_n_]:“O] 7]- :l:*-l Ex-“ l!IIxIO-I
International Symposium on the present and past of Israel

in the view of Jewish Scholars

FA: A MEEo] Lok o] 22tde oAl 2=

OInEIRTEE



Lecture I

The Place of the Israel Defence Forces
in Contemporary Israeli Society

Prof. Eyal Ben-Ari

The Hebrew University of Jerusalem

I would like to talk about three interrelated issues today:

1. The continued centrality of the armed forces in Israel but greater questioning
about this centrality.

2. The character of the Israel Defence Forces: a peoples army or a small
professional force.

3. Changes in the place of the IDF in Israeli society at large.

The centrality of the military in Israel.

Historically speaking related to the Holocaust

To nation-building: the institution capable of carrying out national goals
Today the centrality is still expressed in such provisions as

reserve duty (yearly and along the life course),

mass-communications: high proportion of items related to security and the

military.

security checks,

judicial decisions,

appropriations of land,

33% of the land in Israel is in the hands or the control of the IDF



the huge defense budget
the military industrial complex
the prominence of ex-generals in national and local politics

and the dominance of military matters in national decision-making.
Yet for all of this centrality, things are now changing in contemporary Israel.

The IDF is now being scrutinized, examined not only for its success in combat or

even in the wider sense of providing security.

It is now being examined in terms of providing an arena for the equal burden-
sharing by different parts of the population, human and private rights, and its

accountablity in terms of decision making.

For example the issue of womens service in the military has become a
political issue and one that is related to the questioning of the apolitical status
of the IDF.

These changes are the outcome of two interrelated processes: changes within the

military and changes in wider Isreali society.
Internal Debates: A Peoples Army versus A Professional Military
In the past decade and a half the IDF has been grappling with a set of major
challenges that center on its character and future development. These challenges
are related to the new strategic threats facing Israel, the missions that the IDF is
now charged with, and to transformations in wider in society.
Found in internal military forums, in scholarly debates, and in public

discussions, this controversy centers on the future of Israel s armed forces.
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Forged as a revolutionary force charged with securing Israel” s independence as
homeland for the Jews, since its beginnings, the IDF was conceived of as the

people’ s army, a citizens army.

It was seen as the central symbol of the identity and solidarity of the new
state, as a means to create the new Jew radically differing from the diaspora

Jew, and as a melting pot for the different Jewish groups in Israel.

But in the past fifteen years, many observers, military leaders, and scholars have
proposed that the IDF should be (or already is) developing into a small

professional force.
These proposals educed from the changing threats facing the country:

the different potentials for conventional war,
the continued importance of policing,

and rise of long-range missiles.

Epitomized in former Chief of Staff Shomron’ s phrase an army that is small and
smart,” the argument is that in order to meet the new threats, to withstand external
demands for economic rationalization, to be able to retain highly qualified people,
and to respond to changing attitudes to military service, the IDF must be

transformed into a force that is technologically advanced, compact, flexible
and possessing a high level of expertise.

These calls have been echoed by his successors and by other top ranking generals

who have argued for the need to preserve a qualitative military edge over Israels
foes and the need to move to a technologically advanced army.
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Concretely, such calls have resulted in a silent revolution in the organization of

the IDF. For example, the IDF has initiated a decrease in its role in education,

programs for disadvantaged youths, and adult education.

The IDF has begun to ask for remuneration for some of the non-military task
it carries out (like the clerks, teachers or medics it sends to civilian

ministries).

Along the same lines, thousands of people in the permanent part of the force,

the professional regulars, have been reduced during the past two decades.

But probably the most important change has occurred in what, in effect, is a
downsizing of the two main components of the IDF: the conscripts and

reserves troops that bear the brunt of active service.

But while the age upon which reserve soldiers are released from duty has been
reduced, only about one third of those individuals who can be formally
subject to mobilization for reserve duty are actually called up (Yediot
Aharonot 17 October 1998; HaAretz 7 September 1998).

In addition, the IDF has continuously needed to show how it is rationalizing in its

struggle for budgets.
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Indeed, within the IDF some of the hottest buzzwords include such terms as
privatization, outsourcing, excellence in management (Maariv 14 August

1998) or total quality management .

Finally, the IDF has had to contend with more lucrative alternatives for
employment by establishing new incentive schemes for retaining talented

commanders and soldiers.



These trends have amplified the calls for turning the IDF into a more compact
professional force because they all touch upon the kinds of motivations for, and

attitudes towards, service that new recruits are increasingly expressing.

For example, the major reasons for serving in elite units expressed by younger
recruits are self actualization and the wish to serve in clean units, i.e. ones that

does not operate in the occupied territories (Haaretz 20 September 1998).

For many young men, and increasingly women, images of the military and the
prestige and power of serving in certain units and roles center on their own

personal aims and goals.

Indeed, this stress on concepts of individual careering has been met by a

rhetoric of marketing by IDF units.

Yet the move to a small, professional army is not uncontested. The
transformation of the IDF goes against the grain of the mainstream assumption that
military service is related to the very survival of the Israeli nation-state and a

means through which to gain membership in the collectivity.

