
In 1919, Zingman became the pub-
lisher of the pioneer Yiddish Communist
newspaper in Ukraine, Der yidisher komu-
nist. His utopian novel In der tsukunft-
shtot Edenye (In the Future City of
Edenye) appeared in 1918 under the
pseudonym Ben-Ya‘akov. An interesting
document of the epoch, it reflects the au-
thor’s Folkist leanings. Although Zing-
man’s utopia contains numerous ele-
ments from science fiction, cultural
advancements play in it the most im-
portant role. After spending 25 years in
Palestine, the protagonist visits a multi-
national city in Ukraine, presumably
Kharkov, renamed Edenye (a derivative of
Eden). He finds a happy Yiddish-speaking
community whose life is built on princi-
ples of cultural autonomy.

By the end of 1920, Zingman moved to
Kaunas (Kovno), Lithuania, where he es-
tablished himself as a publisher and a
man of letters. In 1921, his Berlin opera-
tion produced a dozen titles (including
reprints of Kharkov editions) under the
imprint of the Kovno-Berlin Farlag Yid-
ish, making him the most prolific Berlin-
based Yiddish publisher—but for one year
only. In his novel Af shvindtrep (On the
Winding Stairs; 1926), a Kovno publisher,
Zingman’s alter ego, gets deeply into
debt, trying to compete with private and
state firms. Nekhame Likhtenshteyn, the
novel’s protagonist, has much in com-
mon with Mirele in Dovid Bergelson’s
novel Nokh alemen (When All Is Said and
Done). In fact, Zingman makes clear the
affinity between the two literary charac-
ters: Nekhame finds solace in reading
Nokh alemen after rejecting her mother’s
matchmaking efforts to pair her up with
a factory owner. Yet while Bergelson’s
heroine lived in a static environment,
Nekhame is destined to experience the
turmoil of the war and revolution.

Between 1921 and 1923, Zingman ed-
ited a literary periodical, whose title,
Vispe (Islet), reflected the frustrating feel-
ing of isolation characteristic of many
Jewish activists in Lithuania, a small piece
of the former Russian Empire. In 1929,
Zingman went to the Soviet Union; he
died in Crimea that September.

• Ben-Ya‘akov (Kalman Zingman), Be-‘Ir he-
‘atid “Edenyah” / In der tsukunft-shot Edenya
(Tel Aviv, 1996), pp. 73–95, includes a reprint
of the original text in Yiddish and Hebrew
translation; Gennady Estraikh, In Harness:
Yiddish Writers’ Romance with Communism
(Syracuse, N.Y., 2005); Gennady Estraikh,
“Utopias and Cities of Kalman Zingman, an

Uprooted Yiddishist Dreamer,” East European
Jewish Affairs 36.1 (2006): 31–42.

—Gennady Estraikh

ZINOV’EV, GRIGORII EVSEEVICH
(1883–1936), revolutionary and Soviet
political figure. Grigorii Zinov’ev, known
earlier as Ovsei-Gersh Aronovich Ap-
fel’baum or Radomysl’skii, was born in
Elisavetgrad, Kherson province, to the
assimilated family of an owner of a small
dairy farm. Zinov’ev joined the Ros-
siiskaia Sotsial-Demokraticheskaia Rabo-
chaia Partiia (Russian Social Democratic
Workers Party; RSDWP) in 1901. While
studying at Bern University, he continued
his involvement in revolutionary activi-
ties.

In 1903, Zinov’ev joined the Bolsheviks
and met Lenin. During the 1905 Revolu-
tion, Zinov’ev was elected a member of
the Saint Petersburg RSDWP Committee.
He immigrated to Switzerland in 1905
and remained abroad until 1917 (with a
short break in 1907). He returned to Rus-
sia in April 1917 with Lenin and other po-
litical émigrés in the famous “sealed” rail-
way car. The provisional government
accused him, Lenin, and Kamenev of spy-
ing for the Germans; Zinov’ev and Lenin
then went into hiding.

Although he generally supported Le-
nin’s policies, Zinov’ev disagreed with
him about certain strategic issues. With
Kamenev, he opposed Lenin’s idea of
armed insurrection, advocating instead
the formation of a united socialist gov-
ernment that would include Bolsheviks,
Mensheviks, and Social Revolutionaries.
On the eve of the revolution, Zinov’ev
voiced his opinion in an official Bolshe-
vik publication; in response, Lenin con-
demned him. Zinov’ev then joined the
Bolshevik Party Politburo, from 1919 to
1921 as a candidate and between 1921
and 1926 as a full member. From 1919 to
1926 he also chaired the executive com-
mittee of the Comintern. He was consid-
ered Lenin’s ideological heir and was a
key figure in the power struggle following
Lenin’s death in 1924.

