Appendix B. Zionist Movement Group Strength Data

Year Hierarchy Evidence for Movement Hierarchy
L1. General Zionists
C2. Ahdut HaAvoda Ahdut HaAvoda won the largest percentage of votes 22% in the Yishuv’s first National
1920 C3. Histadmt Assembly elections, followed by Histadrut HaSephardim with 17%, and Hapoel Hatzair
HaSephardim 13%'; Haganah is founded with 200 fighters?; the last Zionist Congress—dominated by
C4. Hapoel Hatzair the General Zionists—had been held in 1913 due to World War I

14 Subordinates

L1. General Zionists

C2. Ahdut HaAvoda Although they were not a single cohesive party, General Zionists won 73% of the vote at
C3. Mizrahi the Zionist Congress, the Mizrahi 19% and the Labor parties 8% combined®; the Mizrahi

1921  C4: Histadrut had prominence in Eastern Europe, including 33% of the Zionist Congress delegates from
HaSephardim Czechoslovakia, although they only received 3% of the vote in the National Assembly
C5. Hapoel Hatzair elections*

14 Subordinates

L1. General Zionists
C2. Ahdut HaAvoda Although they were not a single cohesive party, General Zionists had won 73% of the vote

C3. Mizrahi at the Zionist Congress, the Mizrahi 19% and the Labor parties 8% combined”; the

1922 C4: Histadrut Mizrahi had prominence in Eastern Europe, including 33% of the Zionist Congress
HaSephardim delegates from Czechoslovakia, although they only received 3% of the vote in the
C5. Hapoel Hatzair National Assembly elections®

14 Subordinates

L1. General Zionists
C2. Ahdut HaAvoda

C3. Mizrahi The General Zionists won 50% of the vote at the Zionist Congress, the Mirazhi 23%,
1923 C4: Histadrut Labor parties 21%, and the Radicals 6%; the National Assembly continued to be
HaSephardim dominated by the Labor parties

C5. Hapoel Hatzair
15 Subordinates

L1. General Zionists
C2. Ahdut HaAvoda

C3. Mizrahi The General Zionists had won 50% of the vote at the Zionist Congress, the Mirazhi 23%,
1924  C4: Histadrut Labor parties 21%, and the Radicals 6%"; the National Assembly continued to be
HaSephardim dominated by the Labor parties

C5. Hapoel Hatzair
15 Subordinates

L1. General Zionists

C2. Ahdut HaAvoda The General Zionists won 54% of the vote at the Zionist Congress, the Mirazhi 19%,
1925 C3. Mizrahi . Labor parties 19%, the Radicals 6%, and the newly founded Revisionst Party 2%°; Ahdut

C4. Hapoel Hatzair HaAvoda won 24% of the vote in the second National Assembly, followed by Hapoel

C5: Yemenites Hatzair 14%, Yemenites 9%, HaSephardim 7%, Revisionists 7%, and Mizrahi 3%!°

25 Subordinates

L1. General Zionists “The ranks of the Haganah thinned”"'; The General Zionists had won 54% of the vote at
1926  C2. Ahdut HaAvoda the Zionist Congress, the Mirazhi 19%, Labor parties 19%, the Radicals 6%, and the

C3. Mizrahi Revisionst Party 2%%; Ahdut HaAvoda had won 24% of the vote in the second National
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C4. Hapoel Hatzair
CS5: Yemenites

25 Subordinates

Assembly, followed by Hapoel Hatzair 14%, Yemenites 9%, HaSephardim 7%,
Revisionists 7%, and Mizrahi 3%

L1. General Zionists
C2. Ahdut HaAvoda
C3. Hapoel Hatzair

The General Zionists won 54% of the vote at the Zionist Congress, Labor parties 22%, the