Thus demands for transformation into a professional force have met with
resistance. Arrayed against those people pushing for this transformation, is a
powerful array of groups and individuals (many of them within the military)
who stress that the IDF s nation-building roles have not ended (HaAretz 20
September 1998).

These people, whether out of commitment to a citizen s army, out of a wish
to maintain the legitimacy of the IDF, or an allegiance to the ideals of Israel s
founders, maintain that Israel’ s military must continue to stress compulsory

service, integrate various social groups, and provide a basis for citizenship.
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In addition, as commentators have noted, if compulsory service is retracted
then the top 30 per cent of the recruits those most needed for the
technologically advanced military will not volunteer for the IDF (Yediot
Aharonot 17 October 1998).

As a consequence of this debate the contemporary IDF is marked by a deep-
seated tension between the twin representations of the Peoples Army and a

professional force.

Not only does the IDF speak with many voices, but is itself rent with conflicts

and ambivalence about its future development.

These internal debates, however, cannot be understood apart from wider debates

and contentions about the IDFE.

External Contentions: Legitimacy, Individualism and Motivation

New voices contesting the centrality of the IDF and the priority of security
considerations over others began to emerge in Israel following the war of 1973 and
have grown increasingly vociferous following Israels incursion into Lebanon and
the Palestinian Intifada.

These questionings are closely related to two wider trends related to what may be
called the normalization of Israel, its becoming just like any other industrial

society:

Wider Changes: Some of the more important of these changes (and the list could

be continued) include:

a greater acceptance of the Jewish diaspora and the concomitant openness to
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Jewish ‘ethnic pluralism’ ;

a certain enhancement of religious sentiments and a related strengthening of

nationalistic feelings;

a changed attitude toward the Holocaust and a greater willingness to search

for continuities with past Jewish identities;

the eruption of the Intifada (the Palestinian Uprising) and its impact on Israeli

perceptions of Palestinians;

the increased militancy of Israeli-Arabs and the uneasiness this has wrought

among many Israeli-Jews;

and, following Israel s debacle in Lebanon, the decreased legitimacy of such

institutions as the army.

Closely related to all of these has been the weakening of the centralized state
as the agent of social transformation affecting housing, language, health,

technology, production, dress, and child rearing.

We would mention accompanying all of these developments (and the outcome
of many) are the ongoing peace processes with the Palestinians and Syrians,
the (“warm” and “cold” peace) with Jordan and Egypt, and the assassination
of Prime Minister Rabin.

and the steady strengthening of a civil society marked by a host of groups and
organizations that are intermediate between the family and the state and that
often are highly critical of the workings of the Israeli state.



How do these developments express themselves in relation to debates about the
IDF?

One of the most prominent voices heard in the past two decades expresses the
private pain accompanying war and the high personal price demanded by military

service.

Since the 1970s public discussions of war and the warrior-ethos have dealt

more with their traumatic aspects than with their glorious “face.”

Such deliberations have stressed the individual at the expense of the Israeli

“collective,” and personal burdens rather than contributions to society.

In the past decade, this trend appears to have strengthened through the special

emphasis placed on articulating private mourning

Difficult pictures of troops depicted as victims, of soldiers with shocked faces
crying at funerals for their friends, and the wailing and screaming of family
members on such occasions, accompany Israelis daily through personal

participation or through portrayals of the media.
The image of the soldier in public debate is becoming more dependent, more
vulnerable -- more childlike. “Honey, The Soldiers Have Shrunk” warns Doron
Rosenblum (1994), a publicist with a biting sense of humor, in the title to a

newspaper item dealing with this issue.

In the past few years, an array of protective and sheltering elements in

representations of soldiers are emerging alongside the ethos of the young hero.

This situation is the result of the growing importance of psychological and

16



therapeutic models in dealing with situations of pressure and crisis and of the

greater involvement of parents in the army.

If during the Lebanon War and the Intifada it was soldiers’ moral stances and
attitudes that were questioned, now it is their emotional strength that is constantly

brought up in public discourse and in the anxieties of parents.

The ethos of the warrior has thus become much less coherent, is now more

confusing, exposed to multiple and often contradictory discourses.
So far has this trend developed that combat soldiers themselves have begun to

demand the return of their ‘heroism’ . A soldier in the elite Golani infantry
brigade who is serving in the “security belt” inside Lebanon states: "We are

fighters. That s why we enlisted, and all of you stop getting depressed
everytime a soldier is killed.” (Maariv 15 August, 1997).

Parents, as we have stated, are major actors in the social discourse on war and the

military.

Their present involvement in the IDF is especially noticeable in comparison with

the early years of the state.
Parents are involved in such matters as their children’ s enlistment,
influencing their choice of units and roles,

and in providing emotional and material support when their sons or daughters

are in the army or on leave at home.

Parents and associations of parents have become central actors within the public
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debates about war and the military in contemporary Israel.

Their current engagement with the IDF is especially noticeable in comparison
with the early years of the state.

Parents use a variety of formal means (the IDF ombudsman or parliament
members) or informal practices (letters or telephones to commanders) to

criticize the conditions under which their children serve (Katriel 1991).

Parents also use the judicial system to make claims dealing with deaths due to
accidents, means of personal commemoration allowed by the Ministry of

Defense or ownership of fallen soldiers .