According to his party colleagues,
Zinov’ev was ruthless in his pursuit of
power and was inclined to intrigue. Ori-
ginally, he sided with Stalin and Kamenev
against Trotsky’s Left Opposition. Later
Stalin had him removed from power, ac-
cusing him of “anti-Leninist” and frac-
tional activity. In 1925, he headed the
New Opposition and was censured at
the Fourteenth Party Congress. In 1926,

Zinov’ev and Trotsky headed the United
Opposition directed against Stalin, but
were soon defeated by Stalin. In July
1926, Zinov’ev was excluded from the Po-
litburo and in 1927 from the Central
Committee and the party. In 1928, he was
readmitted to the party and was ap-
pointed rector of Kazan University. From
1931, Zinov’ev was a member of the
collegium of the People’s Commissariat of
Education. In 1932, he was once again
expelled from the party and exiled to
Kustanai (Qostanay, Kazakhstan) until
1933, when he was readmitted, only to be
expelled again in 1934. That year, after
the assassination of Sergei Kirov, Zinov’ev
was arrested and indicted for incitement
to murder. During his trial in 1935, he
confessed to “moral responsibility” for
Kirov’s death and was sentenced to 10
years’ imprisonment.

In August 1936, Zinov’ev was accused,
with Kamenev and others, of counterrev-
olutionary activity, Trotskyism, terrorism,
and espionage. After physical and psy-
chological torture, he confessed at his
trial and was convicted and executed by
a firing squad. He was rehabilitated by
a plenum of the Supreme Court of the
USSR in 1988.

Zinov’ev did not associate with the Jew-
ish community. Nevertheless, he was the
target of many antisemitic actions, both
in the immediate postrevolutionary pe-
riod—when a large number of Jews held
key party positions—and also during the
campaign to discredit him in the late
1920s and 1930s.

• Anatolii Chernev, 229 kremlevskikh vozhdei:
Politbiuro, Orgbiuro, Sekretariat Tsentral’nogo
Komiteta Kommunisticheskoi partii v litsakh i
tsifrakh (Moscow, 1996).

—Boris Morozov

Translated from Russian by Chaim Chernikov

ZIONISM AND ZIONIST PARTIES.
As a modern political movement, Zion-
ism was created to achieve political inde-
pendence for the Jewish people in the
Holy Land. Although scholarly literature
is divided about the exact origins of the
movement, this summary begins with the
history of Zionism from its roots in the
Ôibat Tsiyon period (1881–1897). This
section is followed by an account of five
additional stages of Zionist development
and activity in Eastern Europe: the period
of political growth from the First Zionist
Congress (1897) to World War I; the inter-
war years; the Holocaust; the cold war
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era; and the fate of Zionism after the fall
of communism in 1989 through the year
2000.

Zionism in the Age of Empires,
1880–1897
While members of local Ôibat Tsiyon

(Love of Zion) organizations were not the
first to advocate that Jews from Eastern
Europe settle in Ottoman Palestine, the
movement’s growth after the pogroms of
1881–1882 marked the advent of modern
Zionist organization and action. Inspired,
in part, by Lev Pinsker’s Autoemancipation
(1882), several Zionist organizations were
instrumental in establishing the towns of
Rishon le-Tsiyon, Gederah, Rosh Pinah,
and Zikhron Ya‘akov by the end of 1882.
Among the most prominent were the stu-
dent group BILU (which took its name
from the Hebrew initials of the biblical
verse “House of Jacob, let us go up”); sev-
eral Ôibat Tsiyon groups centered in
BiaËystok, Vilna, and Warsaw; and the
Eretz Israel movement in Romania. This
latter group, led by Samuel Pineles (1843–
1928) and based in Bucharest and Galaíi,
convened for the first time in Focãani, Ro-
mania, on 11–12 January 1882.

Most of these colonies faltered and

some of the settlements soon found them-
selves supported by Baron Edmond de
Rothschild. In response to the difficul-
ties of establishing new settlements in
Palestine, Pinsker, Mosheh Leib Lilien-
blum (1843–1910), and others organized
a meeting of various Ôibat Tsiyon organi-
zations and supporters in the Silesian city
of Katowice from 6 to 11 November 1884.
Representatives from approximately 20
Ôibat Tsiyon organizations chose Pinsker
to be the organization’s chair, Lilienblum
as secretary in Odessa, and Sha’ul PinÕas
Rabbinowitz (Shefer; 1845–1910) as head
of the Warsaw branch. Ôibat Tsiyon con-
tinued its organizational efforts with a
second conference in Druskieniki, on 28
June–1 July 1887, and a third in Vilna,
on 13–15 August 1889. The second con-
ference witnessed the increased influence
of religious supporters who were able to
elect rabbis Shemu’el Mohilewer (1824–
1898), Naftali Tsevi Yehudah Berlin (Netsiv;
1817–1893), and Mordekhai Eliasberg
(1817–1889) to the six-member executive
board.

