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Will Israel Outlive Its Fascists?
Jabotinsky: Mussolini’s Favorite

by Steven Meyer

What has brought Israel to its current path of self-destruction
is the resurrection of the fascist Vladimir Ze' ev Jabotinsky,
whose 1923 “Iron Wall” thesis—a Jewish military force that
would dash Arabs' hope for a nation-state—is the basis for
Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon’ sand the Isragli Defense
Forces (IDF) Nazi-like policiestoday. Sharon is an avowed
follower of Jabotinsky, and every Likud primeminister, from
Menachem Beginto Benjamin Netanyahu, hasbeen aprotéegé
of Jabotinsky, either as an extremist leader within his move-
ment, or afamily member of such leaders. Collectively, they
are called Jabotinsky’s “Kindergarten.” They often refer to
themselvesas Jabotinsky’ s“ Princes’ (see Steven Meyer, “ Ja-
botinsky Wrecked Zionists Hope for ‘Water for Peace’ in
Mideast, EIR, May 24, 2002).

A number of courageous individuals within the Jewish
community have been outspoken against this atrocity. In
1996, Rabbi David Goldberg, the senior rabbi of the Reform
Synagogue of London, published To The Promised Land, A
History of Zionist Thought From Its Origins to the Modern
Sateof Israel (New Y ork: Penguin, 1996). Goldbergincludes
a section on Jabotinsky, which is unique in detailing how
Jabotinsky’s Zionism did not come, as he puts it, from an
inner contact with Judaism, nor did Jabotinsky ever “breathe
the atmosphere of Jewish cultural tradition.” Rabbi Goldberg
proves, through Jabotinsky’ s personal |etters, published arti-
cles, and autobiography, that his Zionism camefrom an affin-
ity for variousItalian Romantic movementsand specificindi-
vidualswho hel ped launch the career of Benito Mussolini.

Jabotinsky admitsin hisautobiography: “1f | have aspiri-
tual homeland, it isltaly, much morethan Russia. . . . All my
views on nationalism, the state, and society were developed
during those years under Italian influence; it was there that |
learned to love the art of the architect, the sculptor, and the
painter, as well as the Latin song. . . . At the university my
teachers were Antonio Labriola and Enrico Ferri, and the
belief in the justice of the socialist system, which they im-
planted in my heart, | kept as self-evident until it became
utterly destroyed by the Red experiencein Russia. Thelegend
of Garibaldi, the writings of Mazzini, the poetry of Leopardi
and Giusti have enriched and deepened my superficial Zion-
ism; from an instinctive feeling they made it into a doctrine”
(emphasis added).

Author Shmuel Katz, aleader of Irgun (the Jewish terror-
ist movement against the British occupation of Palestine),
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who travelled with Jabotinsky as his personal secretary for
part of 1937, revealed the extent of Jabotinsky’s fervor for
this Romantic milieu in Lone Wolf, A Biography of Vladimir
Z¢€ ev Jabotinsky (New Y ork: Barricade Books, 1996). Born
on Oct. 17, 1880, Jabotinsky attended the University of Rome
for approximately two years, leaving in the Summer of 1901.
Hetook classeswith Enrico Ferri, who wasthefounder of the
science of criminal sociology, and studied philosophy and
history with Antonio Labriola, one of Italy’s leading Marx-
ists. He attended Labriola s nightly salon at the Aranyo Cafe
inthe Corso. To hisfriends, hewas* Vladimiro Giabotinsky.”
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Attack on a civilian target by a Palestinian suicide bomber? No:
Thisisthe King David Hotel in Jerusalem, which was bombed by
Jabotinsky’ sterrorist Irgun Society in 1946.
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Hisaffinity for Italian political figurescontinued, and hemade
adetailed study of Garibaldi’slife, for whom he developed a
great admiration.

Rabbi Goldberg provides a most crucia psychological
detail of theinfluence of these Italian movements on Jabotin-
sky the Zionist. In 1920, when Palestinian Arabs attacked
Jewish settlersin Jerusalem during the Passover celebrations,
Jabotinsky led a reprisal attack as the nascent leader of the
underground defense force Haganah. Jabotinsky’'s role-
model for the reprisal was Gabriele D’ Annunzio, the Italian
poet, novelist, and soldier (Jabotinsky was aso a poet and
writer), and an early supporter of fascism who was then
mounting a “gallant but futile” defense of the mini-state of
Fiume. D’ Annunzio was defeated but allowed to retreat to
Lake Garda, where he set himself to writing about patriotism
and entertained Mussolini.