In the political sphere their activities are organized both in protest movements
initiated during Lebanon War, the Intifada currently against the continuing

stay in Lebanon.

These trends should be seen as part of how, in recent decades, Israel has been
steadily transformed into a society marked by greater individualism, democracy,

and consumerism.
This changes imply that as the relations between families and the military are
changing, it has become much harder to justify not only deaths of soldiers in
battle, but much more problematically deaths in traffic accidents and training

exercises.

These changes have also resulted in the rise of various watchdogs overseeing the
IDF including the

state comptroller,
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parliament,
the judiciary,
and perhaps most importantly, the media (Wolfsfeld 1997).

Competitive and highly critical media.

The global forces of communication have compounded these trends. For
example, in August 1993 an explosion in Lebanon killed nine Israeli soldiers.

While, about 600,000 subscribers to CNN in Israel (a full 10% of the
population) could have heard about this occurrence almost immediately, the
Army Spokesperson did not release the announcement until the parents were
notified (Haaretz 25, February 1998).

Indeed, over the years, these social and political processes have eroded the once
mighty warrior-ethos and have reached their climax in the public debate over the

theme of motivation to serve.

Indeed, the very fact that this discussion is taking place is indicative of the way
in which willingness to serve is no longer a taken-for-granted matter in wide
segments of Israeli society.

Lowering rates of motivation are directly linked in public discourse to the
peace process and to a decrease in the feeling that the IDF is necessary.

Alongside considerations related to a contribution to society, families and
individuals increasingly voice public reflections about the “benefits” of
service (“what s in it for me?") (Yediot Aharonot 19 April 1996; HaAretz 24
January 1997).

19



These trends are increasingly accompanied and reinforced by another set of

Processes.

During the past twenty years, an assortment of businesses have mushroomed in

and around arrangements for (and support during) military service.

These include commercial books and manuals aimed at new recruits, and

stores specializing in military gear.

The appearance of these services and products in the Isracli marketplace does
not signal a growing militarisation as much as a growing commercialization

and individualization of Israeli life.

But there is more here. In recent years, some private, money-making
programs charged with preparing youngsters for military service have been

established.

These undertakings (directed almost exclusively at males) include physical

training, team work, and talks about different military units.

The unexpected effect of this pattern, we would argue, is what may be termed a

privatization of attitudes to the military.

Embodied in such expressions as “sayeret o nayeret (roughly translated as
“an elite unit or a cushy job" ), the notion is that if the army does not meet
one s expectations about self-actualization then one can withdraw and invest
in other activities (for example, a “cushy” job allowing individuals to pursue

university studies or to enter the labor market).

What we see emerging here is a sort of exchange relation between individuals
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and families and the military: when the IDF does not meet people’ s
expectations then they may withdraw emotionally and physically (both are
important) and look for other frameworks (higher education, workplaces,

leisure activities, for example) where their desires can be met.

For many young men, and increasingly women, representations of the military
and the status and authority of serving in certain roles are interpreted

according to their personal aims.

While they may replicate, at one level, the hegemonic relations (continuing to
serve in combat units), at another level they grant different meaning to

collective service and willingness to sacrifice.

A closer look at the debate about motivation reveals that Israeli society is
actually preoccupied with the ambitions and enthusiasm of a specific social sector:

secular, highly educated, Israeli-born men.

In other words, the preoccupation is with the motivation of members of the
hegemony, or more correctly, with members of the hegemony who are losing

their power.

For example, from data analyzed by Reuven Gal who heads the Carmel
Institute for Military and Social Research, there is a serious drop in
motivation among secular youths and a rise among youths from the national-

religious camp.

The specific problem is a decrease in rates of volunteering for combat units
among youths from secular high-schools and from kibbutzim.
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Penetrating questions about the motivation of other groups such as religious
youngsters, new immigrants, young women, or disadvantaged youths (whatever

their actual motivation) have not directly become part of public debate.

The situation related to reserve soldiers is even more troubling and has only

recently entered public discussion.

Accordingly, while most of the debate has centered on the lack of motivation
among soldiers before or during their compulsory term of service, the

problem with reservists seems much more acute.

According to data published in media reports, only two out of eleven

potentially eligible males serve as reserve troops.

served in the IDF s reserve forces, current circumstances represent something

nearing a crisis.

On the one hand, the fact that so few men serve has led to descriptions of
reserve troops feeling that they belong to an ever dwindling number of men

who share the national burden.

On the other hand (and reinforcing this trend), the growing number of evaders
from service offer a variety of role-models for younger men who have

completed their compulsory term of mandatory service.
Indeed a new, and independent lobby, “The Forum of Battalion and Brigade

Commanders in the IDF" was recently set up to press for greater recognition of the

role of reservists and for improving their conditions of service.
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In this way not only have the contents of the warrior-ethos changed over time,
but no less importantly, its importance among different groups of youths has also

been changing.

If during the Yishuv and first few years of the state youths from kibbutzim and
secular youth movements were identified with the ethos, in time this link

weakened and the ethos began to apply to other groups.

As of late it has come to apply especially to members of the national-religious

camp who tend to be marked by rather strong nationalistic attitudes.

