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Israel Faces An Election 
Daniel Jeremy Silver 
February 15, 1981 

In May of 1977 when the present Kennesset was elected, the present govern

ment of Israel, nearly eighty percent of the registered voters went to the polls and 

cast their ballot. The actual figure was 79.3 percent, and this number compares fav

orably to the 52.3 percent of the American people that exercised their franchise in 

November of 1980. These figures are interesting not simply because of what they tell 

about the level of political interest in Israel but because they suggest that so much 

of the punditing about why Americans don't vote may in fact be misguided, misdirected. 

Americans who have written about our campaigns and our political activities have sug

gested that more Americans are not voting each year in part because we no longer feel 

bound up to one or another of the political parties; and in part because we are in

creasingly dismayed by the world of politics and we increasingly despair of politicians. 

But when you look at Israel you find the same tenrencies at work. Thirty percent of 

the electorate paid nominal dues to one or another of the political parties of Is-

rael in 1970, and by 1980 that number was halved, less than fifteen percent of the 

population declared themselves to be a member of one or another party. And every one 

of the public opinion polls which have been taken in recent months in Israel suggest 

that the degree of disenchantment in politics and politicians is at least as great, 

if not greater, than the spirit, the attitudes, of the American people. vJhat then 

explains this difference in the franchise? 

Well, I would suggest that voting is a habit. It's a habit that the Ameri

can people have really nevev exercised in national elections. In Israel there has 

never been an election in the nine which have been held since the state was estab

lished when less than seventy-eight percent of the population that could go to the 

polls went to the polls. 1nthe United States in the last century and a half there has 

never been an election when as many as seventy percent of the voters went to the 

polls. In part it has to do with the meaning of a vote. Americans have always had 

the vote. We tend to take it for granted. Most Israelis have never had the vote, 
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at least never until they came to Israel. The first time most Israelis could vote was 

during the late nineteenth century when they could buy a shekhl and vote in campaigns 

to elect representatives to the World Zionist Congress, and Israelis got into the 

habit of thinking of a vote as a statement of national arfirmation. It was a way of 

saying we're going to take the future into our own hands, we're going to have some

thing to say about our destiny. And I suspect that deep down in the Israeli soul 

the voting still has that psychological and emotional impact. It's a way of express

ing one's faith in one's ability to control one's destiny. 

Attitudes in Israel towards politics and politicians are very similar to 

those in the United States. The magazine, Dyohakanot, about two months ago took a 

poll, and unlike the polls that were taken during the surrmer when Mr. Reagan and Mr. 

Carter had become the presidential candidates for the fall, and it was discovered that 

if one separated out Mr. Perez and Mr. Begin and asked the Israeli electorate to choose 

between them, just as in September and October, neither of the above won most of 

those public relations polls; neither of the above is Israel's favorite candidate. 

Now when the Israelis go to the polls in June of this year, on June 30 of 

this year, they will be exercising their national franchise for the tenth t:ime in 

elect their history. As you know, they not a president, not a prime minister, but a 

kennesset, the 120 members of the Unicameral Israeli Parliament, and then the party 

which wins a majority of the seats in the Kennesset or the party which is the major 

party in the coalition which can organize the majority of the members of the Kennesset 

nominates a Prime Minister and a set of Ministers and these form the goverrnnent. 

Israel's government follows largely on the British Parliamentary model. So that when 

the Israelis go to the polls in June they will enter a polling booth which is quite 

different from the one with which we are familiar. When we go behind the little cur

tain we f'ind ourselves facing a machine with long rows of tape which indicate the 

various offices which are being contested. And below, next to levers, there are the 

names of the candidates for these offices and we press one of these levers to indi-
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cate our choice of individual for that particular office. 

When the Israelis enter their polls they register and they are given an 

envelope, and they walk into a polling booth which is really simply a shelf with 

little pigeon holes. And on that shelf there are bundles of ballots, they're little 

three by five cards, really, different colors, each imprinted with the motto am the 

name of one of the twenty or so national parties which are contesting the election; 

and the Israeli will simply select a ballot from one of those twenty or so bundles, 

place the ballot in his envelope, seal the envelope, and drop the envelope in the 

election box. And then the envelopes are opened, the ballots are counted, the total 

number of votes cast are divided by 120, and each party receives the number of seats 

in the Kennesset, or is allotted a number of seats in the Kennesset, equal to the 

percentage of vote that it receives nationally. And the parties indicate the man or 

woman they will select as Prime Minister by nominating that person as number one on 

their list of candidates. And they will have 20 or 120 candidates listed by number, 

and the election officials will certify the number of candidates, not the individuals, 

and they will then draw a line at 19 or 23 or 34 and all those who qualify in that 

list are members of the Parliament. The Israelis vote for a party rather than as 

we do for an individual, for people. And this, of course, is a product of their his

tory. 