Existentialism and Fascism

Jabotinsky’ s Zionism was existentialism, and he chose to
recruit followersby attacking traditional Judaism. In 1907, he
and ahandful of collaboratorsformed Rasvyett (New Dawn), a
Jewish weekly, in St. Petersburg, Russia. It becamethe organ
of the Revisionist movement. Irgunist author Katz describes
Rasvyett as making a revolution in the thought and mood of
the Russian Jewish community. “The Jew—Rasvyett
taught—demanded equality not because he represented an
ancient civilization nor because he could name so many great
Jews who had contributed to the progress of humanity in a
variety of fields. The Jews did not demand equality because
of their being especialy virtuous or because they were so
useful to the Russian economy. . . . They did not set out to be
anybody’ steacher, or to bea'light unto nations’ [the Biblical
injunction which David Ben-Gurion, an opponent of Jabotin-
sky and the father of Israel, held dearly—ed.]. Demanding
civil rightsfor al, they demanded for themselves equality in
thoserightsfor the sole reason that, like everybody else, they
were human beings.”

Rabbi Goldberg also provides a survey of Jabotinsky’s
writings to show how he developed into a fascist. In 1910,
Jabotinsky published an article entitled “Homo Homini Lu-
pus’ (“Man Is a Wolf to Man”), which shows how deeply
ingrained was his existentialism, as was his hatred for the
intellectual tradition of Moses Mendel ssohn and Mosaic Ju-
daism. Liberalism is dead, Jabotinsky argued. Liberalism is
“abroad concept, vague because of its all-encompassing na-
ture; it isadream about order and justice without violence, a
universal dream woven of sympathy, tolerance, a belief in
the basic goodness and righteousness of man.” There is no
foundation whatsoever for the view that “anyone who has
himself suffered for along time under the yoke of a stronger
one, will not oppressthoseweaker thanhe. . . . Only theBible
says, ‘thou shalt not oppress astranger, for ye know the heart
of astranger, seeing ye were strangers in the land of Egypt.’
Contemporary morality hasno placefor such childish human-
ism. ... Stupid is the person who believes in his neighbor,
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good and loving as the neighbor may be; stupid isthe person
who relies on justice. Justice exists only for those whosefists
and stubbornness make it possible for them to redlizeit. . . .
Do not believe anyone, be always on guard, carry your stick
always with you—this is the only way of surviving in this
wolfish battle of all against all.”

In 1912, Jabotinsky published an article entitled “ Reac-
tionary,” which embraced the fascist and corporatist view of
the state. In writing about the nationalist fervor of Garibaldi,
he declared: “ One’' s whol e strength was consumed solely by
national questions and ‘amor patriae,’ but today’s socialists
would dismissGaribaldi asdivisive, areactionary chauvinist,
an obfuscator of class consciousness, aseducer of youth from
universal humanideals. Did Garibaldi remind hiscompatriots
to lovethe Germanslike brothers? On the contrary, hisevery
action was to intensify their hatred of the foreigner; he de-
manded unity of rich and poor in the name of the homeland,;
he demanded that they forget al conflicts and put aside al
internal quarrels, until the nationalist ideal isrealized.”

Racial Theoriesof Zionism

Jabotinsky incorporated his racial theories of Zionism
from the international eugenics movement, whose leading
proponentswrote Hitler’ sracial theories. In 1913, hewrotea
document that could have been used by the German Nazi
Party. “Let us draw for ourself theideal type of an ‘absolute
nation,” " hewrote. “ It would haveto possessaracia appear-
ance of marked unique character, an appearance different
fromtheracial natureof that nation’ sneighbors. It would have
to occupy from time immemorial a continuous and clearly
defined piece of land; it would be highly desirable if in that
area there would be no alien minorities, who would weaken
national unity. It would have to maintain an original national
language, which is not derived from another nation.”

His corresponding adherence to racialist dogmawas evi-
denced as early as 1904. In aletter, he wrote: “ The source of
national feeling ... liesin aman’s blood . . . in his racio-
physical type, andinthat alone. . . aman’ s spiritual outlooks
are primarily determined by his physica structure. . .. For
that reason we do not believein spiritual assimilation. . . . All
the nations that have disappeared (apart from those . . . who
were massacred . ..) were swallowed up in the chasm of
mixed marriages. . . . Autonomy inthe Golah [exil€] islikely
tolead. . . tothe complete disappearance of the Jewish nation
as such from the face of the earth. . . . Just imagine. . . when
our offspring will be living at peace among a strange people.
... These conditions will lead naturally and freely to an in-
crease in mixed marriages. . . . Thiswill mean the inception
of complete assimilation. . .. Without those physical roots,
the spiritual flower isbound to wither. . . . Thiswill mark the
end of the battle waged by the Jewish people for national
existence. . . .