Indeed the link between national-religious youths, nationalism and the
military reached its apex when charges about attempts by the national-
religious camp to take over the army as part of its struggle over centers of
power in Israel began to be heard. For example, the spreadheading to an
article in the weekend edition of HaAretz stated:

Indeed, secular elites often use the very conspicuousness of national-religious
youths in the IDF as one reason justifying the need for “their’ youngsters to
volunteer; so that this sphere will not be abandoned to them.

Moreover, the pattern of high political participation and low military enlistment
rates underlies the intensity of the debate about drafting Yeshiva students.

It is our impression that sentiments about the basic lack of social justice in
and around this issue are being voiced by a variety of groups in contemporary
Israel.

And this leads us to the conclusion that while we are witness to an intense public

debate about the character, erosion and transformation of military service in Israel,
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we must understand that military service is still strongly supported and accepted by
most of its Jewish population.

Take two examples. The first is a letter sent by reserve soldiers to the Prime
Minister in October 1996 which criticized the activities of the government and

the erosion of the fighting spirit. It was signed by soldiers from combat units.

The second example is the storm and debate that followed the public
pronouncements of Aviv Geffen, a famous popular singer who did not serve
in the army and who articulated rather strong views against war and military

service.
The public’ s condemnation of his views him was swift and firm.

For example, from data analyzed by Gal, there is a serious drop in motivation
among secular youths and a rise among youths from the national-religious camp
(Gal 1999) The situation related to reserve soldiers is even more troubling and has

only recently entered public discussion.

Accordingly, while most of the debate has centered on the lack of motivation
among soldiers before or during their compulsory term of service, the problem

with reservists seems much more acute (Yediot Aharonot 22 September 1996).

Conclusion: While there is much more room for public representations of private
pain and mourning, for vulnerable and sensitive images of contemporary soldiers,
and for a far wider array of attitudes -- instrumental, supportive or critical --
towards the IDF and national service by different social groups, critical voices in
Israeli society are still conditional on meeting the standards set by the ethos of the
warrior.

The IDF is still very central but at the same time contested.
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Lecture 11

Is Jewish theocracy Possible?
Religion and state in Israel - theory and reality

Rabbi Dr. Naftali Rothenberg

Senior Fellow at the Van Leer Jerusalem Institute and rabbi of Har Adar

Unfortunately, it is widely believed among both religious and secular - that
Halakha and democracy (or a religious-Jewish outlook and democracy) are
mutually exclusive. Many religious people believe that the Torah offers its own
clearly defined political model, incompatible with existing political systems in
general, and democracy in particular. Many secular people tend to think that a
religious individual perceives her/himself as subject to a higher authority, or other,
external authorities, parallel and often contrary to the democratic state. I believe
these assumptions to be mistaken. The roots of their development and proliferation
can be found, inter alia, in the history of relations between church and state in
Europe. Many, including the greatest Jewish thinkers and historians, have applied
the political lexicon created by the process of liberation and independence of
European states from the yoke of the Christian churches, to the relations between
religion and state in general, and Judaism and state in particular. It is difficult to
understand how scholars have allowed themselves to accept the equation: church =
religion = Christianity; Judaism; Islam, without closely examining political
concepts in Judaism and Islam, and without considering the essential differences
between Judaism, Islam and Christianity. For many, the source of this error 1s the
identification of Judaism with the Written Law, a perspective rooted in the
Christian perception of the Old Testament . The mistake is not limited to this
incorrect identification, but also results in a reading of the Bible from a
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generalising Christian perspective.

It is important to note that the political culture created as a consequence of the
ongoing processes of church-state relations/conflict, has had an adverse effect on
the views of religious and secular Jews alike, placing them in conflicting positions.
This process makes inquiry not conducted on a purely intellectual basis from the

outset an extremely difficult task.

The questions that should be asked are:
One) What is the political model envisioned by the Torah?

Two) Does Halakha view itself as a political constitution in a given situation?

The first question is a philosophical one, and the answer must be sought in the
works of Jewish philosophers throughout the ages. We will immediately discover
that different philosophers advocated different political systems as the ideal Torah
model, according to their respective views and methods. Rabbi Saadia Gaon was
not concerned with the system of sovereign rule, but rather with its functional
outcome. The peace and security provided to citizens by the sovereign and its
ability to avoid the pitfalls of government, are the only standard by which it should
be judged a standard applicable to all nations of the world. Maimonides,
surprisingly adopted the Platonic model of an oligarchy of philosophers as the
preferred form of government. This view was not accepted by philosophers close
to Maimonides in their views, such as Joseph Ibn Caspi, who in fact proposed
Athenian-style democracy as the Torahs preferred system of government. Rabbi
Judah Halevy advocated monarchy, and hoped for the re-establishment of the royal
House of David in Jerusalem. Halevy of course equates this with the coming of the
Messiah. The messianic utopia of Isaac Abarbanel was essentially anti-monarchist,
viewing anarchy similar to the political situation during the period of the biblical
Judges as the political model advocated by the Torah. Until the advent of the
Messiah, the political system recommended by Abarbanel to Jews and gentiles
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alike is that of democratic government, elected every year or three years, and
subject to the law and public criticism. Among those who influenced Abarbanel,
was Rabbi Nissim of Gerona, who viewed Torah law as a complementary system
to that of the king, the former intended to govern the individual, and the latter to

govern society.