The organization attained legal status
in April 1890 and was officially known as
Va‘ad ha-Ôevrah li-Temikhat Bene Yisra’el

‘Ovde Adamah u-Va‘ale Mela’khah be-
Suryah uva-Arets ha-Kedoshah (Society
for the Support of Jewish Farmers and Ar-
tisans in Syria and Palestine). Representa-
tives of 26 Ôibat Tsiyon organizations
met on 27 April 1890 to choose an execu-
tive committee. Known as the Odessa
Committee, the body was led by Pinsker
until his death in 1891; by Avraham
Grünberg (1861–1906) until 1906; and
finally by MenaÕem Ussishkin (1863–
1941) until 1919 when the committee
was abolished. Despite early hopes, the
Odessa Committee failed to create a mass
political movement. Handicapped by
governmental restrictions and flustered
by organizational difficulties and the op-
position of more traditional Jewish lead-
ers, its membership numbers never ex-
ceeded 5,000 in an empire that was home
to more than 5 million Jews. Com-
menting on the organization’s lackluster
performance in a letter to Leo Motzkin
(1867–1933), Shemaryahu Levin (1867–
1935) wrote, “The disappointment from
its activities grows from day to day.”

From the First Zionist Congress to
World War I
The First Zionist Congress in Basel in

1897 marked a new beginning for the Zi-
onist movement under the leadership of
Theodor Herzl. Forty-four delegates from
the Russian Empire and some 20 students
studying in the West represented differ-
ent societies in the Russian Empire. The
Congress led to a subsequent explosion of
Zionist activity in Eastern Europe and to
the establishment of more than 1,100 so-
cieties (as opposed to approximately 40
local organizations before 1897) and
more than 60,000 shekel holders (dues-
paying members of the World Zionist Or-
ganization) by 1900. Activities culmi-
nated in the first legal convention of Rus-
sian Zionists in Minsk from 22 to 27
August 1902. With some 500 delegates
and 200 guests, the Minsk Conference
represented a new high for the fledgling
movement.

After the initial burst of excitement,
Herzl’s demand for a sweeping political
solution to the “Jewish Question,” his
leadership style, and the growing gap be-
tween Jews from Eastern Europe and
those from the West led to a degree of
discontent among supporters in Eastern
Europe. The creation of the Democratic
Faction in December 1901 by Chaim
Weizmann (1874–1952) and others, as
well as the subsequent founding of the re-
ligious Zionist MizraÕi movement in Feb-
ruary 1902 in Vilna under the leadership
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SimÕat Torah flag, Bobruisk, Russia (now in Belarus), 1902. Lithograph by Sh. M. Sokhor, pub-
lished by the bookstore of Ya‘akov ha-Kohen Gintsburg. Zionist leaders Theodore Herzl and Max
Nordau are depicted and the reverse carries an excerpt from “Hatikvah” (Hope), the song that is
now Israel’s national anthem. (Gross Family Collection)
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of rabbis YitsÕak Ya‘akov Reines (1839–
1915) and Avraham Ya‘akov Slutsky
(1861–1918) were early expressions of
this protest. By calling for the creation of
a new, secular cultural center for Judaism
in Palestine, Ahad Ha-Am (Asher Ginz-
berg) and his disciples from the Bene
Mosheh movement were also constant
sources of dissent within the Zionist
movement. In a letter to Herzl (6 May
1903), Weizmann spoke openly of his
own frustration regarding “our failure to
secure the support of but an insignificant
fraction of the youth. For years this mass
of human material has yielded only a
small number of really useful, dedicated
workers and all because of Zionism’s
superficial approach. . . .”

Such protests gained momentum in
1903 when more than 170 out of a total
of almost 600 delegates to the Sixth Zion-
ist Congress (23–28 August), most of
whom were representatives of the Russian
Empire’s delegation, walked out of the
Congress to protest Herzl’s proposition re-
garding the creation of a Jewish colony in
East Africa. Inspired, in part, by what
came to be called the Uganda Affair, three
different organizations calling for the im-
mediate establishment of a Jewish auton-
omous colony outside of Ottoman Pales-
tine merged during a conference of 30
July–1 August 1905; this amalgamated
group formed the Jewish Territorial Peo-
ple’s Organization (later, the Jewish Terri-
torial Organization; ITO). The numbers of

territorialists grew quickly during the
Revolution of 1905 as Zionism faced what
very well may have been its political
nadir. More radical Po‘ale Tsiyon organi-
zations also began to flourish in both
the Russian and Habsburg empires as
the writings of the young Ber Borokhov
(1881–1917), advocating a synthesis of
Jewish nationalism, socialist values, and a
commitment to settle in Ottoman Pales-
tine, attracted hundreds of Jewish youths
to various cells. One testament to Zion-
ism’s fading popularity was the tempo-

rary closure in 1906 of the flagship daily,
NaÕum Sokolow’s Warsaw-based Ha-Tse-
firah.