“A preservation of national integrity isimpossible except
by apreservation of racia purity, and for that purpose we are
in need of aterritory of our own. . . . If you should ask mein
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Italy’s* Il Duce,” Benito Mussolini (left) and Vladimir Jabotinsky. Mussolini praised the
Zionist project, saying that the person to achieveitis* your fascist, Jabotinsky.” The Sern
Gang advocated an alliance with Mussolini, and, as late as 1941, sought a treaty with
Hitler.

asense of revolt and outrage: But surely in that case you want
segregation at all costs! | would answer that one must not be
afraid of words and not of the word ‘ segregation.” The poet,
the scholar, the thinker . . . must cut himself off and remain
alone with himself. . . . No creativeness is possible without
segregation. . . . The nation, too, must create. . . . A credtive
nation isin need of segregation . . . it will create new values
insegregation. . . it will not keep themto itself but will place
them on the common international tablefor the general good,
and so its segregation will be looked upon with favor by hu-
manity.”

Jabotinsky’ sviewswereendemicto hisbrand of Zionism.
Wolfgang von Weidl, the financia director of Jabotinsky’s
New Zionist Organization (the Revisionists' world congress)
and its diplomatic representative to Eastern Europe, in an
interview with a Bucharest diplomatic paper, said that “he
[Weidl] personally was a supporter of Fascism, and he re-
joiced at thevictory of Fascist Italy in Abyssiniaasatriumph
of the White races against the Black.” Von Weid was alife-
long personal friend and collaborator of Menachem Begin.

In 1933, Jabotinsky published “ A Lecture on Jewish His-
tory,” which furthered his race science. As Rabbi Goldberg
noted, it was a crucial text that would allow for Jabotinsky’s
followers, who had become well established in Palestine, to
believe that they were superior to the Arabs. “ Every race has
adifferent spiritual mechanism,” Jabotinsky wrote. “Thishas
nothing to do with the fact whether there exist ‘ pure’ racesor
not; of course, al racesare ‘mixed,” and thisincludes us, the
Jews. But the mixture is different from caseto case. . . . The
nature of the spiritual mechanism depends onrace; thedegree
of intelligence, a stronger or weaker tendency to look for
novel experiences, the readiness to acquiesce in the existing
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situation or the courage to make new discoveries, the stub-
bornness or, conversely, the kind of character which gives
up after the first unsuccessful attempt: all these modes are
themselves a product of race” (emphasis added).

What Isthe‘lron Wall’?

Jabotinsky’s“Iron Wall” is the exact thesis by which Is-
raglis such as Sharon have deployed against the Palestinians,
and especially Palestinian Authority President Y asser Arafat,
today. It is this thesis which was embraced by the political
networks that killed the Oslo peace process and authored the
assassination of Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin. (See,
in particular, Lenni Brenner’s book, The Iron Wall, Zionist
Revisionism from Jabotinsky to Shamir [London: Zed
Books, 1984].)

Listento Jabotinsky: “ A voluntary agreement between us
and the Arabs of Palestine is inconceivable, now or in the
foreseeablefuture. . . . We can not promise any reward either
to the Arabs of Palestine or to Arabs abroad. A voluntary
agreement is unattainable, and thus, those who regard an ac-
cord with the Arabs as a condition sine qua non of Zionism,
must admit to themselves today that this condition cannot be
attained and hence we must eschew Zionism. We must either
suspend our settlement efforts or continue them without pay-
ing attention to the mood of the natives. Settlements can de-
velop under the protection of aforce which is not dependent
on the local population, behind an iron wall which they [the
Arabs] will be powerlessto break down.”

Thelron Wall was a Jewish military force whose purpose
Jabotinsky explained asfollows: “Aslong astherelingersin
the heart of the Arabs even the faintest hope that they may
succeed in ridding themselves of us, there are no blandish-
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ments or promises in the world which have the power to per-
suade them to renounce their hope—precisely because they
arenotamob, buta‘living nation.” ” Think again of murderer
Sharon. Jabotinsky argued that only when the wave of Arab
opposition had been broken against the “iron wall,” would
moderate elements with more measured response come for-
ward to negotiate with the Jews. Then talks could take place
about mutual concessions. “ But thesoleway to thisagreement
is through the iron wall, the establishment in Palestine of a
force which will in no way be influenced by Arab pressure.
In other words, the only way to achieve a settlement in the

future istotal avoidance of attemptsto arrive at a settlement
inthe present.”

Jabotinsky then published The Morality of the Iron Wall,
a Nazi-like propaganda piece akin to Nietzsche's Triumph
of the Will. He wrote: “Zionism is a positive force, morally
speaking—a moral movement with justiceonitsside. . . . If
the causeisjust, then justice must triumph, without regard for
the assent or dissent of anyoneelse. . . . [Theworld] does not
belong only to those who have too much land, but also [to]
those who have none. Requisition of an area of land from a
nationwithlargestretchesof territory in order tomakeahome

Affirm the Mendelssohn
Defense of the Soul
by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

The following is an excerpt
from a May 13 memo-
randum from Lyndon
LaRoucheto hisassociates,
urging “ a specific type of
fresh emphasis’ on the
global relationship be-
tween the Phaedon of Mo-
ses Mendelssohn (1729-
1786) and the dialogues of
Plato. “This must situate .
Mendelssohn,” he wrote, E__ y
“asacentral figure of those
influenced by Abraham
Kastner's crucial role in the mid-Eighteenth-Century
launching of the German Classical movement of Lessing,
Mendelssohn, et al.”