The conclusion that arises from perusal of the variety of views on this subject,
some of which I have mentioned here, is that there is no single, binding, requisite
political model. This fact allows us to be open to various possible forms of
political practice, in accordance with the given situation. Modern liberal
democracy, which was unknown to the philosophers I have mentioned, is no less

acceptable than any other political model.

At this point, the discussion moves from the philosophical to the realm of
Halakha.

Does Halakha reject democracy? In the present social and civil reality, does
Halakha offer a constitutional and administrative alternative?

Could it be claimed for example, that according to Halakha, the existing
judiciary should be replaced by a system of religious courts?

The essence of the existing judicial system in the areas of criminal and public
law, is the governing of society: maintaining public order and safety. The essence
of Halakha on the other hand, is the governing of the individual: atonement for sin
requires trial before a minor Sanhedrin, and if found guilty - repentance,
punishment and divine forgiveness. This is a system that reduced itself to dealing
with exceptional cases. If in a mitzvah-observant society, an unusual case has
arisen, whereby a person who as a rule observes the mitzvot and recognises the

authority of Halakha, has transgressed, he must be brought before a minor
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Sanhedrin (23 judges), and if found guilty, executed or sentenced to lashes. More
than contributing to the orderly functioning of society, deterring others from
committing similar offences and protecting society from the criminal, the process
addresses the needs of the individual perpetrator. In coming before the court, in
being found guilty and sentenced to death or lashes by his fellow man, he atones

for his sin and is spared divine punishment.

The sources tell us that when transgressions proliferated, when sins were no
longer the exceptional actions of individuals, but a social phenomenon, the
Sanhedrin discontinued the trial of perpetrators according to the laws of the Torah,
leaving the matter to the temporal judicial system. Regarding the rarity of
convictions in Halakhic criminal law, it should be noted that most convictions in
legal systems throughout the world are based on confessions and circumstantial
evidence, both of which are meaningless in the eyes of Halakha. Thus, if someone
confesses his crime before a rabbinical court, the confession is disregarded,
because one cannot incriminate oneself! Similarly, if all of the circumstances of a

case tie a suspect to the crime, this has no significance according to Halakha.

More than any other law concerning courts and testimony, the law of admonition
clearly expresses the position of Halakha regarding the application of legal
proceedings in the case of an individual who has transgressed. According to the
law of admonition, a sinner can only be judged if he was admonished immediately
prior to the unlawful act, received the admonition and was aware of the
consequences of his action (death or lashes). Admonition ascertains whether the
perpetrator recognises the authority of Halakha, which is only applied to those who
accept its authority. He does not abjure the Torah, nor does he deny the fact that the
action in question is forbidden. He must accept the admonition and openly declare
that he has been warned not to sin, and that if he does in fact commit this sin, he
will be liable to punishment by death or lashes. The law of admonition appears

throughout the tractate of Sanhedrin, as a fundamental principle of the criminal



trial of an individual before a court of 23 judges. This law clearly shows that the
halakhic judicial system is intended for those who accept its principles. One who
does not accept the commandments of the Torah whether as a result of ignorance
or conscious rejection cannot reply I know that I have been admonished not to
commit this action, and nevertheless [ do so , because such statements would be

meaningless to him. The halakhic judicial system thus does not apply itself to him.

Rabbinical courts, the Sanhedrin, and the laws by which they conduct
themselves, were established in a society that accepts the authority of Halakha and
the religious judges. The laws of capital and corporal punishment were intended to
address social aberrations. In present circumstances, whereby most of Israeli
society does not accept the authority of Halakha whether as a result of the lack of
halakhic education and familiarity with Jewish sources, or due to a non-halakhic
cognisance and philosophy Halakha is not interested in imposing its judicial
system of religious courts on the public and upon individuals who do not recognise
its authority. Forty years before the destruction of the temple, the Torah sages
discontinued the practice of halakhic criminal law, as a result of social
circumstances. In present-day Israeli society, will demands arise for its

reinstatement?

There would appear to be no contradiction therefore, between the existing
criminal justice system and Halakha. There is no need for further elaboration on
this subject, which has been addressed in numerous and extensive studies.
Nevertheless, it is an accepted principle in Halakha, that in matters of civil law, one
should avoid having recourse to the courts of the State, unless one of the litigating

parties refuses to appear before a rabbinical court (as is usually the case).
It would be a grave error however, to infer from this that there is a clash between

the two legal systems. Firstly, as noted above, Halakha recognises the authority of

the criminal justice system, which is the foundation of a sovereign state concerned
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with the welfare of its citizens, and the governing of society. There is no law '
however that civil disputes must be settled in court. Arbitration is in fact
encouraged. If both sides agree to appear before a rabbinical court, this is
arbitration at its best. Both Jews and gentiles may have recourse to rabbinical
courts. If one side refuses to appear before a rabbinical court, a civil court would in
any case be called upon to settle the dispute. Based on the principle of arbitration
in cases of financial dispute, there is a good basis for integration between Halakha

and civil law, in Israel and in many other countries.