As one of the few legal Jewish move-
ments at the time, Zionism reentered the
political arena during the election cam-
paign for the First Russian Duma in the
spring of 1906. Together with Jewish lib-
erals and, at times, in cooperation with
other national minorities in the Pale of
Settlement, the Saint Petersburg–based
Soiuz dlya Dostizheniia Polnoporiviia
Evreiskogo Naroda v Rosii (Society for the
Attainment of Equal Rights for Jews)
helped elect 12 Jews (5 of whom were
Zionists). This led many supporters to re-
evaluate Zionism’s long-standing opposi-
tion to political and cultural work in the
Diaspora. From 4 to 10 December 1906
some 80 delegates from 56 centers con-
vened in Helsingfors (the Swedish name
for Helsinki) and approved the Helsing-
fors Program advocating Gegenwartsarbeit,
the adoption of work in the present. Even
die-hard Zionists realized that the even-
tual success of their precarious political
plans demanded an end to this opposi-
tion to political and cultural work in the
present. Despite these steps, and as a re-
sult of a split between Jewish liberals and
Zionists, only one Zionist was among the
6 Jews elected to the Second Duma in
early 1907. Prime Minister Petr Stolypin’s
coup d’état of 3 June 1907 marked the
end of the Russian Empire’s experiments
with democratic reforms; at this time,
many of Zionism’s early successes as a
broad-based political party also came to
an end.

Members of Daughters of Zion, a women’s Zionist organization, Dvinsk, Russia (now Daugavpils,
Lat.), 1904. (The Institute for Labour Research in Memory of Pinchas Lavon, Tel Aviv)

Jewish Colonial Trust stock certificate for one share issued to Bar. Mer. Schapiro, Kalvarija, Russia
(now in Lithuania), 1901. The Jewish Colonial Trust, the predecessor of Bank Leumi, was founded
by Theodor Herzl in 1899 to serve as a financial instrument for the Zionist movement. Investors’
money went toward the purchase of the right to land settlement in Palestine from the Ottoman
authorities. (YIVO)



Zionism and other Jewish parties in
Austrian Galicia witnessed a simulta-
neous explosion of political activity.
Taking advantage of expanded male suf-
frage, Zionists in Galicia founded the Jü-
dischen Politischen Nationalpartei (Jew-
ish National Party) in July 1906. Of the
62,609 votes cast for various Jewish par-
ties in Galicia, 24,274 went to Zionists,
17,581 to Socialists, and 18,885 to the
Polska Organizacja Úydowska (Polish Jew-
ish Organization).

Disappointed with the lack of concrete
political achievements in the Russian and
Austrian Empires, many young Jews mi-
grated from Eastern Europe to Palestine
as part of the much-celebrated Second
Aliyah (1903–1914). Despite the arrival of
some 35,000 immigrants in Ottoman Pal-
estine, however, the vast majority of Jews
either remained in Eastern Europe or mi-
grated to various locales in the New
World from Chicago to Sydney.

The Interwar Years
The interwar period was the heyday of

Jewish and Zionist politics in Eastern Eu-
rope. With radically redrawn borders and
increasingly exclusive concepts of Polish-
ness, interwar Poland provided ideal con-
ditions for the growth of Zionist schools,
youth groups, political parties, and cul-
tural activities. Despite anti-Jewish vio-
lence and pogroms in Lwów, Pinsk, Vilna,
and other cities and towns during the var-
ious wars of 1918–1919, much hope was
inspired by the Balfour Declaration of 2
November 1917, the Paris Peace Confer-
ence (1919–1920), and the Minorities
Treaty of June 1919.

While YitsÕak Grünbaum (1879–1970)
is the leader most often associated with
Zionism and Zionist politics, Ozjasz
(Yehoshu‘a) Thon of Kraków (1870–1936)
and others were also instrumental in Zi-
onism’s rise to communal influence and
political power in interwar Poland. With

impressive returns in the first Sejm elec-
tions of 1919, when 13 Jewish deputies, 6
of whom were Zionists, were chosen, Zi-
onist parties were particularly popular in
the regions of western Galicia and Con-
gress Poland. Encouraged by this early
popularity as well as by a growing sense
of confrontation with Polish nationalists,
Grünbaum led a coalition of Jews, Ger-
mans, Ukrainians, and other national mi-
norities known as the Minorities Bloc in
the Sejm elections of 1922. Although Zi-
onist organizations in Galicia under the
leadership of Ignacy Schwarzbart (1888–
1961) chose not to participate in the bloc,
the coalition was successful as 32 Zionist
representatives and another 15 Jewish
deputies from other parties were elected.
Ultimately, however, Grünbaum’s strat-
egy led to an increased sense of confron-
tation between Jewish parties and the
larger Polish public. In the end, the bloc
produced few real political achievements.
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Zionist Parties and Events in Eastern Europe to 1939
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Jewish Socialist Workers
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To Evsektsiia Mizra iÕ

Berit Yosef
Trumpeldor (Betar)

