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Document A: “Days of Fire,” Shmuel Katz (1968)  

 
[David] Raziel was an unusual and talented man. If he had not been 
needed as a soldier, he would have achieved great success as a writer and 
teacher. The scion of a rabbinical family, intensely orthodox, he might have 
become a great rabbi or a great historian. In his studies at the Hebrew 
University he excelled in philosophy and mathematics. As a young man he 
had decided that Jewish redemption could be achieved only by the sword. 
He therefore studied military history, military science, military biography, 
weaponry, logistics, and guerrilla tactics.  
 
He did not study military lore out of idle curiosity. He was consciously 
preparing himself to teach others. He wrote (together with his colleague, 
Avraham Stern) textbooks on the revolver and on methods of training. He 
conducted courses in the use of small arms and in the manufacture of 
homemade explosives. He was a scholar who could discuss the strategy 
and tactics of the Napoleonic wars, and write a commentary on Clausewitz. 
… 
 
Although I did not share Raziel’s view about the inevitability of the clash 
with the British he and I did agree that the policy of self-restraint would lead 
to disaster and that the Arab terror must be met by vigorous 
countermeasures. … 
 
The Irgun, its uncertainties resolved by Jabotinsky’s firm decision on 
retaliation against Arab attack, launched its campaign of large-scale 
reprisals on November 14 [1937]. This campaign was to continue 
intermittently until the outbreak of World War II nearly two years later. It 
opened with the explosion of a homemade bomb constructed by Raziel 
himself in the Arab market place in the Old City of Jerusalem, killing and 
wounding scores of Arabs.  
 
The Jewish Agency openly dissociated itself from this campaign. The Irgun, 
under its new leadership, tightened its organization and conspiratorial 
discipline. It was a rare courage it demanded from its members – to carry 
on day after day surrounded by hatred, vilification, and denunciation from 
their own people. There are many unsung heroes in the story of the Irgun. 
Jacob Rass, an eighteen-year-old boy, was one of them. Detailed to carry 
out an attack in the Arab market place of Jerusalem, he disguised himself 
as an Arab villager and wheeled a vegetable barrow into the market, a 
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homemade bomb concealed among the vegetables. Something in his 
manner apparently aroused the suspicion of an Arab woman, who began 
screaming, “Yahud, Yahud.” A crowd closed in on Rass, who was shot 
while trying to escape. Badly wounded by several bullets, he was taken to 
the hospital by British police, and there operated on. His guards waited for 
the doctor’s permission to question him. Knowing this, weak from the loss 
of blood and fearful lest in his weakness he might give away the names of 
comrades, he quietly undid his bandages and slowly bled to death. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Days of Fire, Shmuel Katz, W.H. Allen & Co., London, 1968, p. 17-31.  
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 Document B: “Anonymous Soldiers,” Bruce Hoffman 
(2015) 

 

The organization that Begin immersed himself in had, however, fallen on 
hard times. The deaths of Jabotinsky and Raziel within a year of each other 
had deprived the Irgun of both leadership and vision at a critical moment 
when the group was already directionless and struggling. [Jacob] Meridor, 
Raziel’s deputy, had proven incapable of reversing the drift and providing 
effective leadership. Whatever confidence remained in his leadership had 
largely dissipated. 
 
Although accounts vary whether Meridor himself proposed that Begin 
assume command of the Irgun or whether Irgunists forced the decision on 
Meridor, on December 1, 1943, at the age of thirty, Menachem Begin 
became the Irgun’s sixth commander.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Anonymous Soldiers: The Struggle for Israel, 1917-1947, Bruce Hoffman, 
Alfred A. Knopf, New York, 2015, p. 123. 
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Document C: “Terror Out of Zion” J. Bowyer Bell (1933)  
 