In the Middle East the government has largely been by millet corrmunities, 

tribes, extended families, selected a member and he would have some representation 

at the court, and he would be at the court as representative of his particular 

group. And when Britain ruled Palestine during the mandatory period, Britain al

lowed the pioneers, the yishut, to organize themselves by ideological corrmunity, 

and so there was a socialist ideological cormrunity which had its own settlements, 

which had its own school system, which had its own court system, which even had 

its own anny. And there was an urban, roore liberal, economically liberal conmu

nity which had its own corrrnunities, which had its own representatives, which had its 
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ovm school system. There was a religious corrrnunity which had its o~m settlements and 

its own courts and its own school system, and these ideologically based parties be

came the basis of the political system of Israel when the state emerged from the pio

neering corrnnunity. And until quite recently these ideoloGically based oarties con

tested the el~ctions and arrangements were always very difficult in Israel because 

no party was ever able to comnand an absolute majority of the seats in the Kennesset, 

and so there always had to be a coalition and the coalition was of the major party 

which until 1977 was always labor, mapai, and the religious bloc, the national re

ligious party in the agudah were almost always enough to give labor the sixty-one 

seats it required and a few more, and the religious parties were therefore, though 

they are small in number they never have been able to command more than ten percent 

of the rational vote, were always able to secure for themselves that control over 

the laws of personal status, over the lives of individuals as far as ~arriage, di

vorce, adoption, inheritance, kashrut in rest aurants and hotels and the like which 

they insisted upon. So Israel has had coalition governments. It has had ideologi

cally based goverrnnents, and it has had a free democratic elected government. 

Whenever we think of elections it is well to remind ourselves that the 

vote, an election does not by itself prove that a country is democratic. The So-

viet Union has elections. There are elections and there are plebiscites. There 

are elections and then there are referendums of the bureaucracy's power. There are 

countries like Israel in which twenty-two parties can contest the election in which 

there are no limits as to which parties can stand for election. The Arabs can be 

in the Parliament., the Druses can be in the Parliament., the Conmunist Party can have 

members of the Kenneset. The only requirement in Israel for the right to stand for 

election is that you have $250 for a deposit and that you can gain the signatures 

of 750 qualified voters. That's not hard. They're trying this year to raise the 

number of signatures required to 1500., but when you consider the fact that to be 

elected a nrunicipal judge in one of our local corrmunities you really need almost 
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that number of signatures to recognize that there are really no limits on those small 

groups who would like to have representation in Israel's society. If an election 

does not by itself establish the democratic nature of a society what does? There 

are several elements which comprise a democracy: freedom of speech, freedom to as

sume responsibility, the ability of the society to transfer power peacefully with-

out revolution, and most of all, a recognition that those in power do not have un

trarrrneled, unlimited authority, that there is a constitution, there is a basic law, 

there is a compact voluntarily entered into by the corrnnunity which limits the powers 

of the king and of the shiek, of the president, of the prime minister, of the ad

ministrative branch of the government. 

And here it's interesting when we look back into our history to recognize 

that Biblical Jewry, ancient Israel, was in fact the first Constitutional state 

ever devised by man. Before the children of Israel entered into the Promised Land, 

according to the founding history, at Mt. Sinai they entered into a covenant, a cove

nant not unlike the Mayflower compact, not unlike our own Constitution, a basic law 

which we know was affirmed and amended from time to time by covenant renewal cere

monies among the several tribes who were called Kol Israel, the Assembly of the 

Tribes, which no one had the right to amend except God Himself in consonance with 

the tribes of these assemblies, and no individual had the right to transgress or 

to violate that law. 