(Riga, 1923)

General Zionists
National Unions in
Lithuania, Latvia,

Czechoslovakia, Hungary,
The Regat, Transylvania,
Bucovina, and Bessarabia
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New Zionist
Organization (1935)
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(In the USSR to 1928)
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Gradual merging in the 1920s and 1930sTo Evsektsiia

(Prepared by Marcos Silber)
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Unlike Grünbaum, Zionists in the for-
mer Austrian Galicia preferred the politics
of compromise. This policy led to the
signing of the Ugoda (agreement) be-
tween Leon Reich (1879–1929), the leader
of Zionism in eastern Galicia, and the
Polish prime minister, WËadysËaw Grab-
ski, in 1925. Although the agreement
granted rights in the cultural and reli-
gious spheres in exchange for open Jew-
ish support for Polish national interests,
the government later refused to honor
many parts of the agreement and Gali-
cian Zionists had little to show for their
political maneuvering. In addition to the
General Zionists, other smaller Zionist
parties and movements competed for
the support of Poland’s 3.1 million Jews.
These smaller parties included no less
than six socialist Zionist or labor Zionist
parties: the pro-Communist, Yiddishist
Left Po‘ale Tsiyon; Right Po‘ale Tsiyon;
the Zionist Socialists; Po‘ale Tsiyon in
eastern Galicia; Dror (Freedom); and the
reformist, nonsocialist, pro-Hebrew party
Hit’aÕadut (Union).

The great expectations and bitter disap-
pointments of Polish Zionism led to the
sudden popularity of the Revisionist Zi-
onist movement, known by its Hebrew
name Ha-Tsohar, and its leader Vladimir
Jabotinsky (1880–1940) in the 1930s. In

1935, when the party broke with the
World Zionist Movement and formed the
New Zionist Organization, it boasted
some 450,000 supporters in Poland as
both the right and the left grew during
the troubling times.

Throughout the interwar era, many po-
litical parties sponsored youth move-
ments. One of the most important was
the radical, later Marxist, Ha-Shomer ha-
Tsa‘ir (The Young Guard). Ha-Shomer ha-
Tsa‘ir was followed by the settlement-
oriented He-Ôaluts (Pioneer), Gordonia
(named after the labor Zionist hero
Aharon David Gordon), Frayhayt (Free-
dom), and Betar (the Hebrew abbrevia-
tion for Berit Trumpeldor). Many scholars
credit the popularity of youth move-
ments to the growing sense of crisis
among Jewish and non-Jewish youth, “a
youth without a future.” Here too, how-
ever, Zionism proved ironically to be a de-
pendent independence movement as
government policies and economic fac-
tors often determined the course of Jew-
ish politics, culture, and life. Less than 5
percent of Polish Jewry (139,756) emi-
grated to Palestine between 1918 and
1942.

Like many other Jewish political move-
ments, Zionism turned to the realm of ed-
ucation to breed the next generation of

activists and supporters. Backed by the
General Zionists and moderate left-wing
Zionist groups, the Tarbut school system
proved to be one of Zionism’s biggest suc-
cesses in interwar Poland. Designed to
turn Hebrew into a living language, the
Tarbut schools, with 25,829 students in
1921 and 37,000 in 1934–1935, were par-
ticularly popular in the eastern border-
lands. The Yavneh religious Zionist school
system, sponsored by MizraÕi, was also
influential.

As was true of their neighbor Poland,
the newly independent Baltic states of
Lithuania and Latvia provided ideal envi-
ronments for Zionist activity. Largely un-
familiar with Lithuanian culture and lan-
guage, many Jews there gravitated toward
specifically Jewish organizations. Zionists
dominated the January 1920 all-Lithua-
nian Jewish conference and also led the
Jewish National Council until its aboli-
tion in 1924. Additionally, Zionist leaders
Jakub Wygodzki (1855–1941), Shimshon
Rosenboim (1860–1934), and Max Solo-
veichik (MenaÕem Solieli; 1883–1957)
served as ministers in early Lithuanian
governments. Zionist educational activi-
ties also fared well as the Lithuanian gov-
ernment granted the local Jewish com-
munity a fair degree of national–cultural
autonomy. Tarbut schools were extremely
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Zionist Parties in Interwar Poland
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popular with more than 15,000 students
and more than 500 teachers in 18 kinder-
gartens, 81 elementary schools, and 11
high schools in 1930–1931. The MizraÕi
school system, Yavneh, attracted approxi-
mately one-third of the students in Jew-
ish schools. Part of this success was due
to the government’s recognition and
funding of Jewish elementary schools
as state institutions. In addition to the
thriving Tarbut school system, Zionist
youth movements such as He-Ôaluts, Ha-
Shomer ha-Tsa‘ir, Gordonia, and Dror
were active in interwar Lithuania.