Moses Mendel ssohn

... Now, the hope for Middle East peace hangsimplicitly
on theimplications of M oses Mendelssohn’slegacy. That
hope for peace depends, to a crucia degree, upon the in-
creasing number of Israelis opposing the fascist police-
state policies of a Sharon and Netanyahu. The latter have,
asit is said, “crossed the Rubicon”; that, in a way more
than slightly similar to those proposing a North American
Command. (In short, both the Likudniks and the propo-
nents of akindred U.S. military policy, arein the process
of replicating the “SS state” of Hitler-Himmler.) Do the
Israeli opponents of the military policies of the Likudniks
and the fascist rabble of the predominantly racist U.S.
“Christian Zionists’ represent a plausible “ Jewish princi-
ple,” or do the Isragli opponents of the Isragli Defense
Forces command's carnage? The possibility of imple-

menting a durable peace, even any peace at all, depends
upon the proper answer to that question of Israeli legit-
imacy.

After one has sorted out the carnage of Hitler’ sefforts
to exterminate thelegacy of Mendel ssohn and the Yiddish
Renai ssance, the authorship of what has been since called
the Shoah, is traced proximately to the existentialist fol-
lowers of the anti-Semite and syphilitic dionysiac Frie-
drich Nietzsche, including such as Nazi philosopher Mar-
tin Heidegger and the degenerate Jews of Heidegger's
cronies among the Frankfurt School circles of Theodor
Adorno and Hannah Arendt. (An angry Jew might erupt
with the remark against all those heathen existentialists:
“Belike Nietzsche: die of syphilis!”)

Thecrucia benchmark from with which to begin map-
pingthetask beforeus, i sthat afascist Jew, such as Jabotin-
sky, is like any other fascist, such as Hitler, Mussolini,
Franco, or the Brzezinski-Huntington crew. He is only
accidentally a Jew, and essentially a fascist like Hitler,
as the worst of Israel’s Likudniks are demonstrating that
currently. Indeed, such Likudniks are carrying on Hitler's
work, in effect, by turning their Jewish recruits into fas-
cists; soon, were they successful, there would be no real
Jews left.

Thus, the hope of a durable peace hangs upon an ecu-
menical solidarity among Christians, Muslims, and those
Jews who accept the principle of Genesis 1. that men and
women are each made equally in the image of the Creator,
set apart from, and above the beasts, to exert the Creator’s
dominioninthe universeabout us. Historically, thereisno
more relevant exponent of such an ecumenical basis than
Lessing's real-life “Nathan der Weise” (“Nathan the
Wise”), hisfriend and collaborator, M oses Mendel ssohn.

However, theriver of blood which hasflowed between
Israeli and Arab for the greater part of a century, will not
be staunched with amere literal doctrine. There must bea
deeper, actually cognitiveinsight of the type expressed by
Mendelssohn’s Phaedon. Thisiis, first and foremost, my
personal responsibility, since | am the only leading paliti-
cal figure on the world-scene presently, who efficiently
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for awandering people, is an act of justice, and if the land-
owning nation doesnot wish to cedeit (and thisis completely
natural) it must be compelled. A sacred truth, for whose real-
ization the use of forceis essential, does not cease thereby to
be a sacred truth.”

Jabotinsky AlliesWith Mussolini

By 1934, Jabotinsky and his Betar youth movement had
made an aliance with Il Duce, when the Betar established a
naval training academy at Civitavecchia, Mussolini’s naval
base north of Rome. L’ldea Sonistica, Betar’s Italian-lan-

guage magazine, described the dedication ceremonieswhich
launched the academy: “The order—'Attention!” A triple
chant ordered by the squad’'s commanding officer—'Viva
L'Italia, Vivall Re! Vivall Duce!” resounded, followed by
the benediction which Rabbi Aldo Lattes invoked in Italian
and in Hebrew for God, for the King, and for Il Duce . ..
‘Giovinezza [thefascist party’ santhem] wassung withmuch
enthusiasm by the Betarim.”

Mussolini endorsed Jabotinsky in 1935, saying, “For Zi-
onism to succeed, you need to have a Jewish state with a
Jewish flag, and Jewish language. The person who really un-

represents the same Platonic standpoint from which the
work of Leibniz, Kastner, Lessing, and Moses Mendels-
sohn flowed.