I read to you this morning from the seventeenth chapter of Deuteronomy, 

from the shtar ha malhut, from the Magna Carta of ancient Israel. If you must have 

a king, have a king for the king has no divine rights. He may not legislate basic 

constitutional law. He may not amend the Torah. He may not multiply his truces or 

his harem or sell Israelis as slaves to Egypt 1n order to get the money to buy ar

maments. And roore than that, as a symbolic act, he is to write out by hand his own 

sefer Torah, his own -constitution, the basic law, and to keep it beside him and to 

have it read to h1m :f'ran time to tine as a reminder that he is the administrator of 
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this law but not its maker. If you look at the ancient stele of Humnarapi and some 

of the other great emperors of the Middle East you will find the great figure 

of the seated king announcing the law on his own. The king establishes by fiat the 

fundamental law of the state. In Israel it's always God establishes the law and no 

king, no priest, no theocrat, no one has the right to establish that law once it is 

in being to create other law or to violate the law. And when a king violated the 

law one of the prophets of God would come and symbolically point the finger at him 

and accuse him of th3.t violation. The theory of the divine right of kings, which 

was so important in medieval Europe, has no basis in Torah, in our Judaic tradition. 

Judaism breathes a derrocratic spirit, and it's interesting to see that aJmost all of 

the democracies ·of the world as they have emerged have followed this prototype fran 

Biblical days, a fundamental constitution entered into voluntarily by the crnmunity, 

Israel says at Sinai we will listen and we will obey, affirmed by the carmunity, 

and then no one within the corrmunity has the right to violate, to go beyond, to ex

ceed its terms. 

And so when the Israelis in June for the tenth time go to the polls in a 

national election they are participating in something mich is fundamentally very 

Jewish, the franchise, and those whom they elect will be limited by the basic law 

of Israel, limited by constitutional provision. They will not have the authority to 

do whatever it is they feel right to do, proper to do, desiring to do, simply because 

they find it desirable, propitious, advantageous to do so. Israel is the only democ

racy in the Middle East, not because it's the only country in the Middle East which 

has elections. Egypt has elections. Lebanon has elections. Syria has elections. 

Iraq has elections. But because in Israel any group can stand in the elections, 

people of any persuasion can be elected and take their seats in the Parliament, and 

once elected no one may exceed the constitutional authority represented by his or 

her office. 

Now, what will happen when Israel goes to the polls in June of this year? 
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I am not a prophet, but I would suggest that very much that happened in November of 

1980 in the United States will happen in June of 1981 in Israel. Social scientists de

scribe elections lll1der three categories. They say that there are some elections which 

are simply maintaining elections, that is, elections where the party in power receives 

a mandate to continue in power. For eight successive elections in Israel the Labor 

Party received a mandate to continue in offic~~ ~~ly in 1977 that Mena.chem Begin and 

Lecoud overthrew this long familiar pattern of labor rule. That's a maintaining elec

tion when a president succeeds himself and when after two terrrs in office a member of 

his own party, representing the same essential political views, rises to that office. 

And then the social scientists say there is a second kind of election which 

is a deviating election. They will describe the election in which Senator McGovern 

ran for office as a deviating election, the one when Senator Goldwater ran for office 

as a deviating election. These are elections where because of some single issue the 

traditional voting patterns are askew, they're not followed that particular time, but 

once that issue is resolved, once someone who is feared because of his extreme ag

gressiveness or extreme pacifism is no longer the candidate for office, the familiar 

party realignments reassert themselves and the country goes on much as it has been 

before. 

And the third kind of election which the social scientists describe is what 

they call a realigning election. This is an election like 1932 in the United States, 

an election in which there is an almost. irrev~rs1ble chAngP in the nol1tical nrder of 

th1 ngR. A new maj nri ty cnal 1 tinn emero-es and what has been before no longer has rel

evance. After twelve years of Republican rule a new denncratic coalition emerges 

which will essentially govern the United States for almost three decades. 

In 1977 in Israel represented, I believe, a realigning election. It was 

an election which repudiated the nld 1abnr gnveming cnal1tinn. Tf ynu cAn recall 

the events which led to the el~tinn in 1977 you recall that Israel went through its 

own Watergate, that is, in the Iabor Party the man who was being nanina.ted for head 
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of the bank of Israel was being convicted of accepting bribes; the man who was the 

minister of housing and contracts corrnnitted suicide while he was in office; the man 

who was standirur for prime minister of the Labor Party, Mr. Rabin, was found that 

he and his wife had illegal bank accounts outside of Israel. Aba Iban who was stand-

ing as 1 foreign minister was found not to have gotten certAin kinds of aut.ho~i-

7.at;on t.o rPce;ve monies ~ut~idP of Tsr~el. There were a series of scandals. There 

was a growing sense that labor had been in power so long that the pakidim, officialdom, 

was no longer responsive to the corrmunity, that there was a set of bureaucrats who 

established their own reasons for being, their own sense of authority, and they were 

increasingly distant :from the community. There was an inflation running at about 

thirty percent at the time 'Which labor seffiled to be unable or unwilling to confront. 