Although not as popular as in Lithua-
nia, Zionist organizations were still influ-
ential in interwar Latvia. Zionist social-
ists were able to elect at least one delegate
to most of the Latvian parliaments be-
fore 1934, and Rabbi Max (Mordekhai)
Nurok (1879–1962), of Courland, became
known as the leader of Latvia’s MizraÕi
movement. Latvia was also the birth-
place, in 1923, of the Revisionist move-

ment and its youth organization Betar. In
addition to Betar, Ha-Shomer ha-Tsa‘ir, lo-
cally known as NetsaÕ, was also very pop-
ular. Although Jewish-run schools flour-
ished in Latvia, Yiddish schools proved
more popular than the Tarbut schools.

Romania, as well, served as a fertile
ground for Zionist activity and organiza-
tion between the wars. Like Poland, the
radically redrawn borders of independent
Romania and the growth of Romanian
nationalism created ideal conditions for
Zionist organizations. Here, too, Zionism
was strongest in new territories such as
the former Russian area of Bessarabia and
the ex-Austrian region of Bucovina; it was
somewhat weaker in the Regat (Old King-
dom) that consisted of Moldavia, Wala-
chia, and part of Dobrogea. Centered in
the Jewish communities of the Regat, the
non-Zionist Uniunea Evreilor Români
(Union of Romanian Jews; UER) domi-
nated Jewish politics with a policy of
moderation. After a series of political

compromises and few successes, Jews in
the new territories set off on their own.
In 1928, four Zionist deputies—Theodor
Fischer and Iosif Fischer of Transylvania,
Mayer Ebner of Bucovina, and Michael
Landau of Bessarabia—formed the Jewish
National Club in the Romanian parlia-
ment. The newly formed Jewish Party of
Romania ran independently in the parlia-
mentary elections of 1931 and received
64,175 votes and four mandates. A year
later, the party received 67,582 votes and
sent five representatives to parliament.
However, this success was short-lived; by
1933 support for the party had dropped
to 38,565 votes. Despite its spotty po-
litical record, the Zionist movement
remained popular in Romania’s new terri-
tories. By 1922, there were 75 Tarbut in-
stitutions in Bessarabia alone, including
20 kindergartens, 40 elementary schools,
and 15 high schools. While Tarbut schools
were less popular in Bucovina, youth
movements such as He-Ôaluts, Gordonia,
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Zionist posters. (Above) “Everyone who believes in the power of re-
vival through Jewish labor on the land—vote for the Zionist slate,
No. 6 for the All-Russian Congress”; Yiddish poster; artwork and
printing by Pivovarski, Petrograd, 1918; (right) Az Ígéret földje (The
Promised Land); Hungarian poster advertising “the first Palestinian
talking picture”; artwork by Miskovitz; printing by Helicon, Timi-
ãoara, 1930s. (Yiddish poster courtesy YIVO; Hungarian poster courtesy
Central Zionist Arachives)
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and Ha-Shomer ha-Tsa‘ir thrived in both
areas.

Although Czechoslovakia in the inter-
war years was not as hospitable or con-
ducive to Zionism as Poland or Romania,
Zionism there was the strongest of any
Jewish political movement. In January
1919, the Üidovská Náodní Rada (Jewish
National Council) in Prague voted to es-
tablish Üidovská Strana, the Jewish Party
of Czechoslovakia. Designed as an um-
brella organization, the party remained
under Zionist leadership and exhibited a
pro-Zionist orientation throughout the
period. The Jewish Party was able to se-
cure impressive election returns with
79,714 votes in 1920; 98,845 in 1925; and
104,539 in 1929. As a result, the party
was able to elect two representatives to
the Czechoslovakian parliament in both
1929 and 1935. Despite these electoral
successes, the Jewish Party and Zionism
met fierce opposition on the part of Or-
thodox groups in both Slovakia and
Subcarpathian Rus’. However, this oppo-
sition did not impede the establishment
of four Tarbut primary schools and one
gymnasium (high school) in the latter re-
gion. The director of its Hebrew high
school, Ôayim Kugel (1897–1966), was a

leader of the Jewish Party and a parlia-
mentary representative. While popular in
Subcarpathian Rus’, the Tarbut system
failed to take off in either the Czech lands
or Slovakia.

In interwar Hungary, unlike its neigh-
bors, Zionism remained rather marginal
as Jews in Budapest and other areas en-
thusiastically embraced Magyar culture
and society. Shekel purchases before 1939
represented only 1 percent of Hungary’s
Jewish population, and just 1,100 Jews
emigrated from Hungary to Palestine be-
tween 1933 and 1939. The truncated
Hungarian state had relatively few na-
tional minorities other than Jews; conse-
quently, Jews faced fewer dilemmas along
the lines of those faced by Jews in Galicia,
Bessarabia, or other borderlands where
Jewish and other nationalisms often
flourished.