We haverecently emerged from acentury in European
civilization, whose characteristic has been that growing
philosophical mediocrity, that low-life pragmatism and
single-issuism, whichisal sotypified (you should blush) by
those formerly among us who succumbed to compromise
with the same fascist gnosticism rampant in the Arlington
[Virginia, U.S.A.] Diocese. The world has few left, who
could be described as* philosophers’ without an epidemic
of blushing throughout the halls of awitting academia. |
need make no broad claims, other than being virtually “the
last of the Mohicans’ inhabiting aland where real philo-
sophical minds oncelived.

Treaties, programs, and doctrines will not provide a
durable basis for Middle East peace. Such attempts have
already failed all too often. There must be an elementary,
deep-going philosophical basisfor apeace; nothing super-
ficial can staunch the decades’ rising tide of blood. Men-
delssohntypifiesthat basis: partly because heisatrue ecu-
menical figure, an ecumenical Orthodox Jew to thetime of
his death. More important: he understands the meaning of
the soul, as| do. Only when we put forward the concept of
the cognitive nature of theimmortal soul, asMendel ssohn
speaksto Plato, doeshistory makemoral sense. Only when
we attempt to balance the account of our dead from our
past, with our obligation to the future to come after our
mortal existence, can we define that kind of quality of im-
mortal self-interest embodied in our momentary, mortal
selves, whichisneeded to bring forth agreat instrument of
peace, something akin today, to the 1648 Treaty of West-
phalia. The Jew must find his soul’ s placein apeace of the
Middle East, as the existence of Germany today depends
still upon the deep principle adopted as the first article of
agreement to the Treaty of Westphalia.

The nub of the matter isaclear, cognitive comprehen-
sion of the immortal historic interest of a brief mortal
existence.

We come, born to the present, asavisiting traveller in

time. We must come as an angel, to bring some good, a
good which may help to heal the wounds of the past, con-
sole the living, and bring forth progress to a better future.
Wecome, briefly, to dwell thusin past, present, and future,
all at once. Inthat respect weareimmortal, yet, the paradox
is, that we can act so only through the medium of our mor-
tality.

Y e, if webring the discovery of what aretruly discov-
ered, or rediscovered universal physical principles, and
if we cause those to be shared and transmitted, several
wonderful, immortal consegquences are gained. Suchideas
not only change the present and future; they also fulfill
the implicit hopes of those from the past, who may have
suffered horribly in the course of their struggle to make
the present possible, and thus change the outcome of their
having lived. Thus, we act with the determination, that
nothing good which occursin the simultaneity of eternity
shall ever be wasted. Then, perhaps, there will come a
time, in which we shall understand more fully what time
itself was all about.

While you are mastering the deeper implications of
Gauss' sdiscoveriesfromtheperiod|leading tothepublica-
tion of his Disquisitiones,* read the relevant work of both
Plato and Moses M endel ssohn from that vantage-point in
cognitive practice. With that in view, remember that Mo-
ses Mendelssohn did more than anyone to free the Jew of
Austria and Germany to become a citizen of his nation;
today, hiswork is a crucia selection of rallying point to
rally Israel and Arabs alike for an urgently needed escape
from aLikudnik existentialists' Hell. Put the Phaedon on
thetable, and say, ever so simply, to Israeli and Arab like:
Let there be perpetual peace and fraternity between us.

The combined will and power of the U.S.A. and other
nations could stop thewar; but only ecumenical bondscan
secure the peace.

1. See Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., “Dialogue on the Fundamentals of
Sound Policy,” EIR, May 3, 2002; Bruce Director, “ Fundamental Theo-
rem: Gauss's Declaration of Independence,” EIR, April 12, 2002, and
“Bringing the Invisible to the Surface,” EIR, May 3, 2002.
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derstands that isyour fascist, Jabotinsky.”

Il Duce gave his personal endorsement to the project in
1936, when he visited Civitavecchia and reviewed the Betar
cadre force. It was not a mere coincidence that the universal
uniform of Betar was the fascist brownshirt.

Although Jabotinsky wascareful not to endorse M ussolini
directly, he nonetheless publicly defended him. In 1935 dur-
ing alecture tour of the United States, Jabotinsky wrote sev-
era articles which appeared in the New Y ork Jewish Daily
Bulletin. “Whatever any few think of Fascism’s other points,
there is no doubt that the Italian brand of Fascist ideology is
at least anideology of racial equality. Let usnot be so humble
asto pretend that this does not matter—that racial equality is
too insignificant an idea to outbalance the absence of civic
freedom. For it is not true. . . . Equality comes first, dways
first, super first; and Jews should remember it, and hold that
aregimemaintaining that principleinaworld turned cannibal
does, partly, but considerably, atone for its other short-
comings.”

That same year, Jabotinsky founded the New Zionist Or-
ganization and sought to hold itsfirst conventionin the Vene-
tian port city of Trieste. According to sources, associatesdis-
suaded him, arguing that it would be a public endorsement of
Italian Fascism, which was not politically appropriate. (The
congresswas held in Vienna.)