There was a feeling that labor's ideology was standing in the way of the introduction 

of foreign investment in Israel which the econany desperately needed. And there was 

also the feeling that the relationship between labor and the army which had led to 

the uncertain victory of 1973, that the state of preparedness was not what it should 

be, that a new broom, a new form of leadership was needed. And if you remember tha.t 

election, the old herut party, the old expansionist party of the yurgund days of 

Menachem Begin, put together a coalition which spoke to a number of groups which had 

heretofore been part of the labor alignment. The Oriental Jews of the city, parti

cularly the poor Jews wh::>m the Socialist Party in a sense was designed to, should 

have been designed to support, and the intellectual, the academic, the cultural lead

ership of Israel who became coalesced in what was called the movement for democratic 

change, a party led by Yigal Yadim, the famous archeologtst and teacher, a rrovement 

which brought together the best of the intellectual elite of the country, these groups 

which had up to that t1me supported the labor alignment moved away from it and joined 

into Licud, into the coalition which Begin put together and which ruled Israel since 

1977. 

And those who have studied the election in 1977 point to the fact that cer-
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tain fundamental changes are apparent in the corrmunity which will, they believe, for

ever after, at least for the forseeable future, have an important impact on Israeli 

elections. 

'Ihe first is the end of ideology, the end of party. That sounds like the 

United States and so be it. The old ideological systems no longer seem relevant to 

the problems of the state which are concrete, which are real, massive inflation, a 

terTible defense budget, the inability to come to agreement with one's neighbors, 

the uncertainty about one's relationships to an oil-dependent world, the importance 

of increasing exports to a world which is increasingly uncertain of the basis of its 

relationships with Israel, the importance of dealing with the problem of yeridah, of 

brain drain, of the increasing number of Israelis who find greater opportunities out

side the state than within. 

in Now: 1977,for the first time in Israel's history, Licur put together a coa-

lition whose ministers were canprised largely of native-born and of oriental-born. 

All other parliaments and governments had included a majority of those who had been 

born in Europe or in America, who had born in the west. In other words, one of the 

major shifts which was taking place in Israel signaled by the 1977 election was the 

emergence of a new majority in Israel, the oriental majority, and the increasing em

ergence of the youth in Israel, the native~born, the dominance of those whom we in 

the west have the closest affiliation, who speak our language because they come from 

us, they are of us, those people are increasingly a minority in the carmunity. Mr. 

Begin's government, for the first time in the history of Israeli politics, included 

a majority of those who were native-born or oriental, not a majority of European-born 

or western culture. 

The second thing that emerged was a growing jmportance of the city. Eighty 

percent of Israel's voters now live in urban environments: the kibbutz, rroshav, those 

a.gr1icultural settlenents which are heavily ideological, where people live closely 

together, where the sense of party cohesion is the strongest, represent an increas-
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ingly small minority of the Israeli corrmunity. The city is like our city. It's a 

place of meeting. It's a place of rubbing of shoulders. It's a place where we get 

along together, where we may have our private feeling; about things but where the old 

sense of a corrmunity, a conmunity bound together by shared corrnnitment to a religion 

or an ideology or some economic theory, these are no longer the dominant ties of an 

urban society. So the ideological base of the political order has diminished, and 

the city has become treincreasingly dominant element in the Israeli electoral system. 

Now, according to Israeli law, a campaign must run for at least a hundred 

days, and that's w:tw once Yigar Herwitz, the Finance Minister, resigned and took out 

from the coalition his Rafi Party members and Mr. Begin no longer ha.d a majority of 

the seats in the Kenesset in his coalition it was necessary to call an election some 

time after the fifteenth of May and before the end of July. The date of June 30 was 

a compromise date. Mr. Begin wanted to be able to say that his government had stayed 

in office one day longer than any other government in the history of the state, and 

so June 30 rather than June 29 or June 28. 