In the Soviet Union, the study and pub-
lication of Hebrew material was prohib-
ited soon after the Bolsheviks’ consolida-
tion of power. Organized political activity
was at risk and Zionist parties such as the
Tse‘ire Tsiyon (Labor Zionist party), He-
Ôaluts, the Zionist Socialists, and youth
movements including Ha-Shomer ha-
Tsa‘ir and Kadimah all operated in gray
zones between legal and illegal realms. As
a result, membership totals in most of
these organizations rarely exceeded
10,000. Most were shut down by the early
1930s.

Zionism during the Holocaust
As is true of many aspects of the history

of the Holocaust, accounts of Zionism
and Zionist movements in Eastern Europe
during World War II are often tainted by
the wisdom of hindsight. Revolts and acts
of armed resistance by Zionist activists
and organizations played an important
role during the war years. Most promi-
nent among such actions was the April
1943 revolt in the Warsaw ghetto, led by
the young Ha-Shomer ha-Tsa‘ir leader
Mordekhai Anielewicz (1919/20–1943)
and the Úydowska Organizacja Bojowa
(Jewish Fighting Organization; ÚOB). Ad-
ditional uprisings and other forms of
armed resistance in the BiaËystok and
Vilna ghettos as well as partisan actions
were led by such Zionist figures as Ôaykah
Grossman (1919–1993) and Mordekhai
Tenenbaum (1916–1943) in BiaËystok and
Abba Kovner (1918–1987) in Vilna. Less is
known about the role of non-Zionist or-
ganizations such as the Bund and Jewish
Communists as well as other nonviolent
forms of resistance such as the Oyneg
Shabes Archives in Warsaw led by the Left
Po‘ale Tsiyon activist and historian

Emanuel Ringelblum (1900–1944). The
exact roles and actions of Zionist leaders
and others who cooperated with either
Nazi forces or puppet regimes remains
extremely controversial. Indeed, the role
of Zionists, former Zionists, and others in
the administration of different Juden-
räte—including Jakob Edelstein (1903–
1944) of Theresienstadt, Reszë Kasztner
(1906–1957) of Va‘adat ‘Ezrah ve-Hat-
salah (Relief and Rescue Committee) of
Budapest, and Khayim Mordkhe Rum-
kowski (1877–1944) in Êódß—has yet to
be addressed adequately by scholars.

Zionism in the Cold War Era,
1944–1989
In the immediate aftermath of World

War II, Zionist activists and organizations
concentrated their efforts on the mass
emigration of Jewish survivors to British
Palestine. Under the name of BeriÕah
(flight), Zionist activists in Poland, in-
cluding the indefatigable Adolph (Avra-
ham) Berman (1906–1978) and the char-
ismatic YitsÕak (Antek) Zuckerman
(1915–1981), helped organize the emigra-
tion of some 120,000 Jewish survivors
and repatriates who had returned to Po-
land after the war. [See BeriÕah.]

Organized emigration to Palestine and
later to the new State of Israel came to a
halt with the Communist parties’ consoli-
dation of power throughout the newly re-
constructed Soviet bloc. By 1950, Zionist
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Sign for the “Herzl Bar,” Bucharest, ca. 1930s.
The photographer wrote: “In Bucharest, Zion-
ism is so strong that Herzl’s portrait appears
on tavern signs.” Photograph by Alter
Kacyzne. (Forward Association/YIVO)

“MishloaÕ Manot: The people of Israel to the
Land of Israel.” Fund-raising coupon issued by
the Keren Kayemet (Jewish National Fund)
during Purim. On the Jewish holiday of
Purim, it is customary to send mishloaÕ manot
(food baskets) to friends, family, and the poor,
and to make charitable donations. A donor
from Vilna received this coupon in exchange
for a donation of 1,000 marks. (YIVO)
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organizations had been shut down in Po-
land, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, and the
reannexed Baltic regions. In Prague and
Moscow, prominent Jews were accused of
crimes against the Czechoslovak and So-
viet regimes. The Slánský trial of Novem-
ber 1952 in Prague and the announce-
ment of the Doctors’ Plot in January 1953
in the Soviet Union marked new lows for
Jewish leaders and organizations in East-
ern Europe. Although antisemitic show
trials did not take place in Poland in the
1950s, Israel’s victory in the War of 1967
and Polish student protests of March
1968 helped pave the way for an anti-
semitic witch-hunt for Zionist agents and
activists. As a result, some 20,000–30,000
Jews and non-Jewish family members
fled Poland for Israel, Sweden, and other
countries. In all three cases, Zionism in
postwar Eastern Europe proved to be
more powerful as a political and cultural
construct than as an actual movement.