To the romantic, Begin appeared a most unlikely underground leader. 
Unlike Stern, there was no aura of intense, burning, dangerous 
determination. Unlike [Lehi leader Israel] Eldad, there were no visions. He 
was no gunman, no hard man on the run, no poet of revolution, no splendid 
figure ripe for legend. In fact he was not physically prepossessing and was 
described in the British Jewish Terrorist Index as having a long, hooked 
nose, bad teeth, and horn-rimmed spectacles. He closely resembled a 
small-town lawyer or a schoolteacher: middle sized, far from handsome, 
slender, immaculately dressed, with impeccable manners. In intimate 
conversation he was invariably kind and considerate. When he spoke in 
public (impossible in Palestine during the revolt), to some he was a great 
orator, to others a dangerous demagogue. He had a most remarkable 
presence in the underground, which created an atmosphere of contained 
power and moral authority, combined with a keen analytical mind cleared of 
the dense undergrowth of previous Zionist assumptions. All during the 
revolt his contacts were limited to his wife and child, a few couriers, and the 
few members of the high command. His influence and determination, 
however, spread out through the entire Irgun, his ideas and ideals 
constantly reinforced through the Herut, the news sheet written almost 
entirely by him. While in theory the high command determined policy, 
Begin’s voice closed most arguments. His views, even when opposed to all 
others, inevitably won by dint of logic, by his grasp of the strategic options 
and consequences, and by his dominant presence.  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Terror Out of Zion, J. Bowyer Bell, St. Martin’s Press, New York, 1977, p. 105 
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Document D: “To The Hebrew Nation in Zion” Irgun 
Proclamation (February 1, 1944)  

 
TO THE HEBREW NATION IN ZION! 
 
Sons of Israel, Hebrew youth!  
 
We stand at the final stage of the war, we face an historic decision on our 
future destiny.  
 
The truce proclaimed when war broke out has been violated by the British 
authorities. The rulers of the country have taken into account neither loyalty 
nor concessions nor sacrifice; they have continued to implement their aim: 
the liquidation of sovereign Zionism.  
 
[...]  
 
We must draw the necessary conclusions without wavering. There can no 
longer be a truce between the Hebrew nation and youth and the British 
administration of Eretz Israel, which is betraying our brethren to Hitler. Our 
nation will fight this regime, fight to the end.  
 
[...] 
 
And this is our demand:  
 
Rule over Eretz Israel must immediately be handed over to a provisional 
Hebrew government.  
 
The Hebrew government of Eretz Israel, the sole legal representative of the 
Jewish people, must, immediately after its establishment, begin the 
implementation of the following principles:  
 
a. establish a national Hebrew army.  
b. conduct negotiations with all authorized bodies on the organization of the 
mass evacuation of European Jewry to Eretz Israel.  
 
[...] 
 
Jews!  
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The establishment of a Hebrew government and the implementation of its 
plans – this is the sole way of rescuing our people, salvaging our existence 
and our honor. We will follow this path, for there is no other.  
 
We will fight! Every Jew in our homeland will fight!  
 
[...] 
 
Jews!  
 
Our fighting youth will not be deterred by victims, blood and suffering. They 
will not surrender, will not rest until they restore our past glory, until they 
ensure our people of a homeland, freedom, honor, bread, justice and law. 
And if you help them, then your own eyes will soon behold the return to 
Zion and the rebirth of Israel.  
 
May God be with us and aid us! 
  
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Proclamation of Revolt, plastered on walls and buildings around the Land of 
Israel, Feb. 1, 1944. (English text from Jewish Virtual Library) 
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Document E: “The Revolt”, Menachem Begin (1950) 

 

The main strategy of the revolt was aimed against the government itself 
and was designed to achieve – and ultimately did achieve – direct 
objectives. It was not shaped in a day but was fashioned laboriously and 
hammered out in the heat of battle and in the light of experience. Our 
strategy was established on three sound bases: on a comprehensive study 
of the methods used by oppressor administrations in foreign countries; on 
an objective study of the international situation; and on searching 
examination of the position and condition of Great Britain at the end of the 
second World War.  
 
British Government departments have vast experience of ruling over 
foreign – especially over backward – peoples. We studied and examined 
this experience. We learned that in general British officials avoid making 
their rule dependent on force, but rather on the power of prestige. They 
know that “you can do anything with bayonets except sit on them”. It is 
much better to sit in their shadow. Consequently, when the British 
administrators are faced with violent opposition they tend to seek a way 
out, by foregoing direct rule and substituting indirect British rule. Thus, the 
Commander-in-Chief is replaced by an “Adviser,” the High Commissioner 
by an “Ambassador.” Leaving by the door, they come back through the 
window. The history of the Middle and Far East in the last two generations 
provides evidence of this system in its various phases. 
 