‘From a Fascist’s Notebook’

Other leaders within Jabotinksy’s movement were pub-
licly avowed fascists. During theearly 1930s, the Betar news-
paper in Palestine, Doar Hayom, contained aweekly column
entitled “From a Fascist’s Notebook,” which was written by
AbbaAchimier. Achimier' sarticlesreferred to Jabotinsky as
“Our Duce,” and they embraced Mussolini for transforming
Italy from aweak-willed peopleinto avital nation. Achimier
also embraced Hitler’s National Socialism for saving Ger-
many from civil war and the dictatorship of the Soviets.

Achimier was a mgjor influence within the Revisionist
movement. Prime Minister Menachem Begin, a protégé of
Jabotinsky, was a close associate of Achimier aswell. When
Begin and other Revisionists created the Herut party after
Israeli Independence, Begin recruited Achimier and Weisl to
write for its newspaper.

Nor was Begin the only Likud prime minister with tiesto
Achimier. To celebrate the 50th anniversary of Israel, Ben-
zion Netanyahu, thefather and political mentor of then-Prime
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, and who had been Jabotin-
sky’ spersonal secretary inthe 1930s, gavealecturein Jerusa
lem to commemorate the life of Achimier, whom he praised
ashispolitical rolemodel.

Achimier was not only a publicly avowed fascist, but in
1933 he was arrested and charged with inciting to murder
Chaim Arlosoroff, the head of the political department of the
Jewish Agency, who was negotiating with leading Arabs to
establish a binational state and an economic program that
would uplift the entire region.
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An Alliance With Hitler

The LEHI organization, known also as the Stern Gang,
was a splinter group from Jabotinsky’s Revisionists, and Li-
kud PrimeMinister Yitzhak Shamir becameoneof itsleading
figures. According to authenticated documents, Avraham
Stern, theleader and founder of LEHI, drafted variouspropos-
asfor an alliance with Mussolini. Documents also prove that
aslate as 1941, LEHI sought atreaty agreement with Hitler,
that would alow for LEHI to establish a totalitarian state
in Palestine.

The details of LEHI’ s fascist philosophy and its politics
wasreveadedin “Yitzhak Shamir, Then and Now,” an article
by I srael Shahak (MiddleEast Policy Council, 1992). Shahak,
an authority on Isradl’s religious and political right wing,
provided detailed information and source material . Although
it wasknown in Israel, Shahak’ s article marked thefirst time
that it had ever been published in English, or circulated out-
side Israel. Shahak isaHolocaust survivor and aretired pro-
fessor of chemistry at Hebrew University in Jerusalem, and
was chairman of the Isragli League for Human and Civil
Rights.

Shamir embraced LEHI’ s philosophy, “Principles of Re-
naissance’ (of the Jewish nation), and, according to Shahak,
they were his guiding light as Prime Minister.

The “Principles of Renaissance” were written by Avra
ham Stern, and they are the basis for understanding LEHI’s
attempted aliances with Mussolini and Hitler. All LEHI
membersand recruitsweretolearn them by heart. The princi-
ples are known today because they were printed in various
books by LEHI veterans, but the most authoritative version
appearsin Unknown Soldiers, abook published by the Associ-
ation of LEHI Veterans, and the preparation of whose con-
tents was overseen by Shamir personally.

Principle A, “The Nation,” reads: “ The Jewish nation is
unlikeany other nation: [itisthe] founder of monotheism; the
legidator of prophetic morality; the sole bearer of universal
culture; great in tradition and self-sacrifice; [great] initswill
to live and its capacity for suffering, in its unique spiritual
radiance and its assurance of its Redemption.” (Shahak, a
Holocaust survivor, remarks that this concept of Jewish
uniquenessis horrifying, becauseit is so strikingly similar to
Nazi concepts of German uniqueness.)

Principle D, “The Mission,” reads. “The [Jewish] nation
cannot undergo arenai ssance without restoration of the mon-
archy.”

Shahak specifically notes that the word “peace” appears
not oncein any principle; to the contrary, thereisan emphasis
on perpetual war. Principle |, “War,” reads: “An eternal war
shall be waged against al those who satanically stand in the
way of the realization [of our] aims,” while Principle J,
“Conquest,” reads: “The conquest of the homeland by force
from aliens for perpetuity”—note that “aiens’ refers to
the Arabs.

Principle N, “The Fate of the Aliens,” reads: “The prob-
lem of the aiens will be solved through population ex-
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‘Vladimir Hitler’
And Rabbi Kook

Shortly before Prime Minister Rabin was murdered by a
Jewish underground assassin, Yigal Amir, who was asso-
ciated with the radical West Bank settlers and the Temple
Mount crazies, Rabin had described the Jewish fundamen-
talist fanatics as an “errant seed,” that had nothing to do
with Judaism. The Judaism to which Rabin was referring,
was the Mosaic tradition, carried into the founding of the
state of Israel by such followers of Moses Mendel ssohn
as David Ben-Gurion, Abba Eban, and Rabin’s “peace
partner,” Shimon Peres.