It's a long election. Like all elections today it's a terribly costly un

dertaking, but unlike the American election there's a sense of cormnunity to it, of 

naturalness to it, and I suspect this goes back to the question which I raised at the 

beginning, w:tw so many Israelis who vote comnared to the number of Americans who 

vote. For us presidential candidates are, for the largest part, figures which we 

see on a television screen. They are like actors hidden behind phalanxes of deep 

speech writers and secret service personnel. We're really not interested in them. 

We can't touch them, we can't feel them, we can't sense them as human beings and, 

therefore, we're not that caught up in their private concerns, their private am

bitions or even their private programs. Almost all Israelis, after all it's a small 

society, there are two and a auarter million potential voters in Israel, have been 

in the Rarne roan with all of the major candidates for office They've listened to 

them speak as we're speaking together today. They've sensed them as human beings 
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and so they are caught up, to a certain degree, with their fate, their future an:1 

their personalities. They do care. There is that sense to Israel but, unfortunately, 

one of the things that Israel seems to be borTowing from the west is the use of the 

media, television blitzes, carmed speeches professional speech writers, all those other 

artificial phenanenon by which we create our artificial candidates and then vote for 

candidates who seem to reflect what we know are our opinions in the first place. And 

that, too, is going to create a greater sense of distance, but I think in Israel today, 

given the fact that they had a realignment election four years ago, what you're going 

to see is an election which repudiates Mr. Begin. Mr. Begin stands to Israel the 

way Mr. Carter stood to these United States. He's respected as a human being. He's 

accepted as a fine religious man. It's,however, felt that he is incapable, unable 

to administer a govermnent effectively, that he changes his mind quite often, that 

he has surrounded himself with a small coterie of yes people and has walled himself 

away from the powers in the Kenesset and from others who are important in the govern

ment. And there's one element in the Israeli relationship to Mr. Begin which was 

not in our relationship to Mr. Carter in that he is old and he is sick and he has 

had several minor attacks while he has been in office and there's a great fear that 

he lacks the energy, the psychic energy, to concentrate on the problems of govern-

ment. 

But, of course, all elections are ultimately decided on the pocketbook, 

and in Israel the problem is inflation and he came to office when inflation was 

running in the thirty percent range and he's leaving office with inflation running 

in the one hundred and thirty percent range. No one who stands on such a record 

can ult:1.ma.tely be re-elected, but Mr. Begin will be re-elected. He will be number 

one on the list of his party and his party will receive twenty or twenty-five seats 

in the new Kenesset. The public opinion poll which had been taken recently in Is

rael suggests that there will be a great victory for labor. What they're really 

measuring is that there's a great antipathy to the continuance in office of the 
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Lecud, Mr. Begin's goverrnnent. And I am not at all convinced as we follow this elec

tion we're going to see any great groundswell of feeling in Israel that labor deserves 

to come into office, that it has a mandate, that it has answers to the problems which 

face the nation. After all, labor was voted out four years ago precisely because it 

didn't have answers, and the same people who led labor four years ago are leading 

labor today and they have not essentially changed their position in their inability to 

relate to the sephardic corrrnunity, their inability to relate to the problem of uridad, 

their inability to have a program which could really deal with inflation - all of these 

things are evident to the Israeli electorate. It's really that despite the twenty-

two or more groups who will contest the election there is really no one who has come 

up with a program which can galvanize the nation. 

'What I suspect you are likely to see in the ensuing ronths is not so much 

the great outpouring for labor, some are even saying that for the first time in Is

rael's history one party, labor in this case, will receive an absolute majority of 

the parliament. I doubt that. I think what you' re going to see in the next months 

is the emergence of a number of parties which you haven't heard of before. The in

tellectual leadership of Israel who formed the movement for derrocratic change were 

disappointed by those who led the movement for democratic change. They' re still 

there and they still want electoral reform and they still want more democracy and 

they still want a greater sensitivity to the problem of the Arab in Israel. They 

want nnre concern for the quality of life in Israel. They'll fonn some kind of par

ty around some kind of new leadership. 

mu And those who have gone out into the West Bank, the gushtinim, those we've 

heard about so much as the band of the faithful, those who represent a kind of old

line nationalism, convinced that the days of the messiah are at hand, that Israel 

must make no compranises with the Arab world. They, too, will form some kind of party. 

It will have deep roots in the sephardic ccmnunity. It will have deep roots in the 

religious ccmnunity. It will appeal to many who are frustrated by Israel's position 
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in the world and the oily conscience of the world, and they, too, will form some kind 

of coalition and they, too, will get a sizable number of votes in the national election. 