History and our observation persuaded us that if we could succeed in 
destroying the government’s prestige in Eretz Israel, the removal of its rule 
would follow automatically. Thenceforward we gave no peace to this weak 
spot. Throughout all the years of our uprising, we hit at the British 
Government’s prestige, deliberately, tirelessly, unceasingly. … 
 
We knew that Eretz Israel, in consequence of the revolt, resembled a glass 
house. The world was looking into it with ever-increasing interest and could 
see most of what was happening inside.  … Arms were our weapons of 
attack; the transparency of the “glass” was our shield of defense. Served by 
these two instruments we continued to deliver our blows at the structure of 
the Mandatory’s prestige. 
 
Source: The Revolt, Menachem Begin, Steimatsky’s Agency Ltd., Jerusalem, 2015, p. 
52-56. 
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Document F: “Days of Fire,” Shmuel Katz (1968) 
 

In January 1944, Begin, buttressed by a new High Command, issued a 
declaration of war and a call to arms. The first large-scale commando-style 
attacks were launched on British civil installations. In three rounds of 
simultaneous assault the offices of the Immigration Department, the 
Income tax offices and the CID headquarters throughout the country were 
blown up. One limiting decision was taken. As long as Britain fought Hitler, 
the Army was not to be touched.  
 
An intensive campaign of enlightenment accompanied the military 
operations: citizens going to their work in the morning found, posted up on 
the walls and shop windows in the towns, communiques on the previous 
night’s operations, analyses of the political situation and exhortations for 
support. A radio transmitter began regular broadcasts.  
 
The British reacted with intensive searches for suspects, for printing 
presses, for the radio transmitter, large-scale arrests of suspects, and 
heavy sentences for those who could be brought to trial.  
 
The sharpest opposition to the Irgun attacks, however, actually came from 
the official Jewish organizations. The violence of their attack in their 
newspapers was matched by the imaginative catalogue of their charges. 
Nihilists, maniacs, charlatans, Fascists, murderers, bandits were the 
familiar terms used in the spate of speeches, articles and resolutions that 
poured out throughout 1944 against the Irgun and the Lehi. … 
 
The propaganda was effective, especially in the rural areas where Irgun 
literature did not penetrate. Many accepted the image of the Irgun (and the 
Lehi) as a band of “criminals” and “Fascists” consciously “stabbing Zionism 
in the back” by aiming at the overthrow of Jewish authority. 
 
There was even more direct pressure. The leader of the Haganah, Eliahu 
Golumb, accompanied by his deputy Moshe Sneh, met Begin to persuade 
him that he was wrong in his reading of the political situation, that in fact 
British policy would change after the war, that British public figures had 
actually so promised. They ended by threatening to liquidate Irgun 
altogether. … 
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The Jewish Agency’s campaign against the Irgun reached full flood the 
next month [November 1944] when Lord Moyne, the British Resident 
Minister in Cairo, was assassinated by Hakim and Beth-Tsoury, two Lehi 
members.  
 
Lord Moyne was a remote figure whose hostility to measures for saving 
Europe’s Jews was at the time not well known, and his assassination 
evoked almost universal condemnation. The Jewish Agency exploited this 
public feeling and to the full. In a speech to the Histadrut Conference on 
November 20, 1944, Mr. Ben-Gurion outlined his plan for liquidating the 
underground.  
 
Members of the underground, when discovered, were to be driven from 
their places of work or expelled from high schools. There was to be no 
sentimental hesitation about handing them over to the British. Mr. Ben-
Gurion emphasized that for the Jews in Palestine, there was a “common 
interest with the British.”  
 
The whole machinery of the Jewish Agency’s security forces were now 
organized to wage war against the Irgun. The Haganah and the Palmach 
were sent into action. Hundreds of members of the latter were drafted into 
the towns from their kibbutzim. Expulsions from schools, dismissals from 
places of work, kidnappings, beatings, torture, direct denunciations to the 
British, became the sole occupation of the action-hungry soldiers of the 
Haganah and the Palmach. In instinctive identification with the British 
overlord, they borrowed, from the tradition of the hunt, the term to describe 
this operation: it was called “the season.”  
  
 
 

Vocabulary   

CID: Civil Investigation Department. The political police.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Days of Fire, Shmuel Katz, W.H. Allen & Co., London, 1968, p. 83-85.  
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Document G: “Menachem Begin,” Daniel Gordis (2014) 
 

The King David Hotel had served as the British Mandate’s military and 
administrative headquarters since 1938, although a third of the rooms 
continued to be used as guest accommodations. The Etzel had considered 
an attack on the King David as early as 1945, even prior to the United 
Resistance Movement. … 
 
“Father Antippa,” the elderly Greek who supervised the typists in the King 
David Hotel, received a warning call; he sent a policeman to the basement 
but found nothing. The attack had been delayed by one hour due to a delay 
in delivering the explosives; it is possible that the first warning call came too 
early. 
 