1927 C4. Mizrahi Mizrahi 16%, the Radicals 4%, and the Revisionst Party 4% Labor parties dominated
C5: Yemenites the National Assembly
25 Subordinates
L1. General Zionists
gg 323221}1 I—?QZ;)i(ria The General Zionists won 54% of the vote at the Zionist Conglgess, Labor parties 22%, the
1928 C4. Mizrahi Mizrahi 16%, the Radicals 4%, and the Revisionst Party 4% ~; Labor parties dominated
C5: Yemenites the National Assembly
25 Subordinates
L1. General Zionists
C2. Ahdut HaAvoda
1929 C3. Ha}poel.Hatzair The General Zionists won 47% of the vote at the Zionist Congress, Labor parties 26%, the
C4. Mizrahi Mizrahi 16%, the Revisionst Party 7%, and the Radicals 4%
CS: Yemenites
25 Subordinates
L1. General Zionists
C2. Ahdut HaAvoda
1930 C3. Hapoel Hatzair Mapai was formed durglg 1930 from merger of Hapoel Hatzair and Ahdut Ha’avoda, had
C4. Mizrahi 6,000 members '; the Haganah grew in size after the 1929 anti-Jewish riots
CS: Yemenites
25 Subordinates
]6; %ﬁ?;éig?%ag; h Mapai won 30% (?f the vote at th§ Ziot}ist Congress, foll.oyve(.i by t\yo General Zio.nist .
C3. Revisionists/Irgun groups (Alliance with 230@ and Unity with 10%), the Revisionists wllgh 21%, the Mizrahi
1931 C4. Mizrahi 14%, and the Radicals 3% °; the Irgun formed in split from Haganah ~; Mapai controls the
C5: Unity (GZ) Haganah increasingly via the Jewish Agency; Mapai won 43% of the vote in the third2 .
14 Subordinates National Assembly, the Revisionists 16%, the Mizrahi 8%, Unity General Zionists 6%
]6; %ﬁ?;;gig(}a;; h Mapai had won 30% of the vote at t.he Z@onist Congress, fgl}owed b}{ two General Z.ionis.t
C3. Revisionists/Irgun groups (Alliance with 23‘?1 and Unity with 10%), the Revisionists w212th 21%, the Mizrahi
1932 C4. Mizrahi 14%, and the Radicals 3%""; the Irgun formed in split from Haganah™; Mapai controls the
C5: Unity (GZ) Haganah increasingly via the Jewish Agency; Mapai won 43% of the vote in the third2 X
14 Subordinates National Assembly, the Revisionists 16%, the Mizrahi 8%, Unity General Zionists 6%
: Mapai won 44% of the vote at the Zionist Congress, the General Zionists 23%, the
]6; 1\(/}12[?:;;?;%32?:;5 Revisionists 14%, the Mizrahi 12%, the Radicals 5%, and the Jewish State Party 29
1933 Mapai had won 43% of the vote in the third National Assembly, the Revisionists 16%, the

C3. Revisionists/Irgun

18 Subordinates

Mizrahi 8%, Unity General Zionists 6% ; Mapai “gained tens of thousands of new
members” since 1931°°
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L1. Mapai/Haganah
C2. General Zionists

Mapai won 44% of the vote at the Zionist Congress, the General Zionists 23%, the
Revisionists 14%, the Mizrahi 12%, the Radicals 5%, and the Jewish State Party 2%%;

1934 C3. Revisionists/Ireun Mapai had won 43% of the vote in the third National Assembly, the Revisionists 16%, the
T ‘S bordinat g Mizrahi 8%, Unity General Zionists 6%°; Mapai “gained tens of thousands of new
ubordinates members” since 1931%; the Haganah had 100 paid officials and the Irgun 40>
Mapai won 49% of the vote at the Zionist Congress, followed by two General Zionist
groups (Unity with 21% and Alliance with 11%), the Mizrahi 16%, and the Jewish State
L1. Mapai/Haganah Party 3.%3.1; the Revisioni.sts left the Zionist Congregs and formed their own New Zionist
. Organization (NZO), which had 750,000 voters for its first convention (450,000 of them
C2. Unity (GZ) A o .. B
1935 S Revisionists), as compared to 1.2 million voters at the Zionist Organization’s Congress the
C3. Revisionists/Irgun L TR . . L
19 Subordinates same year ; British intelligence estimates Revisionist Party strength as 1/3 that of
Mapai®; The 1935 Zionist Congress cemented the geographical shift in the movement’s
center of gravity, recognizing the Zionist Executive in Jerusalem (The Jewish Agency)
over that in London
L1. Mapai/Haganah
C2. Unity (GZ) Haganah had 20,000 members but only a few thousand active, Irgun had over 2,000 active
1936 2 |
C3. Revisionists/Irgun members
19 Subordinates
L1. Mapai/H h .
2 U::ﬁ?,l (G;g)ana Haganah had 21,000 members but only a few thousand active, Irgun had 1,800-3,000
1937 C3: Revisionists/Trgun active members™; a number of Irgun members r3e6turned to Haganah but Irgun kept 1,500
- members
19 Subordinates
L1. Mapai/Haganah The Irgun had 1,500-2,000 active members, but built their organization around soon
1938 C2. Unity (GZ) having 11,000 strong due to their expectation of continued high levels of immigration.”’;
C3. Revisionists/Irgun  Haganah had far more members but was largely a reserve force, had 1,500 fighters in the
19 Subordinates commando units under British command®®
The Irgun brought in 40% of the illegal immigrants to the Mandate in the late 1930s>; the
L1. Mapai/Haganah Irgun believed that an equal alliance with Haganah would be unfair and that they might be
1939 C2. Unity (GZ) closer to “swallowing” the Haganah than the other way around*’; British went from
C3. Revisionists/Irgun having trained and equipped 4,850 Zionists by September 1937 to 18,600 by July 1939,
19 Subordinates the majority of whom were Haganah members‘“; Irgun had 1,500 members42; Haganah
had only 200-300 full-time members”
1940 L1. Mapai/Haganah The Irgun split as over 100 of its members left to create the Lehi, taking many of the