It's going to be a bitterly contested election. It's going to be an election 

where there will be, as in the last election here in the United States, no real issues. 

It will be more a matter of approach. Foreign policy will be much debated, but I 

want you to recognize as you read the papers that there is very little difference be

tween the foreign policy of Mr. Begin's government and the foreign policy of a labor 

government. Neither will move an inch on Jerusalem. Neither is willing to give ab

solute sovereignty to an Arab state, a PLO state, in the West Bank and Gaza. The 

labor party speaks of what they call a Jordanian option which is simply the idea that 

Jordan should have some kind of hogem0 n~ver the West Bank but not troops in the West 

Bank. They would rather see Jordan than the PLO. But Israeli troops will still oc

cupy the strategic centers of the West Bank and Israeli settlements will still be on 

the West Bank. There's really very little difference between that and the so-called 

autonomy which Mr. Begin has proposed. And no government in Israel can budge an inch 

on Jerusalem, so there's really very little difference. There will be different ac

tors, but the sense of the conmunity will not change a great deal in that area. Nor 

will it really change a great deal in the area of economics because inflation, we're 

discovering in the United States, is not an easily curable problem. Mr. Reagan 

promised us a quick fix and he was going to balance the budget when in June in 1982 

and in December of 1983 and now in February of 1984 and by June it will be 1985 

and by the time he runs for re-election it will be 1990. Inflation is endemic in 

the economies of the west. Israel has indexed its economy so that some of the burden 

of inflation we might feel has not been felt as brutally. The problems of Israel 

are the problems of defense connected intimately to the questions of foreign policy 

so that no government is really going to able to solve in a major way this basic 

problem of the social order. 

Now, the Israelis will go to the polls and exercise their democratic fran-
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chise and when they do they'll be the one country in the Middle East which continues 

in a democratic tradition. And when they do they will be voting for a,:: system 

and as part of a system which is a system in transition from ideological politics to 

party politics or personality-based politics, the kind of politics we're more used 

to in these United States. 

I think it would be well for all of us to recognize that just as most elec

tions in this country do not really change the basic way in which the society is or

ganized or administered, the same will happen in Israel. I'm concerned by the fact 

that I hear people who say they expect great changes. ~1hey're dissatisfied with Mr. 

Begin and they think of the labor party of Mr. Perez or any others as people who 

will do what they think ought to be done. No politician can do more than what the 

society which elects him perrni ts him to do. He can't get that far beyond the popu

lar will. And the popular will in Israel, and I close with this, is not peace at 

any price but it's peace, responsible peace within secure borders. It's peace which 

includes Jerusalem as the capital of the state. It's peace which includes the propo

sition that the West &ink, Juda and Samaria cannot be judenrein, cannot be the only 

place on the face of this earth where Jews are not allowed to settle. 

These are basic fundamental positions, agreed upon by the majority of the 

Israeli population. No government that comes into power will be able to go beyond 

those basic ·statements and those of, in America, and Jews and otherwise who would 

like to see for American reasons or their own reasons some change in this basic 

position are going to be disappointed. Israel will choose those people and those 

parties which will meet the needs of their population. Their needs are housing, 

economic welfare and defense. That's the basis of any election. It was the ba-

sis of ours. And we can only hope that the people whom they elect will be respon

sible. We can only agree that in our understanding of Israel it is broad enough to 

include the right of the Israelis to select those leaders who support the needs and 

goals and aspirations of their people. 
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The ultIB1ate test of the conmunity of Israel is the recognition that Is

rael's decisions must, in the first instance, be Israel's and not the public relation 

needs of the diaspora corrrnunities. 
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ANNE L. LEVY (Lee-VY) 
HELEN R .GERWIN ,, ) 
DR.SYDNEY lEVIN(LE-VlN 
WILLIAM M.NEYE 
GOLD IE MARKS 
BARRY BURNLEY 
MONTE J. FINE 
NOOMA L.ARSHAM 
SIDNEY H.HOOWITZ 
ALFRED M. BON HARD 
CARRIE HEITLER FREEDHEIM 
JAY KARL SILVERBERG 
KAT IE MANDELKOON 
DR.SIDNEY D.WEISMAN 
ROSE BUBIS ROSKOPH 

FRANK WUL IGER 
HYMAN H. HILL 
CHARLES A. MELSHER 
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UNIVERSITY CIRCLE at SILVER PARK 
791-7755 

SUN 

8 1 FEBRUARY ·1 

SERVICES 
10:30 a.m. 