We must therefore conclude that Halakha does not reject democracy. It does not
propose a constitutional alternative to the existing legal system, nor does it
envision a Sanhedrin-style judiciary as an alternative to the courts of the land. The
rabbinical courts are at most, seen as a parallel system in the area of civil law,
based on the concept of arbitration. I have presented the fundamental principles of
relations between Halakha and the state. There are however, a number of essential
differences between the status of the individual in state law and in Halakha, which
should be addressed. State legislation is general, and is not directed at any specific
individual in a given situation, but rather, as I have noted, strives to govern society.
The halakhic process on the other hand, is in fact directed at the individual in a
given situation. The emphasis on the individual, and his/her sovereign status as one
who possesses free will, is the most central and significant tenet in all halakhic

sources.

The status of the individual in Halakha is determined based on the following
principles: a) Applicability of the halakhic injunction. b) Specific circumstances.
c) Free will. Halakha generally ascribes a universal obligation to all Jews, mainly
as a result of the lack of distinction between the rules of Halakha and Halakha
itself. Halakhic responsibility however, applies separately to each and every
individual, and changes in accordance with the individuals specific circumstances.

This is true of every halakhic precept which applies to a specific individual,



independent of all other precepts - as well as of the entire range of precepts

applying to that individual.

Distinctions in the application of Halakha, based on age (infant, child capable of
receiving instruction, near adult, bar mitzvah, young adult, the aged), gender, and
lineage (priests, Levites and others), create many sub-groups with varying levels of
halakhic responsibility.

It is however individual circumstance and the differential application of halakhic
responsibility that in the end, emphasise the status of the individual in Halakha,
because individual circumstance more than any other factor pertains to the specific
individual, making him/her unique with regard to all others. Individual
circumstance is infinite by nature. The halakhic responsibility of a healthy
individual is not the same as that of someone who is ill, disabled or handicapped,
and varies based on the extent of incapacitation imposed by the illness or disability,
as well as the subjective feelings of the individual. Normal circumstances do not
carry the same level of responsibility as emergencies - situations in which ones
own life or that of another is in danger. Halakha also distinguishes between
financial circumstances and professional occupations. There are huge differences
between the halakhic responsibility of the ignorant and the learned, even

distinguishing between various levels of erudition.

It is important to stress that halakhic responsibility is based upon individual
circumstance at a given time, and since circumstances are constantly in flux,
halakhic responsibility, as applied to the individual through particular attention to

his/her unique situation, is also constantly changing.
We have thus seen that the first two principles determining an individuals status

halakhic responsibility and individual circumstance are closely linked. While the
principle of the application of halakhic responsibility stands by itself and also
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pertains to the general distinction between the respective obligations of various
groups, the principle of individual circumstance is linked to the principle of
halakhic responsibility, and gains significance only in this context. The halakhic
responsibility of an individual at a given time is determined by rabbinical decision,
and it is that which gives significance to the individual circumstance. This
approach makes a clear distinction between the laws of the land and the laws of
Halakha, emphasising once again that these two systems operate on entirely
different planes, with different objectives. The difference between them is thus

intrinsic.

In summary, regarding the questions we have addressed, we can say:

Ist. The Torah does not advocate any single political system. Various
philosophers have proposed various models, and Jewish sages throughout history
have examined many different political alternatives. Some have preferred one type
of political system, while others have claimed that the Torah advocates other
systems. Modern democracy, in its various forms, cannot therefore be rejected in

favour of another non-compulsory model.

2nd. Expressions such as halakhic state or Jewish theocracy are meaningless,
and have absolutely no basis in halakhic sources. Halakha does not see itself as a
political constitution, and its goals are not the same as those of the state judiciary.
Civil suits concerning financial matters should be brought before a rabbinical
court, if both sides agree to this. Halakha does not assert however, that the existing
judicial system should be replaced by a system of religious courts. Halakha
therefore, does not offer a constitutional or administrative alternative, and certainly
not in the present social reality. There is absolutely no contradiction between
Halakha and democracy. Moreover, a totalitarian regime (even one headed by a
religious or ultra-orthodox Jew) would commit acts and enact legislation contrary

to Halakha, while democracy is in fact the only political system that does not
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inherently clash with Halakha.

3rd. The simplistic and superficial idea that religious Jews see themselves as
being

subject to a higher authority, standing above the law of the land, is a hollow one,
with absolutely no basis in halakhic or philosophical sources.

Anyone, who seeks a specific type of political system in the Talmud or rabbinical
literature, will come up empty handed, because this is not one of the objectives of
Halakha. Even those who envision a utopian society in which the earth shall be full
of the knowledge of the Lord, as the waters cover the sea (Isaiah 11:9), would
agree that from a halakhic point of view, a halakhic state is certainly inconceivable

in the present social and cultural context.

For detailed sources, see: Naftali Rothenberg, Is a Jewish Theocracy Possible,
Free Judaism, Yakov Malkin. Ed., Jerusalem, 1998
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Lecture 111

Israel's adaptation process to the global market and suggestions to
overcome the economic crisis of Korea

Prof. Ruth Klinov

The Hebrew University of Jerusalem

1. Introduction

Ladies and gentlemen, may I take a moment to say how deeply happy and
grateful T am for the opportunity to meet with you. Two years ago I participated in
a meeting between the Van-Leer Institute and the Korean Foundation in Jerusalem
and was actually surprised by its great success in giving me both information and

intellectual stimulation. I trust that success will repeat itself here.