The fuses were set at 12:13 to explode thirty minutes later. Two bombs that 
had been designed to explode on Julian’s Way, adjacent to the hotel, 
failed. They detonated, but did not ignite containers filled with kerosene that 
had been placed nearby. Nonetheless, they attracted enough attention that 
the air sirens went off. Many of those in the King David took the sirens to 
mean that the worst was over, that the British were now in control of the 
situation.  
 
At 12:22, twenty minutes before the bombs were set to detonate, Adina, an 
Etzel courier, called the King David: “The building is going to blow up. You 
must evacuate immediately. You have been warned.” She relayed the 
message in Hebrew and in English and hung up. The assistant manager 
transferred the call to a British officer who, jaded by the almost daily bomb 
threats the hotel received, dismissed the warning.  
 
At 12:27, Adina called the French Consulate, housed next to the King 
David; she told them that they open their windows so as not to be harmed 
by the blast. They did as they were told. At 12:31, Adina called The 
Palestine Post, tipping them off and asking them to warn the hotel again.  
 
 
 
 
Source: Menachem Begin: The Battle for Israel’s Soul, Daniel Gordis, Schocken Books, 
2014, p.48-52. 
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Document H: “The Palestine Triangle,” Nicholas Bethell 
(1979) 

 
The explosion turned the whole south-west corner of the hotel to dust and 
rubble. All six floors, a section of twenty-eight rooms, dropped to the 
ground in a heap, leaving the building without one of its corners, like a cake 
with a large rectangular slice cut out of it. Robert Newton, a member of the 
political Secretariat, was sitting typing when the ceiling fell and his desk 
was smashed by flying bricks: ‘Instead of the wall behind my chair, I found 
that I was on the brink of a drop of five stories. The lift well and staircase on 
the other side of the destroyed wall had gone, and with them the typists’ 
room I had just visited and the adjacent room of one of my colleagues, who 
was sharing my house in the absence of our respective wives. He, of 
course, was somewhere under the rubble, dead, and with him the loyal and 
cheerful girls who had worked for us.’ … 
 
A total of ninety-one people were killed – forty-one Arabs, twenty-eight 
British, seventeen Jews and five others.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: The Palestine Triangle: The Struggle for the Holy Land, 1935-1948, Nicholas 
Bethell, G.P. Putnam’s & Sons, New York, 1979, p. 262-263. 
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Document I: “Anonymous Soldiers,” Bruce Hoffman (2015) 
 

The [King David Hotel] attack evoked horror and umbrage back in London. 
Addressing the House of Commons, [Prime Minister Clement] Atlee termed 
it an “insane act of terrorism.” Daniel Lipson, a Jewish member of the 
opposition Conservative Party, declared that the bombing brought 
“dishonor and shame to the name of Jew”’; his fellow Tory, the Earl of 
Winterton, described the Irgun “as vile and treacherous a foe as the Nazis.” 
Comment in the press was identically condemnatory in tone but 
significantly different in substance. For the first time, just as Begin had 
intended, doubt began to creep into the calculus of whether Britain should 
persevere in its stoic quest to achieve a just settlement of the Palestine 
problem. “Hopes that the teeth of terrorism had been drawn by recent 
arrests and discoveries of hidden arms dumps have been disappointed,” 
The Daily Telegraph lamented. The Manchester Guardian likewise 
observed that the bombing “will be a shock to those who imagined that the 
Government’s firmness had put a stop to Jewish terrorism and had brought 
about an easier situation in Palestine. In fact, the opposite is the truth … 
Yesterday was their answer and it would be foolish to hope that it will be 
the last.” Partition, the editorial concluded, “more than ever seems to be the 
best answer, and it is to be hoped that the British and American 
representatives will not reject it without far more careful consideration than 
the Anglo-American Committee gave it.”  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Anonymous Soldiers: The Struggle for Israel, 1917-1947, Bruce Hoffman, 
Alfred A. Knopf, New York, 2015, p. 306. 
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Document J: “Terror Out of Zion” J. Bowyer Bell (1977) 
 
