that an organization 
backed by such pillars of the community 
wishes tO' evade its responsibility, or to refer, 
as Mr . Belford does in a letter to the league, 
to the "widespread impression that your or
ganization is a racket." 

The Wage-Hour Bill 

KN U C K L I N G under to reactionary 
pressure opposing the possibility of a 

seventy-cent hourly minimum wage and a 
thirty-five-hour work-week, the House Labor 
Committee has recommended the 40-40 pro
visions adopted by the Senate. Even with 
this wage limitation, there still remain mil
lions of workers whose incomes can be 
greatly enhanced through the application of 
this standard. Especially since a House 
amendment brings most retail employees 
within the scope of the bill. Moreover, 
though average wages in manufacturing in
dustries have risen to a figure well above the 
projected minimum of sixteen dollars weekly, 
this does not mean that workers in all indus
tries have shared in the advance. 

Average hourly earnings declined between 
December 1934 and December 1936 in no 
less than twenty-three branches of industry 
studied by the Bureau of Labor Statistics. In 
men's furnishings, for example, this decline 
amounted to 17.7 percent! And a further 
tendency during this period was "for wages 
to fall in the low-wage industries." Detailed 
data in this study of wage trends from 1933 
to 1936 reveal conditions that freely explain 
the deep hostility to any wages and hours bill 
which seeks to end such wholesale exploita
tion. 

Because the House Committee adopted 
several amendments designed to protect wage 
and hour standards already established by 
collective bargaining, some commentators 
charge that the bill delegates legislative pow
ers to trade unions. And this, together with 
a wholesome dread of an administrative 
board that might be pro-labor, is said to 
threaten the foundations of responsible gov
ernment. 

Apparently it takes a long time to convince 
certain people that governmental responsi
bility is not limited solely to the upper-income 
brackets.-

Zionism Aduffs Its Opportunity 

TH E recent Zionist Congress in Zurich 
only emphasized the real crisis in the 

Zionist movement which has been coming to 
a head ever since the 1936 clashes between 
Arabs and Jews in Palestine. On the sur
face, the debate at the Congress centered 
around the British plan to partition Palestine 
into a Jewish state, an Arab state as adjunct 
to Transjordania, and a British corridor 
from Jerusalem to Jaffa. One side, led by 
the president of the Zionist organization, Dr . 
Chaim Weizmann, camouflaged its support 
of the British plan by accepting it as a basis 
for "bargaining." Another faction, led by 
Dr. Stephen S. Wise and others, rejected the 
plan as fraud and mockery. 

Was this, however, the real basis of the 
dispute? I t seems not. No doubt the British 
proposal stunned a large section of the Zion
ist leadership and practically all of the rank 
and file. T h e Congress decision to accept 
the Weizmann line will not do much to re
lieve that apprehension. For the partition 
proposal has confronted the Zionist move
ment with the necessity of reexamining first 
principles, the very goal and content of the 
movement in a concrete form. For a long 
time, Zionists maintained comforting illu
sions rooted in vague formulas. These have 
now been swept aside. 

The pro-pajtition faction at the Congress 
argued very simply that this was the best 
compromise available and, anyway, perhaps 
Great Britain would be more liberal about 
the boundary lines after some negotiation. 
Posing as "realists," these Zionists were 
ready to accept a plan which, according to 
Davar, Palestine's leading Zionist daily, 
"means a Jewish state without Jews and 
Zionism without Zion." T h e paper, in the 
first heat of idisappointment, exaggerated 
somewhat. But the fact remains that the 
Jewish state, if and when it becomes a real
ity, will hardly amount to a homeland for 
most oppressed Jews in the outer world and 
will be confronted with tremendous inner 
contradictions. 

In respect to the population problem, the 
Jewish state will be almost as large as Dela
ware, but it already has twice the population 
of Delaware. I t must be remembered that 
Delaware is an industrial state while Pales
tine is not. In respect to future peace in 
Zion, the Jewish state will still contain more 
than two hundred thousand Arabs, a very 
sizable minority, having a much faster rate 
of natural increase than the Jews. I t might 
almost be said that the new state will possess 
all the problems of the old, even though it 
will be in miniature. 

The real crisis in the Zionist movement is 
much more clearly seen among the opponents 
of partition. In this country, the most bitter 
opponents are the so-called Labor Zionists. 
The latest issue of their English organ, the 
Jewish Frontier, features articles of an ex
tremely hostile nature by both its editors. 

Reading these articles we are struck by 
their utter inability to offer any alternative. 
They dislike this plan intensely. But what 
do they offer in its stead ? Do they want to 
keep the original mandate, under which 
Great Britain rules supreme, the same Great 
Britain which the Jewish Frontier so fre
quently denounces as perfidious? Do they 
want a Jewish state over all Palestine, not 
merely one-fourth ? W h a t part shall the 
Arabs play in any Palestinian government? 

The partition plan inevitably raises these 
fundamental questions. I t is easy enough tO' 
reject. It is harder to reconstruct. The sup
porters of the plan have triumphed because 
they accepted the British proposal and thus 
saved themselves the trouble of thinking it 
through. T h e opponents of the plan know' 
what they dislike, but they are impotent be
cause they refuse to look the truth in the 
face. 

As a result, a good many votes were lost 
to the opposition through the backsliding of 
delegates already committed against the plan. 
These people lack any fundamental outlook 
on the whole subject and they sway with 
contradictory winds of doctrine, depending 
upon which is stronger at a given time and 
place. The pro^partition faction had the 
Congress in the bag even before it began, be
cause they were largely in charge of its 
machinery and they operated on the basis of 
a fait accompli. The tragedy now in store 
for world Jewry is this: the Arabs may well 
carry on the fight against British imperialism 
alone and the Zionist organizations will 
again appear in public as Britain's chief ally. 

T h e old mandate cannot do. I t is just as 
much a British snare as the new plan. I t 
raised just as insuperable problems in rela
tions to the Arabs as the new one. I t has 
resulted in at least three major clashes. So 
the Labor Zionists go slow in espousing the 
status quo ante. 

They are in this dilemma because they still 
refuse to see that the only solution to the 
Palestine problem is a frontal attack against 
the mandate in principle. Instead of British 
rule, democratic rule by the people of Pales
tine, meaning both Jews and Arabs. Instead 
of a Jewish state of laughable dimensions, a 
democratic state in which the Jews, as a 
minority, will possess all the rights and priv
ileges of a national minority. T h e Jews and 
Arabs of Palestine lived in peace and order 
for two thousand years before the mandate. 
They can live thus again—without the man
date. 
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