Of the many economic topics of mutual interest, where the interchange of
knowledge may be rewarding to both Koreans and Israelis, two seem to be of
primary importance: The first has to do with the economic implications of opening
borders, to commuters, to immigrants, and to trade, investment etc. Israel had a
long experience in all of these, and Korea, considering the various options of

economic relations with the North, may find our experience to be of interest.

The second topic of mutual interest is the high degree of dependence of both
economies on the world market. Exports constitute a very high percent of GDP in
both economies; and both are sensitive to developments in the international capital
market. This is the chosen topic for the present lecture. But in fact, the first topic
can be viewed as a particular case of globalization that of labor.
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This paper outlines the history of Israels globalization process, which started
around the mid-sixties, and is yet incomplete. The term globalization as defined
here includes two components: first, the volume of international transactions;
secondly, and more central to this paper, the process of opening the domestic
economy to external competition in the product markets; in the financial markets;
and in the labor market. Since globalization is a process of opening up to external
competition, it is entwined with liberalizing the economy in general, i.e. opening it
to internal competition as well. We shall try to point out the main stages of this
process in Israel, and indicate some similarities and some differences between

Korea and Israel.

[ start with a very brief comparison between Israels and Koreas economies,
presented in table 1. Israel has about 6 million inhabitants, compared to 47 millions
in Korea. But though the absolute size of Israels population is smaller, its annual
rate of increase is much higher - 2.5% compared to less than 1% in Korea. This is a
result of both a higher natural increase and massive immigration. So a primary task
of the Israeli economy, not shared by Korea, is to secure the basic needs of a

rapidly growing population, and to generate an ever-increasing amount of jobs.

In terms of long-term economic growth during the last fifty years Koreas
achievements are almost unsurpassed. Israel, too, enjoyed growth, but at a lower
level than did Korea. Furthermore, due to its population increase, its per-capita
GDP rose much more slowly than did Koreas. At present Koreas total GDP is three
times that of Israel, but half of Israels per-capita GDP (88,500 compared to
$16,100). However, correcting for the differences in the price structure in the two
countries (the PPP technique), the difference is substantially smaller: $13,300 per
capita in Korea, compared to $18,300 in Israel.

2. Pre-globalization background.

The starting point of the two economies, about fifty years ago, was very
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different. Both countries had just got their independence (Korea in 1945 and Israel
in 1948), were emerging from a state of war, and had a heavy defense burden.
However, per-capita income, capital intensity and the level of education of the

population were higher in Israel.

The two countries also differed in the degree of their international economic
contacts. Israels economic links with the outer world mainly the US and Europe
were very intensive already in the pre-globalization era. There are two main
reasons for that: Firstly, as mentioned, its engine of growth was primarily
immigration (in its fifty years of existence the size of its population increased ten-
fold). The process of absorption of immigrants was accompanied by a massive
influx of donations from world Jewry and from the governments of the USA and of
Germany, and by heavy external borrowing, while exports lagged behind imports.
The latter consisted mainly of machinery and production goods. Thus Israels
imports\fl GDP ratio was always very high, and this was an important link with
developed countries. The other link was, of course, that half the immigrants came
from Europe, were acquainted with its various economies, knew the language, etc.
By contrast, Korea of fifty years ago was relatively isolated from the developed
economies, both financially and culturally.

(A deleted paragraph)

The similarity was in the important role of the government in the process of
growth. In both countries the governments reverted, in the nineteen fifties and
sixties, to massive intervention and regulation. Some of the forms of intervention
were similar; there were pervasive measures of protection against international
competition import licenses were needed everywhere and the exchange rate was
controlled. Banking activities the destination of credit, the rate of interest, bank
reserves, foreign-exchange rates etc. - were regulated by the Bank of Israel and by
the Ministry of Finance. The government and other public entities owned directly a
large part of the land, electricity and water resources.
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However, the scope and style of intervention was different: In Israel agricﬁlturf:,
rather than industry, was planned, with quotas of production determined by the
Ministry of Agriculture; by comparison, industry remained largely private and
regulation-free. True - ministers of Industry and Trade would personally locate
potential investors and coax them into opening enterprises (one had a famous little
black notebook with a long list of contacts). As well, of the industrial enterprises
were owned by the central trade-union organization (the Histadruth). However, the
bulk was privately owned, and the typical Israeli firm and holding company were
much smaller in size than Korean companies. In fact, only two relatively large
industrial conglomerates existed: one was Koor? and the other was the military

industry.

As a result, even in the interventionist pre-globalization period, the Israeli
economy was rather decentralized, with much less concentration of power that
characterizes the Korean Chaebols, and with a dubious success of achieving
compliance by the many tiny enterprises. All this made the subsequent

liberalization of the economy rather easier.

3. The globalization process

The impetus for opening Israel to domestic and international competition, was a
national crisis in the mid-eighties: inflation was galloping at an annual rate of 400
percent, GDP came to a standstill, and unemployment was rising. A huge bank

scandal caused a crisis in the capital market.