But, under the sponsorship of the British Crown, the
Club of the Isles, and the British masonic structures, the
“errant seed” had beeninjectedintothereligiousand polit-
ical life of the Jewish community in Palestine long before
the launching of the current Temple Mount project. And
not surprisingly, that irrationalist theological current
closely paralleled the Jewish fascism of Vladimir Z€ ev
Jabotinsky—the founder of the so-called Revisionist
movement, that spawned the Likud bloc and the Gush Em-
unim of today’s “fundamentalized” Israel, and the man
whom David Ben-Gurion, the founding father of the state
of Israel, referred to as“Vladimir Hitler.”

British imperia occult designs on Jerusalem and the
TempleMount first surfaced prominently in 1865, withthe
founding of the Pal estine Exploration Fund, under British
royal sponsorship, and thefirst archaeological expeditions
totheHoly Land. Prince Edward Albert, the son of Queen
Victoriawho would succeed her asKing Edward V11, had
visited Jerusalem in 1862, and put his imprimatur on the
launching of the Palestine Exploration Fund immediately
thereafter. Prince Edward Albert, known as the “Prince
of the Idles,” was a dominant figure in Britain’s imperial
designs of the late Nineteenth Century, and Jerusalem and

Irgun fightersin British uniform prepare for an attack.
Jabotinsky’ s legions fought for the British in both World Wars.

the Holy Land was one of his personal priorities.

Thefirst excavation of the holy sitesin Jerusalem, cen-
tered on the Temple Mount, was carried out by the Pales-
tine Exploration Fund, under the direction of Gen. Sir
Charles Warren, during 1867-70. This expedition
launched the British Freemasonic “Temple Mount proj-
ect.” In 1884, Warren was one of only nine Freemasons
who founded the Quatuor Coronati L odge, and he became
itsfirst head.

Within occult Judaism, the pivotal religious figurein
thisBritish-sponsored sagawas Rav Abraham | saac K ook.
According to Kook’ s autobiography, in pre-World War |
London, he was an intimate collaborator of Jabotinsky,
recruiting and raising funds for Jabotinsky’s Jewish Le-
gion, which fought the Ottoman Turks on behaf of the
British Empire.

After the British Mandate was established over Pales-
tine, Rabbi Kook was appointed by London to serve as
Palestine’s Ashkenazic Chief Rabbi, a post he held until
his death in 1935. Rabbi Kook revived Jewish mysticism,
the teaching of the Cabbala, and the prophesiesrelating to
the Third Temple.

changes,” i.e., there shall be an ethnically pure homeland.

Principle R, “The Temple,” commands “the construction
of the Third Temple as a symbol in the process of Total Re-
demption.”

Shahak saysthat it was only by reviewing the fundamen-
talist “Principles of Renaissance,” which Shamir committed
to heart as ayoung Stern Gang member, could he understand
what motivated Shamir’ spoliciesover yearsas PrimeMinis-
ter. For him, Shamir was a“ secular Khomeinist.”

L EHI wasawarped bunch of meshugunehs (crazies) who
extravagantly praised the Nazis for locking the Polish Jews
into the ghettos, and who contrasted this favorably to the
conditions of Jewish lifein Poland before the Nazi invasion.
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Shahak quoteshistorian Y osef Heller, an authoritative source
who wrote LEHI: Ideology and Politics 1940-1949. Accord-
ing to Heller’' s research, LEHI’ s praise was extended on the
assumption that “in the Warsaw Ghetto there existed Jewish
police, Jewish courts, Jewishtax collection. . . [whichlooked
like] a nascent Jewish state,” which was much preferable to
those conditionsin Mandatory Pal estine!

As late as 1941, unlike all other Zionist groups, LEHI
till respected Hitler, and sought to forge an aliance with
the Nazis, which included establishing a totalitarian Jewish
state in Palestine. In late December 1940, a draft proposal
for an alliance with Hitler was unanimously adopted by the
LEHI command. LEHI member Naftali L ubenchik delivered
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the proposal to Otto Werner von Hentig, the senior officer
in the German Consulate in Beirut. He forwarded the pro-
posal to Berlin. The document wasfound in German archives
after World War |1, and authenticated by former LEHI
members.