The fallout of the War of 1967, the en-
suing anti-Israel and antisemitic cam-
paigns in both Poland and the Soviet
Union, the emerging memory of the Ho-
locaust, and the influence of the dissident
movement throughout the Soviet bloc
helped give birth to the Refusenik move-
ment in the Soviet Union. Rooted in a de-
sire to emigrate from the Soviet Union
to Israel, the movement was decidedly
pro-Zionist as activists and their fami-
lies risked imprisonment, economic sanc-
tions, and social ostracism for partici-
pating in illegal cultural and political
activity. On the diplomatic level, the Re-
fuseniks soon became bargaining chips as
the Soviet Union and the United States
waged a cold war in which human rights,
sports, and space programs often served
as surrogates for larger issues. As a re-
sult of diplomatic pressure, more than
350,000 Jews and family members were
allowed to leave the Soviet Union for Is-
rael and other lands from 1968 to 1989.
Although an important factor in the So-
viet Union, the Refusenik movement did
not gain much momentum in Poland,
Hungary, or Czechoslovakia as Jewish ac-
tivists often shied away from specifically
Jewish causes and opted, instead, to join
forces with local dissidents in national
struggles against Soviet domination and
Communist authoritarianism.

Zionism after 1989
With the fall of the Soviet Union and

its indirect control over Eastern Europe,
new centers of Jewish and Zionist activity
began to emerge both spontaneously and
as a result of the activities of organiza-

tions such as the Jewish Agency and the
American Jewish Joint Distribution Com-
mittee. In addition to efforts on the part
of these and other organizations, eco-
nomic disintegration, political chaos, and
uncertainty led to the emigration of
nearly 1 million Jews and family mem-
bers to Israel between 1990 and 2000. Al-
though the degree of Jewishness and level
of Zionist ideological fervor among many
of these new immigrants is periodically
questioned by pundits, politicians, and
others, the vast majority of these new
arrivals have integrated—to one degree
or another—into the economic, educa-
tional, and political spheres of Israeli so-
ciety of the late twentieth and early
twenty-first centuries, and with this inte-
gration have created a new phase in the
ongoing relationship between Zionism
and Eastern Europe.

[The principal parties, organizations, and
individuals mentioned are the subject of in-
dependent entries.]
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ZIRELSON, YEHUDAH LEIB (1859–
1941), rabbi, public figure, and writer.
Yehudah Leib Zirelson (also Tsirel’son)
was born in the shtetl of Kozelets, Cher-
nigov province (mod. Ukr., Chernihiv).
After receiving rabbinical ordination, he
was chosen to serve as the spiritual rabbi
of the town of Priluki in Poltava province.
In 1907, he was also appointed to be the
town’s crown (government-approved)
rabbi, and from 1908 he served as both
the spiritual and crown rabbi in Kishinev.

Zirelson corresponded with numerous
rabbis in Russia and Western Europe, dis-
cussing issues of Jewish law. He was re-
garded as a brilliant speaker, and pub-
lished articles, essays, and poetry in
Hebrew newspapers and periodicals such
as Ha-Magid, Ha-Tsefirah, Ha-Melits, Ha-
Zeman, and others. He also wrote in Yid-
dish in the Orthodox newspaper Der yud.
In 1902, he published a collection of po-
ems and essays, Derekh selulah, and in
1904, a booklet in Russian on the Russo–
Japanese War.

Beginning in 1897, Zirelson partici-
pated actively in the Zionist movement.
In August 1898 he was a delegate to the
First All-Russian Zionist Conference in
Warsaw. Together with Poltava rabbi Eli-
yahu Akiva Rabinovich, Zirelson headed
a group of 10 rabbis who spoke out vehe-
mently against Zionist cultural and edu-
cational activities. Their demand that the
cultural activities of the Zionist move-
ment be placed under the supervision of a
rabbinical commission was rejected at the
Fifth Zionist Congress, held in Basel in
December 1901.

Zirelson became one of the founders of
the MizraÕi religious Zionist movement
and took part in its founding conference
in December 1902 in Vilna. He soon be-
came disillusioned with Zionism, how-
ever, and participated in the founding of
the non-Zionist Orthodox movement
Agudas Yisroel. He was a delegate to its
first congress in 1912 in Katowice and
was chairman of a number of later con-
gresses. [See MizraÕi; Agudas Yisroel.]

From 1910 to 1917, Zirelson served as
chairman of the sixth rabbinic commis-
sion, which convened in Saint Peters-
burg. These commissions, convened by
the Ministry of Internal Affairs beginning
in 1898, met to consider matters of Jew-
ish law and other aspects of Jewish life.
Both before and during the Mendel Beilis
trial he published numerous articles in
the Russian press refuting the accusation
of ritual murder. He also wrote the text of
a protest letter on this issue, signed by
315 rabbis. [See the biography of Beilis.]

From the beginning of World War I,
Zirelson organized aid for Jewish war ref-
ugees and victims. After Romania an-
nexed Bessarabia in 1918, he served as
Bessarabia’s chief rabbi. He was elected
deputy to the Romanian parliament in
1922 and senator from Kishinev in 1926.
He resigned this latter position after a
speech he delivered against antisemitism
was denied publication in the parliamen-
tary bulletin.
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