C2. Unity (GZ)

Irgun’s weapons with them to their new armed group*; Revisionists raised £135,000,
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C3. Revisionists/Irgun

20 Subordinates

which was almost the same as one of the Haganah’s fundraising efforts, but far below the
total financial support they received®’; Haganah membership was “at its lowest ebb” from
1939-1941 as activities and active force declines*

L1. Mapai/Haganah
C2. Unity (GZ)

The Haganah’s strike force, the Palmach, was formed by the British with a few hundred

1941 C3. Revisionists/Ireun fighters initially; the Irgun had a few thousand members, with (over) estimates up to 5000-
- - g 8000%"; the Lehi had 30-120 members*®; Mapai had 20,000 members®
20 Subordinates
Mapai won 57% of the vote in municipal elections in the Yishuv as compared to 18% for
the United Labour Party>’; By this time, “no more than 10 to 15 percent of the yishuv
H1. Mapai/Haganah . supported the right”'; the .British tr}{ l:msuccessf}llly to disband the Pfilmacl}, .which
1942 27 Subordinates instead becomes the best-trained, mobilized force in the movement, quickly rising from
600 to 2,000 troops alongside 20,000-30,000 other Haganah, while the Irgun had 1,000-
5,000 members *?; the Haganah had a budget of £281,470 while the Irgun collected £6,000
from its “Jewish Front Tax” and “hardly had money to eat”™
H1. Mapai/Haganah The Irgu.n haq “less thar} 600 men and women of whom only 200 were combat fighters”™;
1943 - U.S. intelligence claimed that the Irgun was 10% as large as the Haganah (4,000 vs.
22 Subordinates 40,000 members) while British intelligence claimed 20% (5,000 vs. 25,000)”
Mapai won 37% of the vote in the fourth National Assembly, followed by the Left Front
1944 H1. Mapai/Haganah 12%, Newsé%liyah Party 11%, Mizrahi 9%, Ahdut HaAvoda 9%, and Unity General
21 Subordinates Zionists 6%"; The Irgun and Revisionist Party formally split; the Haganah had 10,000
active members vs. 200-1000 for the Irgun and 200-250 for the Lehi®’
Mapai and the Haganah collaborated with the British, leading to the arrests of hundreds of
1945 H1. Mapai/Haganah Revisionists and Irgun members, cutting the Irgun’s active membership from over 1,000 to
21 Subordinates fewer than 40058; the Lehi had 200-300 memberssg; the Haganah had 47,500 total
members (including 5,000 Palmach)®
Haganah, Irgun, and Lehi united in the Hebrew Resistance Movement in October 1945 but
split in August 1946 after Mapai and the Haganah faced unprecedented repression from
. the British; the Haganah controlled 11 of the 12 boats used for illegal Jewish immigration
1946 H1. Mapal/.Haganah to the Yishuv61;gthe Haganah had a budget of over £400,000 whgile the Irgun facid a
21 Subordinates “constant shortage of financial resources” despite a £35,000 train theft®’; Ben Gurion is
elected President of the Zionist Organization as Mapai wins 61% of the Zionist Congress
vote in the Yishuv®; the Haganah had 35,500-66,000 members, Irgun 1,200-8,000%
1947 H1. Mapai/Haganah The Irgun had 2,000 fighters, the Lehi 800, and the Haganah had 12,000 active duty troops
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plus 37,000 reservists®
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The Haganah'’s strike force (Palmach) grew to 6,000 members and its total forces well
over 40,000, while the Irgun was not larger than 5,000 even if its youth guards are
H1. Mapai/Haganah included, the Lehi 600%; the Irgun failed to secure the massive influx of weapons on the
Altalena (and the subsequent massive increase of recruits it could have supported); the
Irgun budget increased to $10,000/month in foreign funding, while the Haganah gained
$100 million from two U.S. fundraising tours alone®’; Haganah won the most votes in the
first Knesset elections in 1949 (36%) and Ben Gurion became the first Prime Minister

1948

21 Subordinates
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