62



FH 2 11

A BH 9] ojAstelo] ML ubyu} Tt o] HH ]
3=g oo Ho

g Y H @ EedEdn 75)

1. A&

A E. A€ A S T Hof vy 7jin apsicke 24E =2a
o 24 ol A= Van-Leer 749 o] F2Y I5A2] ghdel Fodlgisutt. 1 2
Yol AodAl Erht B2 BRG AF A5E FAeA Ax 52 =AUt 2 7
QM= 5 Ee] H71E sigUY.

#2903} o] 22td AFE R £80] B T BF B Jd9) AAA FAS Fo)
q £3] a3 Ro] F 714 Yok, RAE $2AE, olUAS, 2%, $4 52 98 4L
Aete el AAA glelold. ol 2gde o] BE U 2 AR /D Yok 1elm
HFE Base] 3% B9 dA HdY NS 448 o o|2gde] B =

ol € Aol

S WAZ A2 BUS FHE S 9E FAE T U A7 ZA6 da 2ol §
vebe] GDPIAN 2] AAste HFo] olS B0 FTE BF TA| AL Alge] 2o
27eH gt o|Ze] o ole] FAlolet. Teivt A WA EHE AR AAstel
@ PAHQ A2 479 $5 92 Aol

o] Ei-& o|xztde] A ge] HAte] gekolry o] 2 60T Futell Al FE I en

63



AZE 24 Zojth. B =2 FelY WA 2k g0l T 71 048 AT Uk,
A 24 wPolth, B4 8re@add O F4H02 Ol F4)9) AZY A
B3t FEART =EARE 93 APIES st Rolet oA A AL AL
Sehe A, 2 W90 EE 4428 AYL 8 A% ABso) . AL o2z
oS o] HPe] 28 BASS Asn B2} o] Aztale] ¥4 A3} Aol L HeiF
77} 9.

¥Rl WA E 104 Jehd ule} o] g BA| 9 o] Akl ZA| 9] 7kt H oA Al
2 staa gk, o] ~gtd <177k 600% B Axolrt. 5L 43 THRlod. ojxede
Q7] Ao FRE AT AT F7HEL o g o|2d e 25% W d=2 1%= ¢
g}, oA & £ AAF7HET R o119 AFeltt. 2N F A% FRHIAE &
£ olzgd A9 FE FAle F53] F71ke I 712 AEE EAsa dAEE A
A o o] ghEoluiof h FA|olH.

¢

A 5047k A71A 24 A B @ g 3FS B39 ojxfdE 4F2
FA T FaEde AFE] Wt HRe] 2 4737 W 19% GDPEW S84
Z7hex =R 84 vgidh d4) @59 A4 GDPe ol 2gtde] 3ot 22yt 19
3 GDPE& #=o] o|xedle] Ayl Eo|th(F=o] 850082, o]22tdo] 16,000€3).
a2y F yele 7k 328 a3 o (PPP 71Y) 1 atele A Soled. § @59
13,3002 2 0| o]22tad& 18,3002 ol

2. A} o)A ¥l 73

o} 504 M| | FHE S DRtk T 5YS BAYA <ot 54 g2 W
RFFHE 19454, o2 e 19489), A4 Aol % Holukn Sl Agolgon 3t



38 3% A8 A3 9tk 290 19% VLS I 2§ $EL o2y
ol o 3

FFe A A 279 A RAME Zol7t AT o|22AE AA S o] &
AdM = oju] £ u]ZFolu §1 F ¥ AAge] DA WAES 21 AT d7ldE
5 7H] olf7t itk AAE, olv] AFE vt 2|, 2 479 FHol FE o|LAS I

1. 0|Actd J|REARE

5 (L= 1990 1996 1997 1998 1993 | 8h=2-1999
A (k) 21,946 98,840
AF (YT 4822 5.759 5.827 5971 6.121 47471
GDP(H 9 $) 636 901 943 970 99.1 406.7
1919 GDP(1000$) 132 156 16.1 162 161 85
191% GDP(1000$ -PPP) 183 133
T2(H9$) 173 293 310 320 359 1437
TAHAS) 202 375 371 360 408 1198
AATA(NAS) 0.170 -54 -37 -10 -19 +34
HAFAFRA (AHS) | 09 75 119 23 41 462
Ho5a(HYS) 51 63 6.2 61 64
GDPth¥] S84 u]& 133 97 9.0 89 9.2 32
AU E 96 66 75 86 89 63
939 =54 H& () 96 100 105 105
47 T 1980-1990 | 1990-96 1997 1998 1999 199
271 E 207 126 70 80 13 23
A+57HE 21 35 25 24 25 09
GDPZ7}& 26 59 29 22 22 100

cf. ppp = purchasing power parity (718 H]iL)
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Lecture IV

Israeli-Palestinian relations in the context of the Middle-East conflict

Mr. Eli Shaked
Charge d’ Affaires, Embassy of Israel

The lecture will focus on the historic relations between the Israelis and the
Palestinians in the last five decades, the main disagreements and the differences in
the positions of the two parties, and it will include in addition an explanation of the
religious context of the conflict. The lecture will focus also on the latest
developments in the process, mention some highlights of the current situation and
scenarios of possible future solutions.
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