The Temple Branch 
THE TEMPLE 

WOMEN'S ASSOCIATION 
SERVICE 

THE SYNAGOGUE: A 
SYMBOL FOR 

ETERNITY 

15 
SERVICES 

10:30 a.m. 
The Temple Branch 

Rabbi Daniel Jeremy Silver 
will speak on 

ISRAEL FACES 
AI\J F.LECTION 

22 
SERVICES 

10:30 a.m. 
The Temple Branch 

Rabbi 
Daniel Jeremy Silver 

will speak 

1 MARCH 1 

SERVICES 
10:30 a.m. 

The Tempie Branch 
Rabbi 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 
will speak 

MON 

9 

16 

23 

2 

YOUR TEMPLE CALENDAR - Clip and Save 

TUES 

10 
TWA Activities 

10:00 a.m. • Branch 

Fellowship & Study Group 
Rabbi Stephen Klein 
10:30 a.m. • Branch 

Temple Board Meeting 
8:00 p.m. - Branch 

17 
TWA Activities 

10:00 a.m. - Branch 

Fellowship & Study Group 
Rabbi Stephen Klein 
10:30 a.m. • Branc 

Religious School 
7:45 p.m. • Study 

8:15 p.m. - M 
Branch 

24 
TWA Activities 

10:00 a.m. - Branch 

Fellowship & Study Group 
Rabbi Stephen Klein 
10:30 a.m. • Branch 

WED 

11 

"WHAT'S LEFT? 
THE LIBERAL 
RESPONSES" 

Dr. Werner Dannhauser 
8: 15 p.m. - Branch 

18 
TWA Board Meeting 
9:30 a. - Branch 

"THE RIGHT 
RELIGION: TO WHA 

ARE CHRISTIANS 
RESPONDING?" 

Fr. John Palikowski 
8:15 p.m. - Branch 

25 

"WHAT'S LEFT OF 
ANTI-SEMITISM?" 

Rabbi 
Daniel Jeremy Silver 
8: 15 p.m. • Branch 

3 TWA 4 
FIRST TUESDAY 

11 :00 a.m. • Shop & 
Socialize 

12:00 noon• Lunch 
1:00 p.m. • Dick Dugan 

Fellowship & Study Group 
Rabbi Stephen Klein 
10:30 a.m. • Branch 

Mr. & Mrs. Club 
Board Meeting 

8:00 p.m. 

THURS 

12 

19 

TMC Board 
8:00 p.m. -

26 

5 

FRI 

13 

Services - 5:30 p.m. 
The Temple Chapel 

20 

Services - 5:30 m. 
The Temple Chap 

SEVENTH 
SABBATH 

Services • 5: 30 p.m. 
The Temple Chapel 

6 

Services - 5:30 p.m. 
The Temple Chapel 

FIRST FRIDAY 
8: 15 p.m. • Branch 

26000 SHAKER BOULEVARD 
831-3233 

14 
SAT 

Shabbat Services 
11 :15 a.m. - Branch 

Bar Mitzvah 
MARK GOODMAN 

11:00 a.m. 
The Temple Chapel 

THE TEMPLE 
SENIOR YOUTH 

GROUP THEATRE 
PARTY 

21 
Shabbat Services 

11: 15 a.m. - Branch 

Bar Mitzvah 
SCOTT POLISH 

11 :00 a.m. 

Shabbat Services 
11: 15 a.m. - Branch 

Bat Mitzvah 
JULIE MANN 

11 :00 a.m. 
The Temple Chapel 

7 
Shabbat Services 

11: 15 a.m. • Branch 

Bar Mitzvah 
JONATHAN GILL 

11:00 a.m. 
The Tempie Chapel 
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of fear of being tom away. This desire also embraces the people in 
the country, the people living here. Once Jewish sovereignty wu 
gained, once it became clear that this was the home of the whole 
Jewish people, that it was their shelter, the home of their dreams, 
their creative spirit, then we were left with another great dream, one 
no less fantastic, perhaps, than the vision of the establishment of the 
State: that we should be able to take root not only on the mountains, 
in the soil, but also in the human scene-among the Arabs. 