On March 1, [1947] the Jewish sabbath, the Irgun carried out sixteen major 
operations. The most impressive was the attack on the British officers club 
in Goldschmidt House, supposedly totally secure in the midst of the 
Jerusalem Bevingrad complex. … 
 
In London the Sunday Express ran a banner headline: GOVERN OR GET 
OUT. At eight on Sunday morning martial law was proclaimed, with a full 
curfew in most Jewish areas. All government services stopped. There was 
no postal delivery. Only a few telephones worked. Food was distributed by 
the army. There were no trains, buses, or taxis, and only security motor 
transport on the roads. Civil courts were suspended and special military 
tribunals established There was no movement in or out of various closed 
zones without police authority. Anyone was liable to be shot for disobeying 
a soldier, all of whom now had police authority. Two people were shot and 
killed almost immediately, but for what infraction was uncertain, since one 
was a four-year-old girl. In Tel Aviv the huge ten-thousand-man cordon and 
search operation was known as Elephant. In Jerusalem at dawn, the ten-
thousand troops of the First and Ninth Infantry Brigades in Operation Hippo 
began screening all suspects – every Jew who could be rounded up and 
run past a knowledgeable CID eye. …  
 
The boot, Hippo and Elephant, martial law – none had the intended effect. 
The Irgun kept up their attacks. On Monday five soldiers and four civilian 
employees were wounded in three attacks. The Irgun found no difficulty in 
reestablishing communication and control. The cordon and search 
operations discovered no one important. … The next day Irgun and LEHI 
attacks continued throughout the Mandate – sniping, arson, road mines, 
hand grenades, and the occasional heavy raid. … 
 
April was the cruelest month. At 2:00 a.m. on March 31, LEHI detonated 
two huge bombs inside the Haifa refinery. After the flash, a massive sheet 
of flames shot up several hundred feet. The city was lit blood red by the 
flames. The fire department was unable to make any progress with the 
burning oil tanks. Day after day the flames continued, producing greasy 
black clouds of rolling smoke over the city. Not until April 18, nearly three 
weeks later, did they begin to die out. By then the squalid war in Palestine 
had grown more vicious; for the British, after the failure of Hippo, Elephant, 
and martial law, still wanted to create an impression of control. Haifa lit up, 
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night after night, by an uncontrollable blaze was hardly firm evidence of 
civic order. On April 2, Britain formally asked United Nations Secretary 
General Trygve Lie to call a special session of the General Assembly to 
consider the Palestine problem.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Terror Out of Zion, J. Bowyer Bell, St. Martin’s Press, New York, 1977, p. 190-
191. 
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 Document K: “House of Commons Debate”, Reuters News 
Service (March 3, 1947) 

 

Shouting angrily and thumping a dispatch-box in front of him, Mr. Winston 
Churchill demanded in the House of Commons today to know how long this 
state of ‘squalid warfare’ in Palestine, with all its bloodshed, would go on 
before some decision was reached. He said it was costing thirty to forty 
million sterling a year and keeping 100,000 Englishmen away with the 
military forces.”  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: As Quoted in: The Revolt, Menachem Begin, Steimatsky’s Agency Ltd., 
Jerusalem, 2015, p. 321. 
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Document L: “Terror Out of Zion” J. Bowyer Bell (1977) 
 

In Britain there were full-page pictures of the two sergeants; their bodies 
hanging like strange fruit in an orchard. The papers, with heavy black 
headlines and outraged editorials, reported the anguished speeches in 
Parliament, the mobs daubing swastikas on synagogues, and the looting 
attacks on Jewish shops. Few in Britain took time to notice the reaction of 
the Manchester Guardian – “Time to Go.” The Guardian’s writers felt the 
only hope was the United Nations, which might find a way to release Britain 
from responsibility, giving Jews and Arabs an opportunity to start afresh. 
The Guardian was perceptive; for the wave of revulsion in Britain was 
directed as much against British presence and tactics as against Jewish 
terror: the exhausted Exodus refugees dragged screaming back from the 
Promised Land, the death of two young men trapped in a humiliating and 
pointless struggle against a persecuted people, the weekly lists of dead 
and maimed that brought no thanks from either Jew or Arab. So, instead of 
adamant demands for vengeance and reprisals, as some expected, the 
consensus gradually formed, as the Guardian predicted, that the time for 
evacuation had arrived. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: Terror Out of Zion, J. Bowyer Bell, St. Martin’s Press, New York, 1977, p. 238-
239. 
 