The proposa reads in part: “It is often stated in the
speeches and utterance of the leading statesmen of National
Socialist Germany that a New Order in Europe requires as a
prerequisite the radical solution of the Jewish question
through evacuation. The evacuation of the Jewish masses
from Europeisaprecondition for solving the Jewish question.
This can only be made possible and complete through the
settlement of these masses in the home of the Jewish people,
Palestine, and through the establishment of a Jewish statein
its historic boundaries. . . . The NMO [LEHI’s military arm]
. . .iswell acquainted with the good will of the German Reich
Government and itsauthoritiestowardsZionist activity inside
Germany and towards Zionist emigration plans. . . . Thees-
tablishment of the historical Jewish state on a national and
totalitarian basisand bound by atreaty with the German Reich
would bein the interests of strengthening the future German
position of power intheNear East. . . . TheNMOin Palestine
offerstotake an active part in thewar on Germany’sside. . . .
The cooperation of the I sragli freedom movement would also
be in line with one of the recent speeches of the German
Reich’s Chancellor, in which Herr Hitler stressed that any
combination and any alliance would be entered into in order
toisolate England and defeat it.”

Subsequent LEHI proposals forwarded to Hentig and
listed by himinhisownmemorandumssuggest further collab-
oration, including “cooperation with the Nazis in military,
political, and intelligence domainswithin Palestine, and after
suitable organizational preparations, also outside Palestine.”

Jabotinskyites‘ Then and Now’

Ariel Sharon started his election campaign on Sept. 28,
2000, with a provocative march to the “Temple Mount,”
which created tension and helped provoke the current Inti-
fada. Sharon wasliterally walking inthe footsteps of Jabotin-
sky, who had initiated such provocations as early as 1929,
when 300 Betarim marched on the Temple Mount and the
Wailing Wall, armed with explosives. The provocation set
into motion awave of violence on both sides, which saw 116
Arabsand 133 Jewskilled.

In the early 20th Century, Jabotinsky and the Young
Turk movement, which he helped lead, were created and set
into motion by the British and Venetians for the purpose of
breaking apart the Ottoman Empire, which then controlled
the Middle East. Later, after the British took power over the
region during World War |, they launched Jabotinsky and his
movement into Palestine to ensure British political control of
the region and its access to oil. Whenever a peace was near
that would change the region, Jabotinsky and his followers
were set into motion to oppose the peace and destabilize
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both Arabs and Jews.

In 1933, three Revisionists, including Abba Achimier,
were arrested for the murder of Chaim Arlosoroff, the head
of the political department of the Jewish Agency, the quasi-
Zionist government in Pal estine. Arlosoroff had been secretly
negotiating for a binational state, with Emir Abdallah of
Trangjordan and leading Pal estinian Arabs. The negotiations
included the creation of massive water projects that would
bring fresh drinking water and water for agriculture to the
most remote Arab villages. The planswere written by Elwood
M eade, thechairman of theU.S. Bureau of Land Reclamation,
who determined that a dam built in the upper Jordan River
Valley would provide electricity for modern cities and water
that could create an agricultural area asrich as the formerly-
desert Imperial Valley of California. Arlosoroff also dis-
cussed with his Arab partners, creating an independent eco-
nomic federation that would link a binational Palestine with
other states in the region. The plans threatened to dismantle
British control of theregion.

In 1948, after decades of terror and fascism, PrimeMinis-
ter David Gen-Gurion, the father of Israel, who had publicly
labelled Jabotinsky “Vladimir Hitler,” outlawed the Revi-
sionist party as athreat to the fledgling state. But, today, the
“Great Game” is being played much as it was in the 1920s
and 1930s. Jabotinsky’s followers were brought back as the
Herut party, which later became the Likud. After manufac-
tured scandals rocked the Labor Party government in 1976,
Jabotinsky’s “Princes’ were brought to power for the first
time, with the 1977 election of Menachem Begin. It occurred
under thewatch of U.S. National Security Advisor Zbigniew
Brzezinski, asan essential component of what would become
known as Samuel Huntington's “Clash of Civilizations”
policy.

Much of the support for today’ sfascist Jabotinskyites, the
Likud party, and many of the splinter groups on the right,
including the late Meir Kahane's Kach movement, comes
fromthe United States. Prime Minister Begin established ties
to the U.S. “Christian” religious right, and in 1980, at the
centennial celebrations of Jabotinsky’s birth, Begin pinned
the Jabotinsky Medal on the Christian Codlition’s Jerry
Falwell. Numbers of American right-wing Jewish financiers,
membersof the“Mega’ group, havefinanced the candidacies
of every Likud prime minister. (Recent changes in Isragli
election laws prevented Sharon from receiving direct finan-
cial support.)

AsU.S. Presidentia pre-candidate L yndon L aRouche ob-
served in his May 1, 2002 webcast, if one wants to look at
what unleashed the current reign of terror against the Isragli
civilian population, it was the murder of Prime Minister
Yitzhak Rabin. That singular act, authored by Jabotinsky’s
heirs, unleashed the eventsthat have led to the current bloody
wave of war and destruction which is killing both Jew and
Arab, and it has all but snuffed out Rabin's long-awaited
“peace of the brave.”
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