What we do is more important than what we dream, but there arc 
dreams which cannot be forgotten. . . . ' 

RETURN 

No matter wher~ I go, it is always to Israel. 
. Nadim!m of Brat•I_, 

The Land of Israel will be small ... but the people of Israel will 
make it great ... not in opulence but in eminence will their destiny 
be fulfilled, and the elixir of their pride will be distilled not out of 
dominion or far-flung borders, but out of the faithful and skilful 
building of the good society. 

Abba Hilul Silwr 

The State of Israel will prove itself not by material wealth, not by 
military might or technical achievement, but by its moral character 
and human values. 

Daw:lBmGuritm 

'Gather in the exiles' is the messianic prayer for integration of all 
nations into one mankind under the kingship of God. Men in fear of 
men, men lacking freedom arc the exiles who tum to God with the 
prayer for the ingathering of the exiles. The exiles crave to return to 
God's peace, to shalom. The Jewish people with its messianic prayer 
for the redemption of the exiles is like the priest who prays for 
mankind. In the diaspora we arc without the protection of the nation 
state, we are entirely thrown upon God. lie is our shield, or we arc 

lost. This is the prophetic situation of every J cw, be he a simple small 
shopkeeper or a luminary of science or art. The diaspora makes the 
Jew. This is how the election of God worb. 

/gnu Maybaa,m 

Said the Ropshitzcr: By our service to God we build Jerusalem_ 
daily. One of us adds a row, another only a brick. When Jerusalem 
is completed, the Redemption will come. 

problem. 
ma)ce it 

Is 
• ... How 

My 
My 
My 
One 
One 
Th 
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Is 
It • 

Fora 
today 
special, 
a Jewish 
Hcwill 
sunshine, 
escape th 
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this was the home of the whole 

helter, the home of their dreams, 
left with another great dream, one 

vision of the establishment of the 
c root not only on the mountains, 

sccne--emong the Arabs. 

what we dream, but there are 

Nt14!hm~ of Bratzlav 

• . . but the people of Israel will 

ut in eminence will their destiny 

pride will be distilled not out of 

out of the faithful and skilful 

Abba Hillel SihJa 

not by material wealth, not by 

ent, but by its moral character 

Daw:l Bm Gurion 

ianic prayer for integration of all 

kingship of God. Men in fear of 

exiles who tum to God with the 

es. The exiles crave to return to 

people with its messianic prayer 

like the priest who prays for 

out the protection of the nation 

. He is our shield, or we are 

f every Jew, be he a simple small 

or art. The diaspora makes the 
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• cc to God we build Jerusalem_ 
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problem. It is part of the Jewish destiny to face this problem and 

make it mean something of good for mankind. 
Juda}, Leon Mapa 

Ishmael, my brother, 
How long shall we fight each other? 

My brother from times bygone, 

My brother-Hagar's son, 
My brother, the wandering one. 

One angel was sent to us both, 

One angel watched over our growth- . 

There in the wilderness, death threatening through thirst, 

I a sacrifice on the altar, Sarah's first. . . 

Ishmael, my brother, hear my plea: • 

It was the angel who tied thee to me .... 

Time is mooing out, put hatred to sleep. 

Shoulder to shoulder, let's water our sheep. 
Shin Shalom 

• For a Jew, the word nationalism should mean freedom. A Jew who 

today may declare: 'I am a nationalist', will not be saying in any 

special, precise, or clear-cut way: 'I am a man who seeks to rebuild 

a Jewish state in Palestine and who dreams of conquering Jerusalem.' 

He will be saying: 'I want to be a man fully free, I want to enjoy the . 

sunshine, I want to escape the· oppression, to escape the outrage, to 

escape the scorn with which men seek to overwhelm me.' At certain 

moments in history, nationalism is for human groups the 

manifestation of the spirit of freedom. 
Bernard Lazar, 

The future is full of the gravest responsibilities. We arc promised 

a place in the sun-not to ravage and dominate, but to serve our 

people, ourselves, the world. Standing in the sun we shall be seen 

clearly as never before. Our abilities will be on trial before a world 

full of nations, · who will judge us in the light of a glorious past of 

ideal service to mankind. For Israel, eJcction has never meant any

thing but obligation. Qcarly, rehabilitating a nation is not a pastime. 

It is a task, a heavy task, a holy task. · -
Hmrietta Szold 

Our attitude to the country is complex, one of longing and attach

ment starting with the dreams of our childhood and involving 
, 

. 
a deep desire to take root, a desire which is sometimes the expression 
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